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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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1 Introduction

Large detectors with photomultiplier tubes (PMT) around are set up for the invis-
ible, enigmatic, challenging-to-detect neutrinos and dark matters. The electronic
systems read photon-induced pulses embedded in the time series of PMTs voltage
outputs, or waveforms. Experiments deploying full waveform readout includes Kam-
LAND [1], Borexino [2], JUNO [3], Jinping Neutrino Experiment (JNE) [4–6], as well
as XMASS [7], PandaX-4T [8] and LUX-ZEPLIN [9].

To reconstruct the energy and time of the events from the waveforms, a common
method is to integrate the waveform to get the charge [10] as a predictor of visible
energy, and to locate the peaks of the waveforms measuring the 10%-rising-edge [11]
as photoelectron (PE) times. More sophisticated approaches use fitting or deconvo-
lution [10, 12] based on empirical single PE templates to obtain the charge and PE
arrival times together.

When the time difference of two PEs is small, their waveforms pile up [13],
preventing reliable counting of the PEs. Therefore, a posterior distribution of PEs
in the Bayesian sense is necessary to properly represent the uncertainty of the
inference from the waveforms. For a complete Bayesian solution, we face a hierar-
chical, discrete-continuous and trans-dimensional challenge. Fast Stochastic Matching
Pursuit (FSMP) is a fast and flexible algorithm to utilize all information from
the waveforms. It was introduced in our previous publication of Xu et al. [12]
with a comprehensive comparison of all the waveform analysis methods. It was
then utilized to analyze a variety of PMTs and most notably adopted to the new
microchannel-plate (MCP) PMTs [11] showing outstanding performance. To facilitate
its understanding and application, we present the principles and details of FSMP in
this article.

Without loss of generality, we use JNE [6], a liquid-scintillator (LS) detector
under construction, as our discussion context. Section 2 gives an introduction of our
methodology to tackle the challenge of PE pile-up. Performance evaluation based on
simulation in Section 3 demonstrates the GPU acceleration and substantial improve-
ment in energy resolution. Application of FSMP to experimental data in Section 4
provides a firm analysis basis to unveil the physics process inside MCP-PMTs.

2 Methodology

In FSMP, we use Gibbs Markov chain Monte-Carlo (MCMC), mixed with reversible
jump MCMC (RJMCMC) [14] and Metropolis-Hastings construction [15] to analyze
the waveforms by sampling from the posterior distribution of PE sequences. We adopt
the notations by Xu et al. [12] and review only the essential definitions with an
emphasis on the new MCP-PMTs.

2.1 Physical process

After a scintillator photon is emitted in an event and comes into the PMT, it hits
some PEs out. The number of PEs N follows Poisson distribution [16, 17], with expec-
tation µ. The expectation of this Poisson process is a function of time, also known as
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light curve: µϕ(t − t0), where ϕ(t) is a normalized function, and t0 is a time offset.
Lombardi [18] gives a method to calibrate light curve in LS.

A dynode PMT multiplies the electrons [19] on each of its many dynodes and col-
lects them on the anode to produce a signal. Define the charge of a single PE as q,
following normal distribution N (µq, σq) [20]. Considering that N follows Poisson dis-
tribution π(µ), the charge distribution of waveforms is a compound Poisson-Gaussian
distribution.

The dynodes may be replaced by MCP. The microchannels are atomic layer depo-
sition (ALD) coated to improve the lifetime [21] and collection efficiency [22] but
introduces jumbo charges [11]. In an MCP-PMT shown in Fig. 1a, there are two kinds
of PE [23]. A PE may shoot directly into the microchannel and get multiplied, or
hit on the ALD coating of the MCP upper surface. The latter produces multiple sec-
ondary electrons that we call MCPes. Here we define the case that PEs shot into the
channel equal to the case that MCPe is 1. Define the MCPe count for one PE as e ∈ E,
and generally E = Z+, while we choose E = {1, 2, 3, 4} to make calculation simpler.
In that way, the charge model of single PE inside the MCP-PMT is constructed by a
mixture of normal distributions [24]. For one PE, define the probability of MCPe e as
G(e), and the charge model is like

∑
e∈E

G(e)fN (eq,
√
eσq) (1)

G(e), q, σq are the input parameters of FSMP. Fig. 1b shows a sketch of the charge
distribution in this model.
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(b) A sketch of the charge model of an
MCP-PMT. It is not normalized, because the
vertical axis represents the number of wave-
forms.

Fig. 1: Sketches of MCP, MCPe, and MCP-PMT charge model.
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If there are no photons coming into a PMT, the electronics should read out elec-
tronic noises [25]. The average of noise is the baseline of a PMT [24, 26]. When
electrons hit the anode, the voltage of the anode decreases, and the PMT produces
a negative pulse [27]. To analyze the waveform, integrate it to calculate charge [25].
The dimension of waveform charge is voltage multiplied by time, proportional to the
electric charge accumulated on the anode. This article uses the ADC as the unit of
voltage, and nanosecond as the unit of time. The unit of the charge is ADC·ns.

When only one PE produced in the PMT and gets multiplied, the produced
waveform is alike [27]. Define such single electron response (SER) of a PMT as
VPE(t) = qṼPE(t), where q is the single PE charge, and Ṽ is the normalized SER.
The single PE charge follows normal distribution: q ∼ N (µq, σq). With SER and the

electronic noise ϵ, the final waveform w of a single PE is w(t) = qṼPE(t) + ϵ.

2.2 Bayesian Inference

Let the light curve in Section 2.1 be µϕ(t − t0) while t0 be the time of event. Define
the PE sequence z = {t1, t2, ..., tN} ∈ TN as the time of each PE, the number of PEs
as N , and the waveform as w. With Bayesian theory [28], we can write down

p(z, t0|w) =
p(w|z, t0)p(z, t0)

p(w)
(2)

For a specific waveform, p(w) is a constant. p(z, t0) is the prior, and p(z, t0|w) is
the posterior. However, we do not know the true µ and the true prior p(z, t0) =
p(z|µ, t0)p(t0), where p(z|µ, t0) is defined in Section A.1 and p(t0) is the t0 prior.
Therefore, we guess a value µ0 close to the true µ yielding

p(z, t0|w) =
p(w|z, t0)p(z|µ0, t0)p(t0)

p(w)
(3)

Section 3.3 gives an example to construct a distribution of µ0 to cover the truth, and
Section 4 uses deconvolution result as µ0.

It is important to choose a well-formed prior, to make the posterior unbiased. We
choose a prior close to the reality: the light curve with µ0, while µ0 is obtained from
the deconvolution in Section 2.5. As for the t0 prior p(t0), different trigger system
may follow different p(t0). Section 3 gives an example of a uniform prior, for both
simulation and analysis.

The posterior p(z, t0|w) is still hard to calculate. Gibbs MCMC [29] is suitable to
sample z and t0 from the conditional probabilities. To sample z and t0, Metropolis-
Hastings MCMC [15] is chosen for both. The number of PEs is also unknown, so we
need RJMCMC [14], a variant dimensional Metropolis-Hastings MCMC. In the Gibbs
MCMC, t0 is sampled before z. Therefore, t0,i+1 is sampled from p(t0,i+1|zi), and zi+1

is sampled from p(zi+1|w, t0,i+1).

2.3 Sampling

Sampling of t0 is done by using Metropolis-Hastings with the acceptance:
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min

{
1,

p(zi|µ0, t
′
0,i+1)

p(zi|µ0, t0,i)

}
(4)

We accept a jump with the calculated acceptance, the possibility to accept the jump.
The new sample will be recorded if the jump is accepted. Otherwise, record the pre-
vious sample. The prime in t′0,i+1 means the proposed value is waiting for judgement
of accept or reject.

Sampling z is done by RJMCMC, also with acceptances for each kind of jumps.
Denote the length of zi as Ni, and define the jumps: birth, death, and update in Fig. 2.
All jumps are reversible: birth jump is the reverse of death jump, and update jump is
the reverse of itself.

tt+

zi

z′
i+1

(a)

tt−

zi

z′
i+1

(b)

tt− t+

zi

z′
i+1

(c)

Fig. 2: Sketch of 3 jumps in RJMCMC. (a) Birth jump: the possibility of birth jump
is h(t+). The possibility of the reverse jump is 1

N ′
i+1

. (b) Death jump: the possibility

of death jump is 1
Ni

. The possibility of the reverse jump is h(t−). (c) Update jump:
the hit time t− of one PE is updated to t+ = t− +∆t.

In the birth jump shown in Fig. 2a, a new PE t+ is appended to the sequence zi.
Therefore, N ′

i+1 = Ni+1, and z′
i+1 = zi∪{t+}. The distribution of t+ is the proposal

h(t)dt introduced in Section 2.5. The acceptance is

min

{
1,

p(z′
i+1|µ0, t0,i+1)

p(zi|µ0, t0,i+1)

1
N ′

i+1

h(t+)

}
(5)

In the death jump shown in Fig. 2b, a PE t− is removed in equal probability from
the sequence zi. Therefore, N

′
i+1 = Ni − 1, and z′

i+1 = zi \ {t−}. The acceptance is

min

{
1,

p(z′
i+1|µ0, t0,i+1)

p(zi|µ0, t0,i+1)

h(t−)
1
Ni

}
(6)

In the update jump shown in Fig. 2c, a PE is moved from t− to t+ = t− + ∆t,
and ∆t follows a symmetry distribution N (0, 1). Therefore, N ′

i+1 = Ni, and z′
i+1 =
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zi \ {t−} ∪ {t+}. The acceptance is

min

{
1,

p(z′
i+1|µ0, t0,i+1)

p(zi|µ0, t0,i+1)

}
(7)

In each step, at most one kind of jump is applied to a sequence. Initially, define
a probability Q < 1

2 , and the probability of birth, death and update as Q,Q, 1 −
2Q. In practice, we choose Q = 1

4 . However, there is a corner case: an empty PE
sequence could not be applied with death or update. Therefore, for an empty sequence,
only birth jump is in consideration, and the acceptance should be multiplied by Q.
Accordingly, the acceptance of death jump on a single PE sequence should be divided
by Q.

2.4 Extended RJMCMC for MCP-PMTs

In the dynode PMT, the single PE charge follows normal distribution. While in MCP-
PMTs, the single MCPe charge follows normal distribution, and there is at least
one MCPe for one PE. Therefore, MCPe should be changed during birth and death
jumps, and z should be redefined as the sequence of both the time of PEs and the
corresponding MCPes: z = {(t1, e1), . . . , (tN , eN )} ∈ (T,E)N .

The birth jump is extended to 2 possible choices: to add a new PE, or add an
MCPe for an existing PE. For one PE k with MCPe ek, the possibility to increase
MCPe should be

p(e′k = ek + 1|ek) =
G(ek + 1)

G(ek)
(8)

If no MCPe has been added, then a new PE is added with possibility should be

p(e′k+1 = 1|ek) = 1− 1

Ni

∑
ek∈zi

G(ek + 1)

G(ek)
(9)

So, the acceptance of adding a new PE is:

min

1,
p(z′

i+1|µ0, t0,i+1)

p(zi|µ0, t0,i+1)

1
N ′

i+1

h(t+)
(
1− 1

Ni

∑
ek∈zi

G(ek+1)
G(ek)

)
 (10)

With Eq. (A14), if no PE is to be added, the acceptance of adding an MCPe is:

min

{
1,

p(w|z′
i+1, t0,i+1)

p(w|zi, t0,i+1)

}
(11)

The death jump is changed to decrease an MCPe of an existing PE. If the original
MCPe is 1, the PE will be removed. If there’s one PE removed, the acceptance is

min

1,
p(z′

i+1|µ0, t0,i+1)

p(zi|µ0, t0,i+1)

h(td)
(
1− 1

N ′
i+1

∑
ek∈z′

i+1

G(ek+1)
G(ek)

)
1
Ni

 (12)
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while if only one MCPe is removed, the acceptance is the same as Eq. (11).

2.5 The prerequisites

The initial states of the Markov chain should be close to the truth, to make the chain
converge faster. For example, when the truth light curve and t0 is known in Section 3,
the initial value of t0 is the truth. Deconvolution is one good candidate. Consider the
charge of PE to be a function of time q(t), and ignore the white noise, the waveform
is expressed as a convolution

w(t) =

∫
q(τ)VPE(t− τ)dτ = q ⊗ ṼPE (13)

Therefore, representing deconvolution with ⊘, q is calculated by q = w⊘ṼPE. Lucy [30]
gives a deconvolution algorithm for the case that the elements of q are non-negative.
Let r represent the step of iteration,

qr+1(τ) = qr(τ)

min{lw−1,τ+lV −1}∑
t=max{τ,0}

w(t)

wr(t)
ṼPE(t− τ)

wr(t) =

min{lw−1,t−lV +1}∑
τ=max{t,−lV +1}

qr(τ)ṼPE(t− τ)

(14)

where t ∈ [0, lw − 1], τ ∈ [−lV + 1, lw − 1]. lw represents the length of w, and lV
represents the length of ṼPE. The initial q0 could be any non-negative array that the
summation is equal to the summation of w. The two equations are two convolutions

qr+1(τ) = qr(τ)
( w

wr
⊗ Ṽ ′

PE

)
(τ + lV − 1)

wr(t) = (qr ⊗ ṼPE)(t)
(15)

where Ṽ ′
PE is the reverse array of ṼPE.

In practice, we choose r up to 2000, and use the final q2000(τ) as the initial PE
sequence. If all elements of q are smaller than 0.2, the corresponding waveform will
be treated as a zero PE waveform, and will not be analyzed by FSMP. The times τ
where q2000(τ) > 0 is the initial z. As for the initial value of t0, it depends on the light
curve. When the light curve is unknown, the first PE time from the initial z is used
as t0, and only z is sampled in FSMP; q2000(t) is also used as the temporary light
curve ϕ(t− t0), so the prior p(z|µ0, t0) and proposal h(t) in Section 2.3 are substituted
correspondingly.

The solution space could be limited by the initial PE sequence provided by the
deconvolution method. The limitation is optional, but decreases the execution time.
Let the minimum and maximum PE time be tmin and tmax, the solution space time
window T is [tmin − 4 ns, tmax + 4ns]. The definition range of w should be also cut to
[tmin − 4 ns, tmax + 4ns + lV ]. 4 ns is an empirical value, to make the solution space
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Fig. 3: The time window and solution space.

cover the truth. Fig. 3 shows the time window T from the deconvolution result, and
the cut waveform.

The probability of new PE time t+ in birth jump, h(t+), is the proposal distribution
of t+ in RJMCMC. Although it could be any distribution covering the solution space,
the chain will converge faster if it is proportional to the light curve ϕ(t − t0). While
ϕ is already normalized to the whole time space, it should be normalized again to the
solution space:

h(t) =
ϕ(t− t0)∫

T ϕ(t− t0)dt
(16)

2.6 Towards energy reconstruction

The total energy of scintillator photons in the event is called visible energy. There
are nonlinearities from event energy to visible energy [31]. The following discussion
concentrates from waveform analysis, to the estimation and resolution of visible energy.

In Section 2.2, p(z, t0|w) is calculated with a guessed µ0. To reconstruct the energy
of the event, we still need an estimation of µ with likelihood p(w|µ),

µ̂MLE = argmax
µ

p(w|µ) (17)

while

p(w|µ) =
∑
z,t0

p(w|z, t0)p(z, t0|µ) (18)
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Sample z and t0 by FSMP in Section 2.3, with Eqs. (A1) and (3),

p(w|µ) =
∑
z,t0

p(w|z, t0)p(z, t0|µ0)
p(z, t0|µ)
p(z, t0|µ0)

= p(w|µ0)
∑
z,t0

p(z, t0|w)
p(z, t0|µ)
p(z, t0|µ0)

= CEz,t0

[
p(z, t0|µ)
p(z, t0|µ0)

]
=

C

M
e−(µ−µ0)

∑
z∈FSMP

(
µ

µ0

)N

(19)

where C is a constant, M is the count of sampled z, and N is the count of PE z. Ez,t0

is expectation by z, t0, calculated by averaging over FSMP samples.
So the estimator µ̂MLE should be the root of the equation

d

dµ
log p(w|µ) = 0 ⇔

∑
z∈FSMP

(µN −NµN−1) = 0 (20)

3 Performance

To test the performance of FSMP, we simulate a neutrino detector with slow liquid
scintillator [32] with 8-inch MCP-PMTs [11] that are the candidates of the Jinping
Neutrino Experiment [6]. The normalized light curve ϕ(t) in Fig. 4a and SER ṼPE(t)
in Fig. 4b are,

ϕ(t) =
τ1 + τ2
τ22

(
1− e−

t
τ1

)
e−

t
τ2

ṼPE(t) =
1

2τ
e

σ2−2(t−4σ)τ

2τ2

(
1 + Erf

(
−σ2 − (t− 4σ)τ√

2στ

)) (21)

where τ1 = 1.16 ns, τ2 = 26.76 ns, σ = 1.62 ns, τ = 7.2 ns and Erf is the error function.
Table 1 shows the basic parameters. We first prepare sets of waveforms with fixed

PE counts N from 0 to 125, sample N from a Poisson with parameter µ and randomly
choose a waveform from the corresponding set. The dataset for such a µ consists of
10000 waveforms by repeating the procedures. To sample t0, a uniform distribution
between t0min and t0max is chosen:

p(t0) =
1

t0max − t0min

(22)

Two typical waveforms, one with µ = 1, N = 2 (waveform A) and one with
µ = 60, N = 96 (waveform B), demonstrate the effectiveness of FSMP. To calculate
convergence in Section 3.2, initial PE sequence is randomly chosen in the time window
T provided in Section 2.5. The initial PE count ranges from 0 to 31 and 86 to 106 for
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Fig. 4: Figures of light curve and SER in simulation.

Table 1: The basic parameters used in the simulation.

Parameter Value
µ 0.1, 0.2, 0.5, 1, 2, . . . , 10, 15, . . . , 60
t0min 100 ns
t0max 200 ns
Baseline σϵ 1.59(ADC)
Single MCPe charge q 597.88(ADC·ns)
Single MCPe charge σq 201.28(ADC·ns)
Waveform length 500 ns
Sampling rate 1/ns
Waveform samples per µ 10000
MCPe 1st peak G(1) 64.6%
MCPe 2nd peak G(2) 23.2%
MCPe 3rd peak G(3) 7.64%
MCPe 4th peak G(4) 4.53%

waveforms A and B. The initial and last sampled sequence is shown in Fig. 5. No mat-
ter what the initial sequence is, FSMP samples the correct parameters reproducing
the input waveform.

3.1 Execution Speed and Precision

FSMP makes extensive use of linear algebraic procedures as shown in Section A.1.
Fig. 6 shows our batched strategy [33] to accelerate FSMP, stacking the quantities
of scalars, vectors and matrices from different waveforms into tensors with one extra
batched dimension. The PE sequence, z = (t1, t2, . . .) is a vector with various lengths.
We pad the short sequence with zeros to form the batched matrix, and introduce a new
vector to store the number of PEs N of each waveform. Batching allows FSMP to be
implemented in NumPy [34] and CuPy [35] efficiently for CPU and GPU executions.

Fig. 7a shows the comparison of performance on CPU and GPU. With small batch
sizes, running all computation on CPU is faster than offloading to GPU, because data
transfer between GPU and GPU takes time. When the batch size increases, GPU gains
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Fig. 5: Example of two Markov chains, upper figures for waveform A and lower for
B, initial sample on the left and the last sample on the right. Orange lines are the
predicted waveforms, getting closer to the original ones with the chain.

step 1 · · ·

step 2 · · ·

step 3 · · ·

step 4 · · ·

one waveform

(a) Sketch of original algorithm.

· · ·

· · ·

· · ·

· · ·

5000 waveforms

(b) Sketch of batched algorithm.

Fig. 6: A comparison of original algorithm and batched one. One square represents
the data related to one waveform, and the arrows shows the execution directions.
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performance on matrix computations up to 100 waveforms per second. The execution
speed of CPU is mostly independent of batch size.
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Fig. 7: FSMP comparison with (a) execution speed and (b) error of ∆ν, the wave-
form log-likelihood ratio of two PE sequences in Eq. (A11), on a single core of AMD
EPYC™7742 CPU and NVIDIA®A100 GPU.

Matrix calculation may induce float-point rounding errors. We use float64 on
CPU because its native instruction set is 64-bit. To better utilize the computation
units [36], we choose float32 on GPU but with a risk of lower precision. For compar-
ison, every accepted step in the RJMCMC chain is recorded. After the GPU version
program, the waveform log-likelihood ratio of two PE sequences ∆ν in Eq. (A11) is
calculated by the CPU again. Fig. 7b shows the error of ∆ν of each step for wave-
form B, with deconvolution provided initial PE sequence. The absolute value of error
is mainly within 1.0.

3.2 Convergence

The Gelman-Rubin diagnostic checks whether a Metropolis-Hastings Markov chain
is convergent [37]. It calculates a convergence indicator R̂ from multiple axulliary
chains with different initial conditions as a combination of within-group deviation and
between-group deviation, which shows the consistency within each chain and among
all chains. The chain is regarded as convergent when R̂ < 1.1. We chose the sampled
time offset t0 and the number of PEs N . Figs. 8a and 8b show the convergence of t0 and
N of the two waveforms in Fig. 5. The slower convergence of waveform B is expected
for so large the solution space that the initial conditions of the chains are diverse.

PE sequence z, although being the most important results from FSMP, is not
suitable to directly compute R̂ which requires a fixed-dimensional input. Brooks and
Galman [38] suggested several distance measures to quantify the similarity between
trans-dimensional samples. Wasserstein distance [39] is such a distance measurement,
and is chosen as a requirement of the convergence of PE sequence. Define MCPe
sequence as all times of MCPes, and calculate the Wasserstein distance between MCPe
sequence and an empty sequence as the scalar to use in calculating Gelman-Rubin
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(a) t0 convergence of two waveforms.
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(c) z convergence of two waveforms.

Fig. 8: The convergence of different representative scalars. The error bar represents
the upper confidence limits of R̂.

diagnostic. As Wasserstein distance could not handle empty sequences, a dummy PE
at t = 0 is added to all PE sequences, with a very small weight 10−9. Fig. 8c shows
the convergence of MCPe sequence of the two waveforms discussed above. The basic
trending is similar to the convergence of t0 and N .

3.3 Bias and resolution

The estimator t̂0 should be the average value of the sampled t0 chain. For comparison,
we also sampled a chain of t0 from true PE sequence, labeled “MCMC” in the figures.
Another comparison is to use the first peak 10% rise time [11] as the biased estimator
of t0. The resolution is defined by

ηt =

√
Var[t̂0]

E[t̂0]
(23)

Fig. 9a shows the bias of t̂0, and Fig. 9b shows the resolution. The result shows that
the bias is around 0.1 ns, and when µ < 20, FSMP gives better time resolution than
first PE time.
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Fig. 9: The bias and resolution of t̂0 and µ̂ from FSMP, compared with other methods.
90% confidence interval.

The energy resolution of µ̂ is compared with the charge method. Define the charge
of a waveform as Q, and estimation of µ as below, and µ̂charge is proved to be unbiased:

µ̂charge =
Q

qe
, qe =

4∑
e=1

G(e)eq (24)

E[Q] = E[N ]qe = µqe ⇒ E[µ̂charge] = µ (25)

The relative bias of µ̂ is defined as the bias divided by the truth value (µ̂−µ)/µ. The
resolution η [40] and relative resolution η′ of µ̂ is defined as

η =

√
Var[µ̂]

E[µ̂]
, η′ =

η

ηtheory
(26)

where ηtheory is the theoretical energy resolution. For both MLE in Section 2.6 and
charge method, the theoretical resolution is the resolution of N , which is an unbiased
MLE estimator of µ.

ηtheory =

√
Var[N ]

E[N ]
(27)
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Any waveform analysis result shouldn’t give better µ estimation than using the PE
truth. Therefore, η′ should be always larger than 1.

FSMP in Section 2.2 requires µ0 value in the prior p(z|µ0). Here it is sampled from
a gamma distribution Γ(α = 2µ, β = 2) for each waveform. The expectation of this
sampling is the truth value µ, while the variance is µ

2 . It imitates the reality, when we
don’t exactly know the real µ.

Figs. 9c and 9d show the comparison result. When µ is relatively small, the resolu-
tion of FSMP method is better than charge method. Here is a qualitative explanation:
when µ is small, number of PEs is also small. FSMP method should give more precise
result in that case, because the possibility pile-up is rare. When µ is large, µ̂ from
FSMP is still more biased than charge method. Charge method should be used in that
case, because FSMP cannot give a better resolution. Choosing µ = 1 as the standard,
FSMP is (12.5±1.4)% better than charge method in estimation of µ. This conclusion
could lead to the resolution of visible energy that, in the most optimistic case, FSMP
improves the resolution of visible energy by 12%.

4 Analyze real data

Zhang et al. [11] studied the performance of a new type 8-inch MCP-PMT. This section
re-analyze the experimental data from their work to show the advantage of FSMP.
The light curve and µ0 is substituted following Section 2.5, and SER is obtained from
Zhang’s method. Only PE times are sampled with RJMCMC, and t0 is not sampled
because the light curve is not available, according to Section 2.5.

Fig. 10a shows a sample waveform. The FSMP sampled PE sequences are convo-
luted with single PE response, restored and averaged to the orange waveform. FSMP
fits all peaks of the waveform well. Fig. 10b shows all PE samples of a PMT in a single
run. The blue and green histogram represent the sampled PEs only before and only
after 210 ns in each waveform samples. The orange filled histogram are the remain-
ing samples. The orange one contains true-secondary electrons, while the green one is
late pulse, which may contain the back-scatterd and rediffused electrons. The figures
demonstrate that FSMP gives all PE times from waveforms, and provides possibility to
analyze the orange histogram and dig through the physical process with quantitative
method.

To compare the transition time spread (TTS) with Zhang’s method, the transition
time (TT) is defined as the interval between trigger time and the average first PE
time of the samples of each waveform. Fig. 10d shows the histogram of charge and
TT in logarithmic scale. The distribution of TT is fit in Fig. 10c. The fit TTS is
(1.703± 0.007) ns, better than the result (1.719± 0.001) ns with Zhang’s method.

5 Conclusion

We gave an introduction of FSMP method. It is a flexible and general Bayesian-based
RJMCMC to sample PE sequence from posterior distribution. It is applied on both
dynode PMT and ALD-coated MCP-PMT with jumbo charge outputs. FSMP makes
full use of pulse shape and amplitude information to estimate the full PE sequence,
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Fig. 10: Analysis of MCP-PMT testing data.

which gives better precision. The GPU acceleration makes FSMP fast enough for large
amount of waveform in experiments.

Applying FSMP to our simulated waveforms, it gives (12.5±1.4)% better resolution
of µ̂ when µ = 1. When µ < 20, it performs better than charge method in estimating µ
and better than 1st PE time in estimating t0. Therefore, for MeV neutrino experiments
in liquid scintillator detectors, e.g., Jinping Neutrino Experiment and JUNO, FSMP
could improve resolution of visible energy by 12% in optimistic case.
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Appendix A Calculation of possibilities

A.1 For FSMP

First we need to calculate p(z|µ, t0) for Eq. (3). This possibility depends on the light
curve. It is calculated as

p(z|µ, t0)dz = e−µ
N∏

k=1

µϕ(tk − t0)dtk

= e−µµN
N∏

k=1

ϕ(tk − t0)dtk

= e−µµNϕ(z − t0)dz

(A1)

while ϕ(z − t0)dz is an abbreviation of
N∏

k=1

ϕ(tk − t0)dtk.

Then we need to calculate p(w|z). Assume it is a multivariate normal distribution,
and ṼPE(t) is the normalized single PE response (SER) of a PMT (see Section 2.1),
and the variance of white noise is σ2

ϵ . Each value of the waveformw(tw) follows Normal
distribution N (U(z),Σ(z)), where

Uw :=

N∑
k=1

qkṼPE(tw − tk)

Σwv :=

N∑
k=1

σ2
q ṼPE(tw − tk)ṼPE(tv − tk) + σ2

ϵ δwv

=

N∑
k=1

Ξ(tw − tk, tv − tk) + σ2
ϵ δwv

(A2)
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Tipping [41, 42] proved that in this model, we can write down

log p(w|z) = −Nw

2
log(2π)− 1

2
log |Σ| − 1

2
(w −U)⊺Σ−1(w −U) (A3)

where Nw is the length of the waveform, and Ξ is represented by direct product

Ξ = a0Λ0a
⊺
0 , a0,wv = ṼPE(tw − tv),Λ0,wv = σ2

qδwv (A4)

The update jump is a combination of death jump at t− and birth jump at t+ =
t−+∆t. We can combine the two jumps into one operation. For z′

i+1, t−, t+ in Fig. 2c,
define the waveform of PE t− as aw− = VPE(tw − t−), aka a−. Simultaneously, define
a+ as the single PE waveform of t+. Combine the two waveform into a matrix a =
(a−,a+), we get

∆Σ = Ξ(z′)− Ξ(z) = aΛa⊺

Λ := σ2
q

[
−1

1

]
.

(A5)

For a birth jump, we can define a− = 0; for a death jump, define a+ = 0. Then we
can unify the 3 kinds of jump into one formula.

RJMCMC only requires the ratio of p(w|z), thus we only need to calculate

log
p(w|z′)
p(w|z)

= −1

2
(∆T +∆R)

∆T := log

(
|Σ(z′)|
|Σ(z)|

)
∆R := [w −U(z′)]⊺Σ−1(z′)[w −U(z′)]− [w −U(z)]⊺Σ−1(z)[w −U(z)]

= (y −∆U)⊺Σ−1(z′)(y −∆U)− y⊺Σ−1(z)y.
(A6)

where y := w −U(z). Like Eq. (A5),

∆U := U(z′)−U(z)

= q(−a− + a+)

= aλ

λ := q

[
−1
1

]
.

(A7)

Therefore, the most important item is Σ−1. Let c := Σ−1a,B := (Λ−1 + a⊺c)−1, we
have Woodbury formula [43]

Σ−1(z′) = (Σ + aΛa⊺)
−1

= Σ−1 − Σ−1a(Λ−1 + a⊺Σ−1a)−1a⊺Σ−1

= Σ−1 − cBc⊺.

(A8)
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Calculate ∆R with Eqs. (A6) to (A8):

∆R = (y − aλ)⊺(Σ−1 − cBc⊺)(y − aλ)− y⊺Σ−1y

= −Υ⊺BΥ+ λ⊺Λ−1λ
(A9)

where Υ := c⊺y + Λ−1λ.
Calculate ∆T with Eqs. (A5) and (A8):

∆T = log

(
|Σ+ aΛa⊺|

|Σ|

)
= log

(
|1 + aΛa⊺Σ−1|

)
= log

(
|ΛB−1|

)
= − log

(
|BΛ−1|

)
(A10)

With Eqs. (A6), (A9) and (A10), define ∆ν:

∆ν = log
p(w|z′)
p(w|z)

=
1

2
(Υ⊺BΥ− λ⊺Λ−1λ+ log

(
|BΛ−1|

)
) (A11)

From Eqs. (A1) and (A11), we have

p(z′|µ0, t0)

p(z|µ0, t0)
=

p(w|z′)p(z′|µ0, t0)

p(w|z)p(z|µ0, t0)
= e∆νµN ′−N

0

ϕ(z′ − t0)

ϕ(z − t0)
(A12)

A.2 For extended FSMP

Obviously we have ∑
e∈E

G(e) = 1 (A13)

which means that G is a PDF of a discrete distribution. Then we can recalculate
probability

p(z|µ)dz = e−µµN
N∏

k=1

ϕ(tk − t0)G(ek)dtk (A14)

Considering ek, we should redefine

Uw :=

N∑
k=1

ekqkṼPE(tw − tk)

Σwv :=

N∑
k=1

ekΞPE(tw − tk, tv − tk) + σ2
ϵ δwv

Λ := σ2
q

[
−e−

e+

]
(A15)

For update jump, e− = e+ = ek; for others, e− = e+ = 1. With the same derivation

in Section A.1, we can calculate ∆ν, and finally
p(z′

i+1)

p(zi)
.
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[21] Lehmann, A., Böhm, M., Eyrich, W., Miehling, D., Pfaffinger, M., Stelter, S.,
Uhlig, F., Ali, A., Belias, A., Dzhygadlo, R., Gerhardt, A., Götzen, K., Kalicy,
G., Krebs, M., Lehmann, D., Nerling, F., Patsyuk, M., Peters, K., Schepers, G.,
Schmitt, L., Schwarz, C., Schwiening, J., Traxler, M., Düren, M., Etzelmüller,
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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 N2O and CH4 

reveal a wavenumber accuracy of 10-4 cm-1 on the covered range of > 50 cm-1. 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 4 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 

https://www.unamur.be/en/sci/physics/ur-en/lls/


 

 
 

 

 

 

parameters. In addition to a large number of commercial FTIR spectrometers, the spectral resolution has been pushed with 

specialized instruments with an optical path difference of up to 22 m [11] (see Ref. [12] and therein). More recently, laser-

based spectroscopies have made a big impact on high-resolution spectroscopy (Ref. [12] and references in it). While 

sources such as diode lasers or single mode quantum cascade lasers (QCL) limit the spectral range to a few wavenumbers 

at most, they provide great spectral resolution, high signal-to-noise ratio, and extremely short measurement times [13, 14]. 

These techniques have further been coupled with technologies such as cavity ring down [15, 16], allowing the measurement 

of gases in extremely low concentration, cold gases in molecular jets [17, 18], or specialized cells [19-23] that enable the 

study of line parameters over a large temperature range. 

The advent of frequency combs has revolutionized the field of high-resolution molecular spectroscopy [24]. In the near-

infrared spectral range, many different spectroscopic techniques have been developed which can roughly be divided in 

comb-assisted spectroscopy [25] and direct frequency comb spectroscopy [26-31]. Dual-frequency comb spectroscopy is 

a type of the latter, which got much attention because of its mechanical simplicity (no moving elements) and the resulting 

potential for fast measurements of full spectra [32-36]. The mid-infrared spectral range – of interest because it hosts the 

fundamental ro-vibrational transitions of many molecules – has proven technologically more challenging because direct 

frequency comb sources were not available for a long time. Comb-assisted techniques have pushed the spectral resolution 

of single-mode QCLs to their limit [37, 38], while direct frequency comb spectroscopy relied on non-linear conversion of 

near-infrared combs in optical parametric oscillators (OPOs) or by difference frequency generation (DFG) [39, 40]. 

Only more recently, chip-scale sources of mid-infrared frequency combs were demonstrated in micro-resonators [41], inter 

band cascade lasers (ICL) [42, 43] and quantum cascade lasers [44]. Chip-scale frequency comb sources bear some inherent 

advantages for molecular spectroscopy. Their small size in combination with their relatively low power consumption 

makes them particularly attractive for field-deployed sensors or mobile applications [43, 45, 46]. The large optical output 

power distributed on a rather low number of optical modes bears the potential for non-linear or saturated spectroscopy 

[47]. In dual-comb implementations, the large repetition frequency inherent to small-scale sources allows for rapid 

acquisition of the full spectrum covered by the combs [48-52]. Conversely, the large repetition frequency leads to a sparse 

sampling of the spectrum impeding the use for high-resolution spectroscopy. Interleaving – also known from other comb 

sources [53-55]  – has been demonstrated in micro-resonators [56-58] and ICLs [42]. MHz-level resolution and frequency 

accuracy in the mid-infrared has been demonstrated with QCL frequency combs. Gianella and co-workers demonstrated 

so called rapid-sweep interleaving by applying synchronized current ramps to tune both combs simultaneously [59]. 

In a joint effort between IRsweep and the University of Namur, we have developed for the first time what we call a step-

sweep approach to mid-infrared high-resolution dual-comb spectroscopy with QCLs, building on a method for spectral 

interleaving described by Villares, Hugi, Blaser and Faist [60]. The presented technique relies on step-by-step tuning of 

the lasers. In contrast to simultaneous tuning of the lasers, the demonstrated technique allows for direct measurement of 

the relative frequency axis from the heterodyne beat signal without relying on either high bandwidth locking loops or 

external frequency rulers, except for the clock of the acquisition card. Furthermore, step-sweep retains the microsecond 

time resolution of the dual-comb measurement making it applicable to studies of reacting gases or transient measurement 

of pulsed molecular beams [61]. For an absolute frequency calibration, two parameters (an overall offset and line spacing) 

need to be retrieved from the measurement of a known calibration substance. Despite the optical and electronic simplicity 

of the presented technique, we demonstrate, over the complete coverage of > 50 cm-1, a frequency accuracy of below 

12 MHz (0.0004 cm-1) in separately calibrated measurements and below 4 MHz (0.00012 cm-1) when the calibration is 

simultaneous with the sample measurement. Furthermore, the line broadening due to the instrument response is found to 

be negligible for Doppler broadened absorption lines and the line width is determined with an inaccuracy of < 1.5 MHz 

(0.00005 cm-1). With these characteristics, the here demonstrated step-sweep technique can be employed for challenging 

tasks in molecular spectroscopy such as measurement of line shape parameters, which is demonstrated by the study of the 

N2-collisional broadening coefficient of methane lines in the ν4 fundamental band. We show that the agreement with 

literature is very good.  

2. IRIS-F1, A MID-INFRARED DUAL-COMB SPECTROMETER 

2.1 Principle 

High-resolution spectra were recorded using a commercial quantum cascade laser dual-comb spectrometer (IRis-F1, 

IRsweep AG) that was customized with the step-sweep technology for wavelength tuning (compare section 2.2). Dual-

comb spectroscopy is a type of Fourier transform spectroscopy, where the mechanical interferometer is replaced by the 



 

 
 

 

 

 

beating of two multi-mode coherent light sources [26, 40], which we call the local oscillator and the sample comb. In brief: 

each frequency comb light source emits a spectrum consisting of multiple, spectrally narrow emission frequencies. In a 

given comb, all the emitted frequencies have a constant spacing. Each emission frequency of the local oscillator comb 

(green lines in top panel of figure 1) has a close-by emission frequency of the sample comb (blue lines in figure 1). Upon 

mixing on a detector, a beat signal at the difference frequency of the two lines is generated. Because of a slightly different 

spacing between the lines of the local oscillator and the sample comb, each pair of lines generates a beat signal at a distinct 

frequency. Note that, since only the sample comb passes through the sample, the attenuation observed on the radio 

frequency signal corresponds to half of the absorbance of the sample gas experienced by the sample comb (compare figure 

1b). 

 

Figure 1. Left: Illustration of the optical spectrum of the sample (blue) and reference comb (green) (top panel) and the 

multiheterodyne spectrum measured on a detector in DCS (bottom panel). Right: Functional schematic of the IRis-F1 dual-comb 

spectrometer in phase sensitive configuration 

A schematic of the spectrometer is shown in Figure 1. The spectrometer uses two closely matched QCL frequency comb 

sources emitting at a center frequency of 1308 cm-1 with a span of 50 cm-1 and a repetition rate of 9.891 GHz (0.3299 cm-

1) and 9.894 GHz, respectively. The spectrometer is operated in a phase sensitive configuration [59], i.e. only one of the 

beams (sample comb) passes through the sample and is overlapped with the beam from the second QCL frequency comb 

(local oscillator) before being detected on a thermoelectrically cooled HgCdTe detector of 1 GHz bandwidth. The detector 

signal displaying a multi-heterodyne beat note between the two frequency combs is digitized using a high speed digitizer 

(2 GS, 14 bit). The raw digitized signal is processed on dedicated hardware as described by Klocke et al. [48] to obtain the 

amplitude and phase of each line in the heterodyne beat note, corresponding to the intensity and phase of each line of the 

sample QCL frequency comb. Since the frequency combs are free running, i.e. they are not locked to one another, small 

frequency fluctuations result in amplitude and frequency noise on the recorded multiheterodyne beat note. This noise is 

strongly reduced using a reference beam-path and detector (compare Figure 1) and calculating the ratios of the complex 

sample and reference beat note amplitudes [48]. 

 
2.2 Step sweeping for high resolution 

Although the narrow line width of the individual lines of the QCL frequency comb is well suited for high-resolution 

spectroscopy, the point spacing between adjacent lines is generally too large. While the high repetition rate frep of QCL 

frequency combs (0.3299 cm-1 in this work) and large frep of the IRis-F1 dual-comb spectrometer render it ideally suited 

for µs-time-resolved spectroscopy in condensed phase [48], narrow features of molecular gases are sampled insufficiently 

by the lines of the comb. To close the gaps between adjacent comb lines, the QCL frequency combs’ emission frequencies 

can be tuned across a gap via temperature or current. Gianella et al. used a synchronized ramp of the sample and local 

oscillator comb’s wavelengths to keep the difference frequencies between them, and hence the multiheterodyne beat note, 

within the detection bandwidth of the photo detectors [59]. Since the wavelength of both lasers were changed 

simultaneously, the wavelength and repetition rate tuning of the frequency combs cannot be retrieved from the 



 

 
 

 

 

 

multiheterodyne beat note. Hence, the wavenumber axis must be retrieved from reference data, e.g. the interference fringes 

of an etalon, or by including frequency references, such as line-locked single-mode QCLs, in the experiment [62]. 

Here, we overcome this limitation by tuning only one QCL frequency comb at a time, using the second frequency comb 

as a fixed reference. The procedure is illustrated in figure 2. Initially, the optical spectrum of the local oscillator (LO) and 

signal (S) frequency comb are described by the amplitudes and phases of the comb lines of index j centered at frequencies 

𝑓𝑗,𝐿𝑂 = 𝑓𝐶𝐸𝑂,𝐿𝑂 + 𝑗 ∙ 𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑝,𝐿𝑂 

𝑓𝑗,𝑆 = 𝑓𝐶𝐸𝑂,𝑆 + 𝑗 ∙ 𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑝,𝑆 

Herein, fCEO is the center frequency of the comb and frep the line spacing (repetition frequency) of the comb. For the combs 

used here, the index j covers roughly the range -90 < j < 90. The frequencies fj,het of the lines of the multiheterodyne 

spectrum measured on the detectors are described in the same way by a center frequency fCEO and repetition frequency 

frep given by 

𝑓𝑗,ℎ𝑒𝑡 = Δ𝑓𝐶𝐸𝑂 + 𝑗 ∙ Δ𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑝 

Δ𝑓𝐶𝐸𝑂 = 𝑓𝐶𝐸𝑂,𝑆 − 𝑓𝐶𝐸𝑂,𝐿𝑂 

Δ𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑝 = 𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑝,𝑆 − 𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑝,𝐿𝑂 

The amplitude R and phase  of the lines in the multiheterodyne spectrum (used for calculating transmission and dispersion 

spectra) are measured relative to the multiheterodyne spectrum from a reference detector [48]. 

A step along the frequency axis is initiated by increasing the current of the signal comb by an increment, yielding a shift 

of fCEO,S and frep,S and a corresponding change of fCEO and frep (not shown in Figure 2) of the multiheterodyne spectrum. 

Since the local oscillator FC is unchanged, the shift of each line in the multiheterodyne spectrum corresponds directly to 

the shift of the optical frequency of the signal FC. 

𝑓𝐶𝐸𝑂,𝑆,𝑘(𝑘 = 1, 3, … ) = 𝑓𝐶𝐸𝑂,𝐿𝑂,𝑘 + Δ𝑓𝐶𝐸𝑂,𝑘 

𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑝,𝑆,𝑘(𝑘 = 1, 3, … ) = 𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑝,𝐿𝑂,𝑘 + Δ𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑝,𝑘 

𝑓𝐶𝐸𝑂,𝐿𝑂,𝑘(𝑘 = 1, 3, … ) = 𝑓𝐶𝐸𝑂,𝐿𝑂,𝑘−1 

𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑝,𝐿𝑂,𝑘(𝑘 = 1, 3, … ) = 𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑝,𝐿𝑂,𝑘−1 

where, k is the index of the current step. Odd and even values of k correspond to steps of the signal frequency comb and 

local oscillator frequency comb, respectively. After stabilization of the signal frequency comb and measurement of fCEO,k 

and frep,k, the local oscillator frequency comb is tuned in the same way. Thereby, fCEO,k and frep,k of the multiheterodyne 

spectrum are shifted back close to their initial values. Again, since only the local oscillator frequency comb changes, the 

measured values fCEO,k and frep,k in the beat note directly reflect the changes of the optical frequencies of local oscillator 

comb and the new fCEO,LO,k and frep,LO,k are given by 

𝑓𝐶𝐸𝑂,𝐿𝑂,𝑘(𝑘 = 2, 4, … ) = 𝑓𝐶𝐸𝑂,𝑆,𝑘 − Δ𝑓𝐶𝐸𝑂,𝑘 

𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑝,𝐿𝑂,𝑘(𝑘 = 2, 4, … ) = 𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑝,𝐿𝑂,𝑘 − Δ𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑝,𝑘 

𝑓𝐶𝐸𝑂,𝑆,𝑘(𝑘 = 2, 4, … ) = 𝑓𝐶𝐸𝑂,𝑆,𝑘−1 

𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑝,𝑆,𝑘(𝑘 = 2, 4, … ) = 𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑝,𝑆,𝑘−1 

By repeating the current steps on the signal and local oscillator frequency comb, the gap between adjacent lines can be 

closed without moving the multiheterodyne beat note to frequencies outside the detection bandwidth. Since Δ𝑓𝐶𝐸𝑂  and 

Δ𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑝 are measured in every step, only the initial values of fCEO,S,k=0 and frep,S,k=0 are necessary to precisely locate each 

measurement on the frequency axis. Here, fCEO,S,k=0 and frep,S,k=0 are determined in post-processing by fitting the recorded 

absorption line positions to reference data from published line lists. 

In conclusion, the relative wavenumber scale can be obtained directly from each measurement via the heterodyne beat 

frequencies. However, we found that the repeatability of the wavenumber axis between scans was better than its 

measurement due to the accumulation of measurement errors over many steps. Therefore, the relative wavenumber scale 



 

 
 

 

 

 

is obtained from a series of sweeps by co-averaging the step sizes and is then used for all subsequent measurements taken 

with the same laser conditions. After that, the absolute frequencies of one step of the sweep – given by the two parameters 

fCEO,S,k=0 and frep,S,k=0 – have to be determined from at least two known absorption features of a sample. While best accuracy 

is achieved by measuring the calibration substance simultaneously with the sample of interest, we will show in section 3.2, 

that the long term stability of the frequency combs also allows determining the initial offset and repetition frequency in a 

separate measurement before or after the actual sample measurement.  

To obtain transmission and dispersion spectra, a background spectrum is recorded by repeating the above procedure while 

the sample gas cell is evacuated (background spectrum) and filled with the sample (sample spectrum). 

 

Figure 2. Illustration of the step sweep technique (see text). Left: Laser current and comb center frequency of the signal (S) and local 

oscillator (LO) comb during step sweeping. Right: Schematic transmission and dispersion spectra. Different colors indicate different 

comb lines that are tuned in a step-wise fashion to bridge the gap to the next comb line.  

  

2.3 Experimental details 

The step width can be varied between 6 MHz (0.0002 cm-1) and approximately 200 MHz (0.0067 cm-1), corresponding to 

1700 to 50 steps to fill the gap between adjacent comb lines. The lower step width limit is given by the resolution of the 

digital to analog converter that is used to adjust the current setpoint on the laser driver. The upper limit is given by the 

bandwidth of the data acquisition card of 1 GHz, of which ~ 500 MHz is occupied by the width of the multiheterodyne 

beat-signal (~ 180 lines, frep = 3.7 MHz) and 0-50 MHz and 950 MHz – 1 GHz are typically avoided due to low frequency 

noise and the onset of the high-frequency roll-off, respectively. 

The duration of a wavelength sweep depends on the number of steps (~1.1 ∙ frep / step-width) and the target signal to noise 

ratio (SNR) on the vertical axis (transmission and dispersion). The SNR increases with the square root of the acquisition 

length in the range between 4 µs and ~ 125 ms. In this work, 4.2 ms were used (compare section 3.1). The stabilization 

time of 1 s after each current step is larger than the data processing time for the acquisition. The overall measurement time 

of 1200 s per step sweep measurement of 2x600 step is hence limited by the laser stabilization time. For acquisition lengths 

exceeding 4.2 ms, the data processing time becomes limiting. 

3. CHARACTERISATION OF IRIS-F1 AT HIGH RESOLUTION 

3.1 Spectral range, absorbance noise, and linear range 

The spectral coverage in a dual-comb experiment is given by the overlap region of the two used frequency combs. The 

lasers used in this study overlap in a spectral range from 1283 to 1333 cm-1. This range is well suited to study the Q-branch 

as well as the low rotational levels of the P- and R-branches of the v4 fundamental band of methane. In Figure 3 a), a 

measured transmission spectrum of pure methane at 0.185 mbar pressure is presented together with a calculated 

transmission spectrum based on line parameters from the HITRAN database [63]. Figure 3 b) shows the dispersion 

spectrum which is measured simultaneously in the dual-comb experiment.  



 

 
 

 

 

 

 

Figure 3: a) Transmission and b) corresponding dispersion spectrum of room temperature, Doppler broadened methane at 0.185 

mbar pressure. The red line represents a calculated transmission spectrum based on Hitran line parameters. 

Since the emission power varies from comb mode to comb mode (compare inset in Figure 4 b), the signal quality varies 

considerably within the covered spectral range. In Figure 4 a), we plot the absorbance 𝐴 =  − ln(𝑇) of a transmission T 

measurement of an empty gas cell (grey dots). The red dots show a co-average of five subsequent measurements. We 

observe two low noise regions interrupted by a higher noise region covering roughly 1300-1308 cm-1. The inset shows a 

zoom on the absorbance signal around 1292 cm-1. A more comprehensive view of the same data is given in Figure 4 b), 

where for each comb mode the standard deviation of the 600 measurement steps is plotted vs. their center wavenumber. 

Again, the grey solid dots are values obtained with a single scan, while the red ones are computed after co-averaging five 

measurements. For a single scan, the standard deviation lies below 0.01 absorbance units on a range of 36 cm-1, while in 

the complete range used for analysis in this paper from 1283 to 1333 cm-1 the standard deviation lies below 0.05 absorbance 

units. The signal quality can be improved by co-averaging approximately by the expected factor of √5 as shown by the 

red dots. Also, the high noise region in the center could be further suppressed by using spectral filters to shape the laser 

emission spectrum [64].   

   

    

   

    

   

 
 
 
 
 
  
 
  
 
  
  
 
 

                        

                 

   

   

   

   

   

   

  
 
 
 
 
  
 
  
 

                        

  

  
                 



 

 
 

 

 

 

 

Figure 4: a) Absorbance measurement of an empty cell. Inset: zoom on the range 1291-1293 cm-1. Grey dots result from a single 

scan, red dots are 5 scans co-averaged. b) Each grey (red) data point represents the standard deviation of the absorbance signal of a 

single comb mode calculated over all 600 steps for a single scan (5 scans co-averaged). Inset: Heterodyne emission spectrum of the 

dual-comb laser module. 

 

To investigate the linear range of the dual-comb measurement and the performance at very high optical density (strong 

absorbance), the spectrum of CH4 at a pressure of 5.06 mbar and at room temperature was recorded. In figure 5a), a section 

of the obtained absorption spectrum is plotted together with a reference spectrum calculated using line parameters from 

the HITRAN 2020 database [63]. 

The peak absorbance of lines from 1283 to 1333 cm-1 were extracted by means of peak finding without fitting of the 

absorption band. The found values were compared against the peak absorbance predicted by the HITRAN 2020 simulation. 

The result is shown in figure 5b) for absorption lines exceeding a peak absorbance of 0.006. Agreement with the HITRAN 

reference spectrum is observed for absorption lines of peak absorbance in the entire range from the measurement noise 

floor (compare figure 4 b) to 10 abs.u., limited by dark noise of the detection system. The ability to accurately measure 

very strong absorbance can be attributed to the phase coherent dual-comb measurement, which reduces the effect of 

incoherent dark noise of the detection system. 

The linearity and large dynamic range of the transmission axis indicate that the spectrometer is well suited for 

measurements of line intensities. However, such measurements are beyond the scope of this article since a shorter gas cell 

of precisely defined length as well as a higher sample pressure would be needed. 



 

 
 

 

 

 

 
Figure 5. Linear range of absorption measurements. a) Measured (grey dots) and Hitran simulated spectrum (red line) of CH4 at 

5.06 mbar, featuring strong absorption lines. b) From the same measurement, measured peak absorbance of lines from 1283 to 

1333 cm-1 plotted against their predicted value. Data points are categorized into spectral regions with high and low measurement 

noise. 

 

3.2 Wavenumber calibration of spectra 

As described in section 2.2, the wavenumber axis calibration of the spectrometer consists of two steps: (i) creating a relative 

wavenumber axis from the measurement of the heterodyne beat frequencies of “empty” sweeps and (ii) determining the 

starting frequencies fCEO,S,k=0 and frep,S,k=0 from the measurement of a well-known calibration spectrum. To assess the 

accuracy and repeatability of the relative wavenumber axis and the starting frequencies, we analyze measurements of the 

v1 band of N2O and the v4 band of methane and compare them to tabulated values.  

For the two considered molecules, the absorbance of each line in the spectrum has been fitted using a Gaussian profile (the 

partial pressure of active gas was respectively 0.045 mbar and 0.182 mbar for N2O and CH4, allowing us to neglect the 

contribution of collisions). In figure 6, we show a fit of a Gaussian profile to an absorption line of methane at 1288.457 cm-

1 in red. The standard deviation of the fit residual of 0.0019 absorbance units corresponds well to the standard deviation 

determined in the empty cell measurements shown in figure 4 b). We generally find that the residuals of Gaussian fits to 

low pressure methane transitions correspond to values expected from the measurement noise.  

A fit of the corresponding dispersion signal with a Dawson function is shown in black in figure 6. Both, dispersion and 

absorbance signal, can well be used to determine the line position. We generally observe lower fit uncertainties in the 

dispersion signal in the high noise part of the spectrum. At the same time, the dispersion signal is more strongly influenced 

by other transitions close to the fitted transition. Therefore, it should only be used on well isolated transitions or multiple 

transitions have to be fitted simultaneously. To avoid these complications, for the rest of this study we only analyze results 

obtained by fitting the absorption signal. 



 

 
 

 

 

 

 

Figure 6. Top panel: absorbance (red dots) and dispersion (black circles) corresponding to the transmission and dispersion data 

shown in Figure 3, zoomed in around 1288.457 cm-1. The red and black dashed lines indicate a fitted Gaussian and Dawson profile, 

respectively. Bottom panel: residuals of the fitted line shapes. 

The quality of the relative frequency axis is assessed by comparing the observed line frequencies of the N2O transitions to 

the HITRAN line positions [63]. Two recent experiments have confirmed the line positions given in Hitran to within < 2 

MHz deviation [65, 66]. Comparing our data to these line lists leads to the same conclusion, therefore we restrict our 

comparison to the values given in Hitran. For this comparison, fCEO,S,k=0 and frep,S,k=0 are calibrated directly on the data 

under consideration by minimizing the deviation between our observed line positions and the tabulated values. The 

deviation between our measurement and HITRAN is plotted in figure 7 a) as grey dots. The red line indicates a linear fit 

to the data. A non-vanishing slope of the linear fit indicates an error in frep,S,k=0. Thus, frep,S,k=0 is chosen such as to minimize 

the slope of the linear fit. The offset of the linear fit is minimized by the value of fCEO,S,k=0. Following this procedure, we 

find that all line positions agree with the HITRAN line positions to within 0.00012 cm-1 (+/- 4 MHz, red shaded area in 

figure 7 a), with a standard deviation of 0.00006 cm-1 (+/- 2 MHz). The one outlier at 1308.395 cm-1 is most likely caused 

by a weak nearby transition that distorts the fit. From this, we conclude that the relative wavenumber axis generated in the 

QCL dual-comb measurement is accurate to within 0.00012 cm-1 (+/- 4 MHz). 

 

Figure 7. a) Deviation between fitted line positions and tabulated values in Hitran (grey dots) for a measurement of N2O at 0.045 

mbar. Error bars indicate the fit uncertainty. b) Evolution of the laser center frequency fCEO,S,k=0 (grey dots, left axis) and repetition 

frequency frep,S,k=0 (red crosses, right axis) over 20 hours. The grey shaded area indicates a range of fCEO of 6 MHz and the red shaded 

area indicates a range of frep of 12 kHz. 

Applying the same procedure to measurements of the v4 band of methane, we have measured the position of 66 methane 

transitions (between 1283 and 1333 cm-1) and compared them to HITRAN2020. IRis-F1 reproduces accurately the 

HITRAN data with a maximum deviation of < 0.0004 cm-1 (12 MHz), which is within the stated uncertainties provided by 

HITRAN. A relative wavenumber accuracy very similar to that shown for N2O is found when comparing our data to data 

 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 
 
  
  
 
 
  
 

       
           

     

    

    

   

   

   

             
              

                 

 
 
 
 
 
  
 
  
  
  
  
 



 

 
 

 

 

 

from Germann et al. [67] measured using a Fourier transform spectrometer based on a GPS stabilized frequency comb 

[65]. This comparison is to be confirmed once the used line list has been published and peer reviewed. It has to be pointed 

out that, while many of the methane transitions are located in the region having a larger level of noise, the agreement with 

tabulated positions remains very good. 

The repeatability of the absolute frequency calibration of subsequent measurements is assessed by determining fCEO,S,k=0 

and frep,S,k=0 in a series of measurements spread over a time range of more than 20 hours. This should simulate an experiment 

starting with a calibration measurement and subsequent measurements of samples of interest are taken later the same day 

or on the following day. In figure 7b), we show the time evolution of fCEO,S,k=0 and frep,S,k=0 over 20 hours. The peak-to-

peak deviation of fCEO,S,k=0 amounts to 6 MHz. For frep,S,k=0, we observe peak-to-peak fluctuations of 12 kHz. Multiplied by 

the maximum of 180 comb modes, this amounts to a maximum frequency error of ~2 MHz. Summing the two contributions 

of the absolute frequency drift with the 4 MHz maximum error of the relative frequency axis, we estimate an overall 

maximum frequency error of < 12 MHz (< 0.0004 cm-1) of the dual-comb spectrometer.  

3.3 Instrumental distortion 

A key advantage of laser-based spectrometers is their high spectral resolution. The jitter of the laser emission frequency 

on a time scale of a single measurement will lead to a broadening of observed spectral features and thereby limit the 

resolving power of the spectrometer.  

For this characterization, we recorded spectra of pure methane at low pressure (< 1 mbar). In these conditions, the 

contribution of the collisions to observed profile is negligible and the experimental profile is a convolution between a 

Gaussian which represents the Doppler broadening and the apparatus function. Indeed, the collisional broadening is very 

weak and is negligible under these experimental conditions. The well-known Doppler half-width can be calculated as  

𝛾𝐷 =  √
2 ln(2)𝑘0𝑇

𝑚𝑐2 𝜈0, 

with k0 the Boltzmann constant, T = 296 K the laboratory temperature, m the active molecule mass, c the speed of light 

and 0 the center wavenumber of the transition. 

We have tried to determine the width of the apparatus function and its line shape. We have tested a Gauss, Lorentz or 

Voigt profile, leading to Gauss or Voigt observed line shape (convolution between the Doppler line shape and the apparatus 

function). For each considered line, the low-pressure line shape was fitted with the three tested profiles. An example of the 

fit and residuals is given in Fig.8 for the P(3) F1(2)←F2(1) methane transition. The residuals do not show particular features, 

are very similar to each other and have the magnitude of the experimental noise. In Tab.1, the average values, over all 

studied lines, of the standard deviation of the residuals  are presented. The three tested apparatus functions have very close 

and small values. The obtained half-widths of the apparatus functions are insignificant regarding the resolution of the 

spectrometer. 

 



 

 
 

 

 

 

 

Figure 8: Example of low-pressure observed (⚫) profile and the Gaussian fitted profiles for the P(3) F1(2) ← F2(1) line in the ν4 band 

of CH4. The residuals (Obs-fit) for considered Gauss, Lorentz and Voigt apparatus functions are shown at the bottom. 

 

 

 



 

 
 

 

 

 

 
Gaussian apparatus 

function 

Lorentzian apparatus 

function 

Voigt apparatus 

function 

Mean standard 

deviation of the 

residuals (cm−1) 

0.00017 0.00017 0.00016 

Table 1: Average values, over all studied lines, of the standard deviations of the residuals (Exp-fit) for the Gaussian, Lorentzian and 

Voigt apparatus functions. 

 

Figure 9: Upper panel: Half width at half maximum (HWHM) of Gaussian line fits (grey dots) and calculated Doppler width (red 

crosses) for a measurement of CH4 at 0.182 mbar. Lower panel: deviation between calculated and observed HWHM. 

Since none of the tested apparatus function gave significant improvement of the residuals, we compare the half-width at 

half-maximum of the fitted Gaussian profiles to the theoretical Doppler half- width at room temperature for methane lines 

within the IRis-F1 spectral range. Since the determination of the line width requires a higher SNR than determining the 

line center, we limit the analysis to the 31 transitions with SNR > 50. Figure 9 shows the difference between the fitted 

Gaussian (grey dots) and the theoretical Doppler half-widths (red crosses) as a function of their line positions. No 

systematic deviation of the observed absorption features was found. Rather, the observed line widths scatter around the 

theoretical Doppler values with a RMS deviation of 500 kHz (peak deviation < 1.5 MHz / 0.00005 cm-1). We attribute the 

observed deviations to the remaining inaccuracy of the relative wavenumber axis and the limited SNR of the measurement. 

This result demonstrates that the line distortion due to the instrument response is negligible under the current experimental 

conditions (Doppler broadening and SNR) and that QCL frequency combs are well suited for applications that require high 

spectral resolution such as line-shape parameter measurements. 

   

3.4 Example of results in high resolution molecular spectroscopy 

We have recorded spectra of methane-nitrogen mixtures at 293K (1 K) with an optical path length of 15.0 cm. The lines 

under study were located in the P-, Q and R-branches of the 4 band of methane. The partial pressure of CH4 was kept 

constant and very low (0.606 mbar), in view to minimize the self-broadening contribution, while the nitrogen pressure was 

comprised between 26.2 and 105.5 mbar (Fig. 10).  



 

 
 

 

 

 

 

Figure 10: Example of high-resolution IRis-F1 spectra of methane diluted in nitrogen for the ν4 band line R(1) F2(1) ← F1(1). The 

wavenumber axis calibration was performed using the described procedure. The blue, green, orange and red spectra were recorded 

with 0.606 mbar of methane diluted in 26.2, 50.5, 77.9 and 105.5 mbar of nitrogen, respectively. 

To determine the N2-collisional width of lines, a procedure of fit was used. In order to compare with published data, we 

have considered the well-known Voigt profile [68] that is given by: 

𝑘𝑉(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝐴) = 𝐴
𝑦

𝜋
 ∫

𝑒𝑥𝑝(−𝑡2)

𝑦2 + (𝑥 − 𝑡)2
𝑑𝑡

+∞

−∞

 

with 𝐴 =  
𝑆√𝑙𝑛2

𝛾𝐷√𝜋
, 𝑦 =  √𝑙𝑛2

𝛾𝐶

𝛾𝐷
, 𝑥 = √𝑙𝑛2

𝜈−𝜈0−𝛿𝐶

𝛾𝐷
, where ν0 is the line center position (in cm-1), S the line intensity (in cm-

2), γC the collisional half-width (in cm-1), δc the pressure-shift (in cm-1) and γD the calculated Doppler half-width (in cm-1). 

The Voigt profile was adjusted on the experimental profile for each considered pressure of N2 using the Levenberg-

Marquardt algorithm [69]. Figure 11 gives an example of Voigt profile adjusted on the experimental line shape of the ν4 

band R(1) F2(1) ← F1(1) transition. The pressure of methane was 0.606 mbar for a total pressure of 26.2 mbar. 

Measurements were performed at 293 K with an optical path length of 15.0 cm. Agreement between observed and adjusted 

profiles is shown by the residuals, which have the typical “W” shape signature for the Voigt profile. This expected residual 

signature shows that the spectrometer can also be used to study beyond-Voigt line shape parameters. 

 



 

 
 

 

 

 

 

Figure 11 Example of observed (⚫) and Voigt fitted profiles for the R(1) F2(1) ← F1(1) line in the ν4 band of CH4 for 0.606 mbar 

diluted in 26.2 mbar of N2 at 293K. The residuals (O-C) are shown at the bottom. 

The Voigt fits allow the measurement of N2-collisional half-width of lines (C in cm-1) at a given pressure of nitrogen. From 

these results, we can deduce the N2-collisional broadening coefficient of lines (0 in cm-1.atm-1) taking into account the 

weak self-broadening: 

𝛾𝐶 =  𝛾0 × 𝑝𝑁2
+ 𝛾0

𝑆𝑒𝑙𝑓
× 𝑝𝐶𝐻4

 

where 𝑝𝑁2
 and 𝑝𝐶𝐻4

are the N2- and CH4-pressures, while the self-broadening coefficients of lines (0
Self

 in cm-1.atm-1) are 

taken from Ref [63]. For that, N2-broadening coefficient is given by the slope of the best-fit straight line passing through 

the fitted half-widths at different pressures. An example is shown in Fig. 12.  



 

 
 

 

 

 

 

Figure 12 Plot of the nitrogen collisional half-widths γc-γ0self*pCH4 versus the N2-pressure for the R(1) F2(1) ← F1(1) line of the ν4 

band of methane. The half-widths are derived from the fits of the Voigt ( ) profile. The slope of the best-fit line, passing through zero, 

represents the N2-broadening coefficient γ0. The γ0self of CH4 data are taken from [63]. 

 

40 transitions were analyzed using the described procedure. The uncertainties are determined as twice the standard 

deviation of the linear regression plus 2% of the coefficient itself in order to take into account the experimental errors such 

as the pressure, the optical path length measurements, or the considered line shape. The results are presented in Fig. 13 

where we compare with previous studies in the ν4 band of methane. The work of Devi et al. [70] were performed using a 

tunable diode-laser and a Fourier transform spectrometers with Voigt fits; Varanasi et al. [71] used a tunable diode-laser 

spectrometer and consider a Voigt profile; Smith et al. [72] used a Voigt profile on FTIR line-shape measurements. Finally, 

Lepère et al. [73] and Martin et al. [74] used a tunable diode-laser spectrometer to perform N2-broadening measurements 

considering the Voigt profile as well as line-shape models, which take into account fine physical effects. Figure 13 

separates the A, E and F-species lines. In general, the lines under study are in good agreement with the literature, 

considering our experimental uncertainties (which are very conservative). 



 

 
 

 

 

 

 

Figure 13 Comparison between our results (⚫) and previous measurements for the same transitions in the 4 band: () Devi et al. 

[70] (TDLS and FTIR), () Varanasi et al. [71] (TDLS), () Smith et al. [72] (FTIR), () Lepère et al. [73] (TDLS), and () Martin 

et al. [74] (TDLS). The results are separated for each symmetry species (A, E and F). 

4. CONCLUSION AND PERSPECTIVES 

The IRis-F1 is a tabletop dual-comb spectrometer building on quantum cascade laser frequency combs and emitting in the 

mid-infrared. We hereby report on the development of the step-sweep mode, which allows for high-resolution 

measurements with a very accurate knowledge of the wavenumber axis. Despite the optical and electronic simplicity of 

the presented technique, we demonstrate that we are able to record complete spectra covering over 50 cm-1 in 30 minutes 

with a frequency accuracy of below 12 MHz (0.0004 cm-1) in separately calibrated measurements and below 4 MHz 

(0.00012 cm-1) when the calibration is simultaneous with the sample measurement. Furthermore, measurements of Doppler 

broadened spectra have shown that the line distortion due to the instrument response is negligible. With these 

characteristics and the transmission noise floor of down to 10-3, the step-sweep technique can be employed for challenging 

studies in molecular spectroscopy. This is illustrated by N2-collisional broadening measurements in the 4 band of methane 

lines. We envisage to use the spectrometer for a range of other studies such as the precise measurement of individual line 

intensities or line-mixing effect, including other spectral ranges between 900 cm-1 to 2300 cm-1 accessible with QCL 

frequency combs. 
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† In memory of our colleague, Dr. Davide Salvatore Porzio, who is no longer with us.

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 × 5
array of 1 × 1 × 3 m3 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 × 0.7 m × 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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system control interfaces, data acquisition, triggering, and timing. Module-0 is the first of
four functionally-identical modules that together will comprise an upcoming 2× 2 ND-LAr
prototype, known as ProtoDUNE-ND. Following construction and initial tests with cosmic
ray event samples, this larger detector will be deployed underground in the NuMI neutrino
beam at Fermilab [14] to demonstrate the physics performance of the technology in a
similar neutrino beam environment to the DUNE ND. The work presented here describes
the analysis of a data set of cosmic ray events obtained with the Module-0 detector, installed
in a liquid argon cryostat at the Laboratory for High-Energy Physics of the University of
Bern. Over a period of eight days, the detector collected a sample of approximately
25 million self-triggered cosmic ray–induced events along with sets of diagnostic and
calibration data. The data collection period included an array of characterization tests and
data collection with changes to detector trigger conditions, thresholds, and with the TPC
drift field as high as 1 kV/cm. For a brief second running period, the cryostat was emptied
and refilled following a series of gas purges rather than complete evacuation, to assess the
purity impact; this is discussed further in Section 5.1. A gallery of events of different types
is shown in Fig. 1. These images illustrate the rich 3D raw data from the pixelated charge
readout system, the imaging capabilities for complex event topologies, and the low noise
levels.

A schematic showing an exploded view of Module-0 with annotations of the key
components is provided in Fig. 2, and a photograph of the interior of the Module-0 detector
as seen from the bottom prior to final assembly in Fig. 3. The module is divided into two
identical TPC drift regions sharing a central high-voltage cathode that provides the drift
electric field. Opposite the cathode at a distance of 30 cm are the anode planes, pixelated
with charge-sensitive gold-plated pads where drifting ionization electrons are collected.
The sides of the module are covered with photon detectors — alternating ArCLight and
LCM tiles. The TPC drift region is surrounded by a resistive field shell made of carbon-
loaded Kapton films. This low-profile field cage provides field shaping to ensure a uniform
electric field throughout the TPC volumes.

2.2. The Charge Readout System

The charge readout is accomplished using a two-dimensional array of charge-sensitive
pads on the two anode planes parallel to the cathode. While pixel-based charge readout
has already been implemented in gaseous TPCs, LArTPCs have additional challenges due
to restrictions on power dissipation. A proof of principle for pixelated charge readout in a
single-phase LArTPC is described in Ref. [15], where a test device was exposed to cosmic
ray muons. Readout electronics were also developed [9,16] and successfully applied in a
pixel-readout LArTPC. Each of the anode planes on opposite sides of the central cathode
is comprised of a 2 × 4 array of anode tiles. Each tile is a large-area printed circuit board
(PCB) containing a 70 × 70 grid of 4,900 charge-sensitive pixel pads with a 4.43 mm pitch.
On the back of each PCB is a 10 × 10 grid of custom low-power, low-noise cryogenic-
compatible LArPix-v2 application-specific integrated circuits (ASICs) [10], as shown in
Fig. 4. Each ASIC is a mixed-signal chip consisting of 64 analog front-end amplifiers, 64
analog-to-digital converters, and a shared digital core that manages configuration and data
I/O. Each pixel channel functions as an independent self-triggering detector with nearly
100% uptime, and is only unresponsive to charge for 100 ns while the frontend resets. The
LArPix ASIC leverages the sparsity of LArTPC signals. The chip is in a quiescent mode
when not self-triggering on ionization activity higher than O(100) keV. Thus, it avoids
digitization and readout of mostly-quiescent data. At liquid argon temperatures, the rate
of accumulation of spurious charge (leakage current) is about 500 electrons/second. Each
channel periodically resets to discard spurious charge that has collected at the input. In
total, Module-0 comprises 78,400 instrumented LArTPC pixels.

Power and data I/O is provided to each tile by a single 34-pin twisted-pair ribbon cable.
These cables are connected at the cryostat flange to a custom feedthrough PCB mounted on
the cryostat lid. Data acquisition is controlled by the Pixel Array Controller and Network
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Figure 1. Gallery of four representative cosmic ray-induced events collected with Module-0, as
recorded in the raw event data, with collected charge converted to units of thousands of electrons.
In all cases, the central plane in grey denotes the cathode, and the color scale denotes the collected
charge. (a) shows a stopping muon and the subsequent Michel electron decay, (b) denotes an
electromagnetic (EM) shower, (c) is a multi-prong shower, and (d) is “neutrino-like” in that the vertex
of this interaction appears to be inside the active volume.



Version March 6, 2024 submitted to Instruments 12 of 47

Pixelated 
Anode Tile 
(70⨉70 pixels)

ArCLight Tile

LCM Tiles

Resistive Field Sheet

Cathode

0.7 m

0.7 m

1.40 m

0.63 m

Figure 2. Schematic of the 0.7 m × 0.7 m × 1.4 m Module-0 detector with annotations of the key
components.

(PACMAN) card (Fig. 5), which provides filtered power and noise-isolated data I/O to
eight tiles. Two PACMAN controllers are mounted in metal enclosures attached to the
outer surface of each feedthrough. During Module-0 operation, the PACMAN controller
received a pulse-per-second timing signal for data synchronization between charge readout
and light readout systems, and external trigger signals from the light readout system were
embedded as markers into the charge readout data stream. Data are carried over a standard
copper ethernet cable connected at each PACMAN to a network switch. Subsequently, data
are transferred to and from the DAQ system via an optical fiber connection.

For the LArTPC ionization charge measurement, LArPix ASICs mainly operate in
self-trigger mode, where a trigger is initiated on a per-channel basis when a channel-level
charge threshold is exceeded. In this mode of operation LArPix incurs negligible dead time
and produces only modest data volumes, due to the sparsity of ionization signals in 3D,
even for high-energy events. Serial data packets stream out of the system continuously via
the PACMAN boards and are processed offline for analysis. A programmable channel-level
threshold is set using internal digital to analog converters (DACs), which are tuned so
that the spurious (i.e. noise-related) trigger rate is less than 2 Hz for each channel. For
Module-0, channel thresholds were operated in two regimes: low and high threshold (see
Fig. 6). Low threshold (∼ 5.8 ke−/pixel or ∼ 1

4 MIP/pixel) operation optimized charge
signal sensitivity at the expense of incurring additional triggers due to e.g. digital pickup,
whereas high threshold (∼ 10.7 ke−/pixel or ∼ 1

2 MIP/pixel) operation benefited from
improved trigger stability at the expense of charge sensitivity. Updated revisions of the
LArPix ASIC include additional pickup mitigation that will allow channel thresholds to
be lowered further. Also, a slight rising trend in event rate can be seen over some of the
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Figure 3. Photograph of the Module-0 detector interior as seen from the bottom, with annotations of
the key components.

Figure 4. Front (left) and back (right) of a TPC anode tile. The front contains 4,900 charge-sensitive
pixels with 4.43 mm pitch that face the cathode, and the back contains a 10 × 10 array of LArPix
ASICs. The dimensions are 31 cm × 32 cm, with the extra centimeter providing space for the light
system attachment points.

different periods, most likely due to the emergence during data taking of pixels with a
high data rate. It is believed that this small effect, which has no impact on the physics
performance, can be mitigated by improving the procedure used to set the thresholds.

ASICs within an anode tile are routed out to the DAQ through a configurable “hydra”
network, wherein each ASIC has the ability to pass data packets to and from any adjacent
neighbor. The scheme allows for system robustness in the event that an ASIC along the
signal path becomes nonfunctional, though none of the 1600 ASICs failed during Module-0
operation. A few-millisecond delay is incurred for data packets produced deeper in the
network to reach the PACMAN controller relative to data packets produced closer to it. This
is accounted for during hit digitization: each data packet carries a timestamp at creation
when the hit signal is digitized, and when packets reach the PACMAN controller, a receipt
timestamp is also assigned. Time ordering and filtering on packet trigger type is performed
offline. In order to monitor the integrity of the data in near–real time, a dedicated nearline
monitoring system was developed and operated during the Module-0 run. An automated
analysis was performed on each run’s raw data once the run ended and provided metrics
including system trigger rates, trigger timing and offsets, channel occupancy and trigger
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Figure 5. The Pixel Array Controller and Network card (PACMAN), which controls the data acquisi-
tion and power for the charge readout system.

2021-04-02

2021-04-03

2021-04-04

2021-04-05

2021-04-06

2021-04-07

2021-04-08

2021-04-09

2021-04-10

0

20

40

60

80

Ev
en

t R
at

e 
[H

z]

Commissioning
High Threshold
Low Threshold
Pedestal
Diagnostics
Drift HV Ramp
Event Rate
Cumulative

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

Cu
m

ul
at

iv
e 

Ev
en

t C
ou

nt

1e7DUNE:ND-LAr 2x2

Figure 6. Run event rate and cumulative events as a function of time with respect to charge readout
operating condition.

rates, and data corruption checks. Cosmic rays produced a self-trigger rate of ∼ 0.25 Hz
per pixel. This resulted in a total pixel hit rate of ∼ 20 kHz for the entire Module-0 detector,
yielding a modest data rate of 2.5 Mb/s.

2.3. The Light Readout System

The Light Readout System (LRS) provides fast timing information using the prompt
∼ 128 nm scintillation light induced by charged particles in LAr. The detection of scin-
tillation photons provides absolute reference for event timing (t0) and, when operated
in an intense neutrino beam, will allow for unambiguous association of charge signals
from the specific neutrino interactions of interest (i.e. pile-up mitigation). The LRS uses a
novel dielectric light detection technique capable of being placed inside the field-shaping
structure to increase light yield and localization of light signals. The LRS consists of two
functionally-similar silicon photomultiplier (SiPM)-based detectors for efficient collection
of single UV photons with large surface coverage: the Light Collection Module (LCM)
and the ArCLight module. The full LRS system includes these modules together with
the ancillary readout, front-end electronics, DAQ (ADCs, synchronization, and trigger),
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feedthrough flanges, SiPM power supply subsystem, and slow controls, as well as cabling
and interconnection between different elements. LCM and ArCLight modules share the
same basic operation principle. The vacuum ultraviolet (VUV) scintillation light produced
by LAr is shifted from 128 nm to visible light by a wavelength shifter (WLS). Tetraphenyl
butadiene (TPB) coated on the surface of the light collection systems provides an efficient
WLS, and the emission spectrum of TPB is quite broad with a peak intensity of around
425 nm (violet light). Part of the light emitted at the surface of the light detection system
eventually enters the bulk structure of the detector and is shifted to green light by a dopant
(coumarin) in a bulk material, which also acts as a light trap (see Fig. 7).
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Figure 7. Detection principle of the two types of modules comprising the LRS: a segment of an
ArCLight tile (top) and a single LCM optical fiber (bottom). The wave-like lines indicate example
photon trajectories, where the white points indicate interactions. Drawings are not to scale.

The ArCLight module has been developed by Bern University [11] and uses the
ARAPUCA [17] principle of light trapping. The general concept, illustrated in Fig. 7 (top),
is that violet light enters a bulk WLS volume and is re-emitted as green light, and the
volume has a coating reflective to green light on all sides except on the SiPM photosensor
window. A dichroic filter transparent to the violet light and reflective for the green is
used on the WLS (tetraphenyl butadiene, TPB) side. The overall module dimensions are
300 mm × 300 mm × 10 mm. A photograph of an ArCLight module is shown in Fig. 8
(left).

The LCM prototype is a frame cantilevered by a PVC plate that holds 25 WLS fibers
bent into a bundle whose both ends are readout by a SiPM light sensor. Fibers are grouped
and held by spacer bars with holes fixed on the PVC plate by means of polycarbonate
screws to provide matching of thermal contraction. The PVC plate with the WLS fibers is
coated with TPB, which re-emits the absorbed VUV light to the violet (∼ 425 nm). This light
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is then shifted inside multi-cladding ∅=1.2 mm Kuraray Y-11 fibers to green (∼ 510 nm),
and hence is trapped by total internal reflection guiding it to the SiPM readout at the
fiber end, as depicted in Fig. 7 (bottom). For each group of LCMs, the center module
uses bis-MSB as a WLS rather than TPB to evaluate this alternative option; the photon
detection efficiency performance is discussed in Section 4 and the relative performance can
be observed in Fig. 26. The LCM dimensions are 100 mm × 300 mm × 10 mm. Fig. 8 (right)
shows three LCMs.

Figure 8. An ArCLight tile (left) and three LCM tiles (right), as assembled within the Module-0
structure.

In order to digitize analog signals from SiPMs, a 100 MHz, 10-bit, 64-channel (dif-
ferential signals, full range ±1.6 V) ADC prototype module in VME standard produced
at the Joint Institute for Nuclear Research (JINR) was used (see Fig. 9 left). This ADC
module streams UDP/TCP data packets via M-link MStream protocol using a 10 Gbps
optical link. The ADC boards have the capability to be synchronized via a White Rabbit
system [18]. This was not available for Module-0 run, for which timing synchronization
between the charge light systems was provided by a dedicated system shown in Fig. 9
(right). To merge data between light and charge systems, a trigger signal generated by
the LRS is written out to the charge readout data stream. This trigger signal is also fed to
the analog input of both ADCs to allow for precise time matching between ADC boards
for further LRS data analysis. Additionally, a pulse-per-second from a stable GPS source
was used for both detection systems to provide accurate synchronization. For the LRS, the
pulse-per-second signal was fed to the analog input of each ADC. During the Module-0
run, the LRS operated in a self-triggered mode with adjustable threshold settings. The
thresholds for the LCMs are approximately 30 photoelectrons, as discussed in Section 4.

Figure 9. LRS data acquisition components: JINR ADC board (left), synchronization and trigger
scheme (right).
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3. Charge Readout Performance
3.1. System Overview

Module-0 operation represents the first demonstration of the LArPix-v2 pixelated
charge readout system in a tonne-scale LArTPC. Continuous acquisition and imaging of
self-triggered cosmic ray data were successfully exercised, demonstrating the excellent
performance of this technology. This section presents an array of studies of the charge
readout system performance, including: pixel channel signal baselines and time stability,
charge response as a function of track position and angle relative to the pixel plane, re-
sponse uniformity across the instrumented area, ADC saturation, and overall calorimetric
measurement performance.

In parallel to this successful series of technological achievements, this first large-scale
integrated test highlighted areas for continued improvement in future iterations of the
module design. This includes improved anode tile grounding and optimization of the
pixel pad geometry. In the former case, enhancements to the grounding scheme will
enable improved system-wide per-channel charge threshold sensitivity and system trigger
stability, specifically allowing readout of the pixels on the edge of neighboring tiles, and
mitigating the effects of triggering induced by system synchronization signals observed in
the Module-0 data. In the latter case, modifications to the pixel pad geometry will further
minimize far-field current induction in the pixels, reducing the sensitivity of the readout
system to drifting charge that is far from the anode plane. Additional improvements to
the ASIC-related noise budget are planned for the next-generation LArPix design. Of the
total 78,400 instrumented pixel channels in Module-0, 92.2% were enabled for LArTPC
operation. The channels were disabled mainly due to limitations noted above — grounding
near tile edges (4.2%), elevated noise levels due to signal pickup (3.1%), high noise or
leakage current (0.5%) — and their locations are illustrated in Fig. 10. As noted above, no
ASICs failed during Module-0 operations.

3.2. Noise and Stability

Periodic diagnostics (pedestal) runs were taken to monitor the stability of the charge
readout system. These diagnostic runs entailed issuing a periodic trigger on a per-channel
basis in a round-robin fashion among channels on a single ASIC. In this way, sub-threshold
charge was digitized to monitor channel pedestal and the AC noise stability in time, with
the ADC value returned by each digitization reflecting the sum of the quiescent pedestal
voltage of the front-end amplifier and the integrated charge. The distributions of ADC
values collected during pedestal runs were in agreement with the design expectations, with
a median value of ∼ 78 counts per channel, and pedestal voltage varied by approximately
30 mV between channels. To determine the integrated charge, a correction for this pedestal
value must be applied. We computed the channel-by-channel pedestal ADC value by using
the truncated mean around the peak of the ADC value distribution of each channel. The
signal amplitude in mV was inferred based on the internal reference DAC values and the
ASIC analog voltage, and a global gain value of 245 e−/mV was then used to convert the
signal amplitude to charge.

Additionally, the stability of the charge readout over time was verified using cosmic
ray data samples, by measuring the most probable value (MPV) and the full width at half
maximum (FWHM) of the dQ/dx distribution of minimum ionising particle (MIP) tracks
for each data run, as shown in Fig. 11. To make these track-based measurements, 3D hits
registered by the charge system are clustered together using the DBSCAN algorithm [19].
A principal component analysis of hits within each cluster then provides three-dimensional
segments that we define as reconstructed tracks. The charge dQ corresponds to the sum
of the hits associated to the reconstructed track and the 3D reconstructed track length dx.
The dQ/dx distribution is then fitted with a Gaussian-convolved Moyal distribution [20],
which is used to extract the MPV and the FWHM. Total system noise contributes ∼ 950 e−

equivalent noise charge (ENC) to each pixel hit, as assessed using periodic forced triggering
of pixel channels in the absence of actual signals (Fig. 12). To put this metric in context, the
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intrinsic energy loss fluctuations associated with the charge from a 4 GeV MIP would be
∼ 1800 e− in ND-LAr’s 3.7 mm pixel pitch. Therefore, the charge resolution is smaller than
the intrinsic physical fluctuations for particle kinematics relevant to ND-LAr.

Figure 10. Self-trigger active pixel channels (in blue) and inactive channels (in black). In these
coordinates, x is horizontal and y is vertical, both parallel to the anode plane, and z is the drift
direction, perpendicular to the anode plane, completing a right-handed system. The origin is the
center of the module.

Examining the corresponding charge in each pixel that has triggered (Fig. 13), we
identify a sharp rising edge corresponding to the self-trigger threshold at approximately
5.8 × 103 electrons (low threshold) and 11 × 103 electrons (high threshold). Above the
self-trigger threshold, a peak at roughly 24× 103 electrons corresponds to the typical charge
deposited by a MIP crossing the full pixel pitch of 4.43 mm. Of note are the markedly
different charge distributions of the high– and low-threshold data. We find that for the
low-threshold data, the average number of triggers per single channel for MIP energy
deposition is substantially larger than for the high-threshold data, with mean values of 1.53
and 1.14 respectively. These numbers are well-reproduced by the Monte Carlo simulation
(MC) described in Section 5, with values of 1.52 and 1.12 respectively for a similar set
of reconstructed MIP tracks. Summing the charge of all digitizations on each specific
channel for a given event increases the similarity between the low-threshold data with
the high-threshold data (Fig. 14). This is indicative of a “pre-triggering” effect, in which
a channel is triggered by the induced signal generated by the drifting charge in advance
of the charge signal arrival at the anode plane, thus motivating the reduction of far-field
effects discussed above.



Version March 6, 2024 submitted to Instruments 19 of 47

20
21

-04
-02

20
21

-04
-03

20
21

-04
-04

20
21

-04
-05

20
21

-04
-06

20
21

-04
-07

20
21

-04
-08

20
21

-04
-09

20
21

-04
-10

2

3

4

5

6

7 Commissioning
Diagnostics
Drift HV ramp
Pedestal
High threshold
Low threshold
MPV
FWHM

dQ
/d

x 
[1

03
 e

– /m
m

]

DUNE:ND-LAr 2x2

Figure 11. Most probable value (black circles) and full width at half maximum (white circles) of the
dQ/dx distribution for each data run. The system shows a good charge readout stability during data
taking periods, both for high threshold (yellow bands) and low threshold (purple bands) runs.
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Figure 12. LArPix channel noise in units of electron charge signal, as observed using periodic forced
triggers. The total system noise is ∼ 950 e−, compared to a signal amplitude of ∼ 1800 e− for a 4
GeV MIP track in ND-LAr’s 3.7 mm pixel pitch.
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Figure 13. Self-trigger charge distribution for MIP tracks measured in thousands of electrons (ke−);
50% of the rising edge are shown as indicators of the charge readout self-trigger thresholds. The low-
and high-threshold curves are obtained from runs with the same 20 minute exposure. Each entry
is normalized by hit charge over fitted track length. The MC simulation shown in comparison is
described in Section 5.
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Figure 14. Total event charge per channel for MIP tracks measured in thousands of electrons (ke−).
The MC simulation shown in comparison is described in Section 5.
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Figure 15. Comparisons of response variation in the radial distance from the pixel center to the point
of closest approach of the track projected onto the anode plane (r, top), the track inclination relative
to the anode plane (polar angle θ, middle), and the orientation angle of the track projected onto the
anode plane (azimuthal angle ϕ, bottom). The MC shown in comparison is described in Section 5.
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3.3. Pixel Charge Response

To study the individual pixel charge response, we examine the variation in response
based on the track inclination relative to the anode plane (polar angle θ), the orientation
angle of the track projected onto the anode plane (azimuthal angle ϕ), and the radial
distance from the pixel center to the point of closest approach of the track projected onto
the anode plane (r). Fig. 15 shows the distribution of these three quantities, normalized by
the total track length. Generally, the θ and ϕ distributions are comparable between data and
simulations. The r distribution shows significantly more triggers to peripheral tracks than
simulated events. An overall normalization difference between high- and low-threshold
data reflects the decreased sensitivity to tracks that clip the corners of the pixel.

A similar finding resulted from studying the distance between the MIP ionization axis
and the center of the pixel. This ionization axis can be inferred by performing a Hough
transform algorithm (HTA) on the x, y, and estimated z dimensions of the hit cloud. A
projection of the HTA line onto the pixel plane provides the minimum array of pixels
along the axis that could have recorded some charge. This line is then divided into 0.1 mm
segments longitudinally. Each individual segment’s center then falls into a specific pixel,
which is used to determine the distance between the segment center and the pixel center
in x and y. The segments are split into three categories: (1) all segments as mentioned
above independent of the recorded charge on that particular pixel, (2) those that fell into a
pixel which did give a response, and (3) those in pixels that did not trigger. Prior to this
categorization, all segments contained by pixels known to be inactive are excluded. In
Fig. 16, the ratios of the number of segments in the latter two categories to the first one are
shown. The four corners are over-represented for pixels that did not give a response but
had the main ionization line crossing their pad. This quantifies the sensitivity of individual
pixels to tracks clipping the corners. This difference in sensitivity is characterized by only a
3% drop from pixel center to pixel edge where the minimum response is 85.5%.
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Figure 16. Relative rate of pixel response as a function of the distance between Hough line segments
and segment containing pixel’s center for pixels on gaps, i.e. no charge response (left), and on tracks,
i.e. with charge response (right) to the total.

Figs. 17 and 18 show the charge distribution with respect to the track orientation
for low- and high-threshold data, respectively. Overall, similar features appear in each
panel: a prominent peak corresponding to the charge deposited by a MIP across a single
pixel width. In the r distribution, a secondary distribution of low-charge hits is present,
corresponding to tracks that clip the corners of the pixel. This feature is also present in the ϕ
distribution as an increase in the spread of the charge as ϕ → π/4. The θ distribution shows
a characteristic increase in the charge as θ → 0, which corresponds to tracks perpendicular
to the anode plane, where each pixel can see a contribution from a relatively long track
length. A flattening of the observed charge near θ = 0.8 is a threshold effect and is not
present in the low-threshold data. To test the responsiveness of individual pixels and
identify potentially malfunctioning channels beyond those known to be inactive, a MIP
response map of the entire pixel plane was constructed. This map is the ratio of recorded
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DUNE:ND-LAr 2x2

Figure 17. Self-trigger charge distribution for MIP tracks with different track orientations with
respect to the pixel, normalized to number of triggered channels per reconstructed track length.
Low-threshold data are used. The MC simulation shown in comparison in the second column is
described in Section 5.
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Figure 18. Same as Fig. 17 but for high threshold data.
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over expected hits, and identifies regions on the pixel plane which are less responsive than
others. Both components start off with the same principle of performing an HTA on the
x, y, and inferred z dimensions of the hit cloud to obtain the MIP’s central ionization axis
in 3D. This axis is then projected onto the pixel plane to result in a 2D line. Next, all hits
within 8 mm of the line are selected and the maximum track width is set equal to the most
distant point within this radius. To then obtain the first map, all pixels that recorded hits
within a radius equal to the maximum track width of the projected line receive an entry. To
construct the second map, all existing pixels within that same radius receive an entry. If a
pixel is unresponsive, it will not show up in the first but will appear in the second, leading
to a low ratio in that specific area. Selection cuts place requirements on the straightness
of tracks relative to the fit Hough lines as well as the consistency with a roughly constant
energy deposition profile, to ensure that the events analyzed consist primarily of MIP-like
tracks. Fig. 19 shows the resulting MIP response maps for both anode planes.
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Figure 19. MIP response maps for anode plane 1 (left) and anode plane 2 (right), showing the
fraction of triggered hits on each pixel relative to the expected number based on reconstructed track
trajectories.

3.4. Saturation

An additional consideration is saturation in the LArPix-v2 ASIC’s 8-bit successive-
approximation ADC, which is expected to occur when the charge on a given channel
exceeds 200 ke− within a 2.6 µs time window. A scan for events including saturated
packets was performed over eight hours of cosmic ray data acquired at high gain and
low threshold. Packets within 1 s of a time synchronization pulse were found to include
additional noise and saturation effects, and were excluded. After accounting for this, a
small fraction (2.9 × 10−6) of events with matching charge and light information contained
a saturated ADC measurement. These events were manually inspected, and the saturation
was clearly uncorrelated in space and time with the physical interactions, but rather they
leaked into the event due to their proximity with a sync pulse. With low thresholds,
< 0.002% of triggers resulted in ADC saturation, again driven by the pulse-per-second sync
signal; channels 35-37 on all chips, which are located physically adjacent to the sync pulse
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pin, saturated most often and together accounted for 15% of these saturated packets. The
ADC count distribution for events with deposited energy between 2 and 10 GeV is shown
in Fig. 20. These energies are of interest as they are representative of neutrino interactions
at ND-LAr, and the distribution falls well within the dynamic range of the ADC.
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Figure 20. Per-pixel ADC value distribution for cosmic ray events between 2 and 10 GeV. All signals
are well within the ADC dynamic range of 0–256 counts.

3.5. Calorimetric Response

Finally, the calorimetric response of Module-0 charge readout was also studied. Figs. 21
and 22 show the variation of the dQ/dx for segments of different lengths relative to the
track orientation, defined by the azimuth angle ϕ and the θ angle between the track and
a vector normal to the anode plane. The reconstructed tracks used for this analysis come
from the low threshold runs (see Section 1). Events with more than 20 reconstructed tracks
were excluded, since they often correspond to large showers or non-cosmic triggers. Tracks
were required to be longer than 10 cm and to have at least 20 associated hits. They were
then subdivided into segments of variable length from 10 to 400 mm and the distributions
were fit with a Gaussian-convolved Moyal function. The MPV shows a slight dependence
on cos θ, with tracks that impinge perpendicularly to the anode plane tending to have a
larger amount of deposited charge per unit length. These data provide insight into subtle
effects in the pixel charge response, such as those related to induction effects and electric
field uniformity, and enable a data-driven calibration.

4. Light Readout Performance

4.1. Overview

The Module-0 detector also provided a large-scale, fully integrated test of the light
readout system, enabling a detailed performance characterization of the ArCLight and
LCM modules, readout, DAQ, triggering, and timing with a large set of events. Using
cosmic ray data and dedicated diagnostic runs under a variety of detector configurations, a
suite of tests was performed to assess the charge spectrum, inter– and intra-event timing
accuracy, and photon detection efficiency. The subsequent matching of events between the
charge and light system is considered in Section 5.3.
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Figure 21. dQ/dx measured for segments of different lengths as a function of the orientation relative
to the anode planes. A value of cos θ = 0 corresponds to segments parallel to the anode plane. The
distributions in each bin have been fitted with a Gaussian-convolved Moyal function. The red points
correspond to the most probable value of the fitted distribution and the dashed rectangles correspond
to the full width at half maximum. The dashed black line represents the average MPV.
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Figure 22. dQ/dx measured for segments of different lengths as a function of the azimuthal angle
ϕ = atan2(y, x), where y and x are the components of the segment along the anode plane axes.
The distributions in each bin are fitted with a Gaussian-convolved Moyal function. The red points
correspond to the most probable value of the fitted distribution and the dashed rectangles correspond
to the FWHM. The dashed black line represents the average MPV.
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4.2. Calibration

Before collecting cosmic data, a SiPM gain calibration was performed using an LED
source, where the bias voltage for each SiPM channel was adjusted to obtain a uniform
gain distribution across the channels, as shown in Fig. 23. The amplification factors for
the variable gain amplifiers used in the SiPM readout chain were also tuned, and set to
maximum (31 dB) except for LCM channels (21 dB) during cosmic ray data taking, to adjust
signals to the input dynamic range of the ADC. LCMs were used to provide an external
trigger to the charge readout system, with an effective threshold of about 30 photoelectrons
(p.e.). The trigger message, written into the continuous self-triggered data stream of the
charge readout system, provides a precise timestamped flag for identifying coincidences
between charge and light readout.
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Figure 23. Typical charge spectrum obtained during SiPM gain calibration (left); SiPM gain distribu-
tion (right).

4.3. Time Resolution

Events induced by cosmic muons traversing the TPC volume were used to extract the
time resolution of the light detectors. The time measurement proceeds as follows: each
waveform is oversampled through a Fourier transform to increase the number of points on
the rising edge, enabling a good linear fit of it. Then, a linear fit to the baseline is performed,
and the crossing point of the rising edge of the signal with the baseline is calculated,
providing a robust single-channel event time. This process is illustrated in Fig. 24 (left). The
extracted time resolution for a pair of neighboring LCM channels is shown in Fig. 24 (right)
as a function of the signal amplitude. This quantity is obtained by taking the standard
deviation of the time difference recorded between the two channels over multiple events
without any time-of-flight corrections. For large signals, this resolution approaches ∼ 2 ns.
An example application of the excellent timing resolution for the LCMs is the identification
of Michel electrons from stopping muon decays, where the relative timing between the
muon and electron signals is dominated by the mean lifetime of the muon, τ ∼ 2.2 µs.
Two examples of signals from a stopping muon and a delayed Michel electron detected
by the LCM are shown in Fig. 25. Since the muon decay time is variable but follows a
well-understood exponential distribution, such events may be used, for example, to study
event pile-up in neutrino interactions.

4.4. Efficiency

To assess the efficiency of the LRS, the scintillation light induced by tracks recon-
structed from the TPC charge readout data is used. In particular, cosmic muon tracks
crossing the entire detector vertically are considered. In a 3D simulation, the charge of a
track is discretized to single points with a 1 mm resolution along the track, assuming an
infinitely thin true trajectory. For each point in this voxelized event, the solid angle to the
light detector in the detector module is then calculated. Next, assuming isotropic scintil-
lation light emission, the solid angle can be used to compute the geometrical acceptance
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Figure 24. Oversampled signal using Fourier transformation. Red lines show the linear approxima-
tions of the rising edge and the baseline (left). The time resolution between two LCMs (LCM-011,
LCM-017) as a function of the signal response (right).
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Figure 25. Two examples showing signals of the stopping muon and delayed Michel electron
detected by the LCM. The waveforms were digitized at 10 ns intervals.
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of the light for each detector tile. The number of photons hitting the detector surface is
estimated by multiplying the geometrical acceptance by the number of emitted photons per
unit track length and integrating over the full track length. Here, the number of emitted
photons per unit track length has been calculated for the nominal electric field intensity
of 0.5 kV cm−1 [21]. Rayleigh scattering, a small effect over the relevant distance scales, is
neglected in this calculation.

The photon detection efficiency (PDE) of the light detection system can be estimated
by comparing the measured number of p.e. and the estimated number of photons hitting
the detector surface, as obtained from the simulation described above. Since the waveforms
obtained with the light detectors have been integrated using a limited gate length, the actual
scintillation light might be underestimated. This was corrected by multiplying the number
of reconstructed photons by an integration gate acceptance factor, which is calculated based
on the detector response and the scintillation timing characteristics. Fig. 26 shows the
measured PDE for all ArCLight and LCM modules used in the Module-0 detector. The
LCM shows an average PDE of 0.6%, which enables a light trigger for events depositing
MeV-scale energies, with an accurate scintillation amplitude and energy reconstruction.
The PDE of the ArCLight modules is about a factor of 10 lower than the corresponding
value obtained with the LCMs, which allows for a larger dynamic range. The ArCLight
technology additionally enables a high position sensitivity, which can be used to accurately
triangulate the origin of the scintillation light emission point [11]. For the LCM it can be
observed that tiles placed at the top (see Fig. 26 (right), LCM groups 4–6, 10–12, 16–18,
and 22–24) of the TPC show a systematically lower PDE with respect to tiles placed in the
middle of the TPC. This can be explained by an anisotropy of light collection of LCM with
respect to the angle of incoming photons, driven by structural non-uniformity of fibers
and spaces. The absence of non-uniform effects in the ArCLight tiles due to reflections on
the TPC structure or Rayleigh scattering, meanwhile, further indicates that these effects
are negligible within the experimental uncertainties. In Module-0, a Hamamatsu MPPC
S13360-6025 [22] is used. By replacing the SiPM for future modules with the MPPC S13360-
6050 with higher efficiency, the overall PDE would improve by a factor of 1.6 to yield a
LCM efficiency of about 1%.
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Figure 26. Absolute PDE for each ArCLight (left) and LCM (right) tile (arbitrary numbering).
ArCLight tile 7 was disabled during Module-0 data taking. The LCM tiles are placed in sets of 3 to
cover the same area as one ArCLight tile.

5. Measurements with Cosmic Ray Data Samples

The following sections discuss the analyses performed using reconstructed tracks from
the large cosmic ray data set collected during the Module-0 run. As discussed in Section 1,
the Module-0 detector incorporates several novel technologies for the first time in a LArTPC
of this scale. These studies assess the performance of the fully-integrated system, including
the LArPix charge readout with a very large channel count, the high-coverage hybrid LCM
and ArCLight photon detection systems, and their matching; the capability to achieve the
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necessary levels of LAr purity for physics measurements without prior evacuation of the
cryostat; and the degree of drift field uniformity achievable with the low-profile resistive
shell field cage. Detailed studies of each of these key detector parameters demonstrate
excellent performance of the integrated system relative to the requirements in view of the
operation for the DUNE ND-LAr.

In support of these studies, a sample of cosmic rays has been simulated using COR-
SIKA [23], a program for detailed simulation of extended air showers. The passage of the
particles through matter has been simulated using a Geant4-based Monte Carlo [24]. The
detector simulation has been performed with larnd-sim [25,26], a set of highly-parallelized
GPU algorithms for the simulation of pixelated LArTPCs. A track-fitting algorithm is
applied to provide an estimate of the particle track angle and location. First, a 3D point
cloud is reconstructed using the unique channel index to determine the position transverse
to the anode and the drift time. DBSCAN (k = 5, ϵ = 2.5 cm) [19] is used to find the hit
clusters. The cluster radius (ϵ) was tuned using the k = 5th-neighbor distance of 3D points
from a typical run. Each cluster is then passed through a RANSAC line fit [27] with an
outlier radius of ρ = 8 mm and 100 random samples. This provides a set of highly-collinear
points which constitute the reconstructed track.

5.1. Electron lifetime

The amount of charge collected by the readout system depends heavily on the electron
lifetime, τ, in the argon of the TPC volume. The electron lifetime parameterizes (in units of
time) how much charge is lost due to attachment to electronegative impurities in the argon,
such as oxygen or water, during the drift of the deposited ionization charge toward the
anode. The charge measured at the anode, Q, is given by

Q = e−t/τ · R · Q0, (1)

where Q0 is the amount of the primary ionization charge deposited by a particle in the
liquid argon, R is the recombination factor that describes the fraction of charge that survives
prompt recombination of the ionization with argon ions prior to drift, and t is the drift time
from the point of original charge deposition to detection in the anode plane. Measuring
signals originating across the entire TPC via the charge readout system requires a sufficient
electron lifetime in the detector. For the DUNE ND-LAr detector this requirement is
> 0.5 ms at a drift electric field of 500 V/cm; this relatively low value compared to other
large LArTPC detectors [4,28,29] is due to the relatively short maximum drift length of
DUNE ND-LAr (∼ 50 cm) and allows ND-LAr to meet the charge attenuation performance
of the far detector, which specifies a 3 ms lifetime in a detector with a 3.5 m drift length
at a 500 V/cm drift field [30]. A measurement of the electron lifetime with Module-0 has
been carried out to confirm that the materials used in the detector, which will be similar to
those of DUNE ND-LAr, are compatible with the argon purity requirement. Additionally,
tracking this parameter as a function of time is necessary to provide a calibration of charge
scale for other measurements carried out using the Module-0 charge data.

As seen in Eq. 1, charge measurements at the anode depend both on the electron life-
time and the recombination factor. However, by measuring Q as a function of the drift time
for a collection of cosmic muon tracks that span the entire drift distance, the dependence
on R, which is independent of drift time, can be ignored as an overall normalization factor.
Additionally, a more fitting quantity to use in this study is dQ/dx, the measured charge per
unit length along the cosmic muon track, given the dependence of the amount of charge
seen by a single pixel channel on the orientation of each track. The electron lifetime for
each Module-0 data run at a drift electric field of 500 V/cm is measured by applying an
exponential fit to the mean dQ/dx of muon track segments as a function of drift time to the
anode, assuming a uniform dQ/dx. A sample of anode-cathode-crossing tracks is used for
this measurement; these tracks span the entire drift distance and the absolute drift time
associated with each part of the track is known for this track sample. The electron lifetime
values measured in Module-0 were consistently above 2 ms for the duration of the run,
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Figure 27. Measured dQ/dx versus drift time for ionization associated with anode-cathode-crossing
muon tracks (left); mean dQ/dx versus drift time, along with exponential fit, for the same track
sample (right).
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Figure 28. Extracted electron lifetime as a function of time during Module-0 Run 1 (top) and Run 2
(bottom), with the average uniformly exceeding 2 ms in both cases.

thus satisfying the τ > 0.5 ms requirement. This trend continued in the second run (Run 2)
of Module-0, where cryogenic operations differed from those in Run 1. Run 1 achieved LAr
purity through cryostat evacuation before cooldown and LAr filling, while Run 2 made
use of a piston purge procedure (repeatedly purging the volume with clean gas), as this is
the anticipated approach for the full-scale cryostat of ND-LAr. A recirculation system with
filtration was operational during both runs. Results are shown in Fig. 28.

5.2. Electric field uniformity

The magnitude of electric field distortions due to space charge effects for Module-0 are
expected to be much smaller than other, larger LArTPC detectors running near the surface,
such as MicroBooNE [31] and ProtoDUNE-SP [32]. This is due to the relatively small
maximum drift length of ∼30 cm of Module-0, compared to ∼2.5 m for MicroBooNE and
∼3.6 m for ProtoDUNE-SP. Even for a maximum drift length of ∼50 cm that is anticipated
for DUNE ND-LAr, the impact from space charge effects is expected to be negligible; the
fact that ND-LAr will operate 65 m underground will reduce this effect further due to the
smaller flux of cosmic muons. However, it is possible that electric field inhomogeneities
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arise in the Module-0 detector from other sources. In particular, it is important to determine
whether or not the field cage design causes significant distortions of the electric field, which
can alter the trajectories ionization electrons take while drifting to the anode plane. Such
distortions could lead to incorrect reconstruction of the true position of original energy
depositions in the detector due to primary particles ionizing the argon, consequently
impacting their trajectory and energy reconstruction. Furthermore, associated modification
to the electric field intensity throughout the detector can lead to significant impact on
the amount of electron-ion recombination experienced by ionization electrons, leading to
bias in reconstructed particle energy scale or degradation of reconstructed particle energy
resolution. The use of the novel resistive field cage technology in Module-0, as is anticipated
for DUNE ND-LAr, provides an important opportunity to study the impact on electric field
homogeneity.

Following the methodology developed by the MicroBooNE experiment for analysis of
space charge effects [31], electric field distortions are probed using end points of through-
going cosmic muon tracks in Module-0 data. Tracks passing through an anode plane and
another face of the detector that is not the other anode plane are selected for this study,
providing a known absolute drift time associated with each part of the track via subtracting
the time associated with the anode side of the track. The track end point associated with the
non-anode side of the anode-crossing track is then probed by measuring the transverse (i.e.,
perpendicular to the drift direction) displacement from the edge of the TPC active volume,
as measured from the y value (TPC top and bottom) or x value (TPC front and back sides,
perpendicular to the drift direction) of the pixel channels at the edge of the detector. The
average transverse displacement is recorded as a function of the two directions within the
TPC face for all four non-anode faces of the Module-0 TPC. If there are no electric field
distortions in the detector, there would be no inward migration of ionization electrons
during drift, leading to zero transverse displacement of ionization charge with respect to
the TPC face for this sample of through-going muon tracks (contamination from stopping
muons is expected to be less than 1%). The result of the average transverse displacement
measurement is shown for the TPC top and bottom in Fig. 29 and for the TPC front and back
in Fig. 30. A few features not associated with electric field distortions in the detector should
be pointed out. First, there are gaps in coverage near the anode planes (z values of roughly
±30 cm) due to a requirement in the track selection that the non-anode side of the track is at
least 5 cm away from both anode planes, and near the pixel plane edges (edges of the TPC
face) due to a requirement that the non-anode side of the track is not located within 1 cm
(2 cm) of these features. These selection criteria were introduced to minimize contamination
of the sample from poorly-reconstructed muon tracks. Some residual contamination is seen
near the edges of the pixel planes, where the measured average transverse spatial offset is
artificially large due to edge channels of the pixel planes being turned off for data-taking,
leading to the ends of tracks being clipped off near the edges of pixel planes. Second, the
two horizontal bands in the bottom right corner of the right side of Fig. 30 are associated
with a known grounding issue of an ArCLight unit in this part of the detector. The vertical
gap in the right panel of Fig. 29 is due to inactive channels in this region of the anode plane
(see Fig. 10).

After accounting for these two artifacts, non-negligible transverse spatial offsets are
observed near the cathode (central horizontal lines in Fig. 29, central vertical lines in Fig. 30),
roughly 1 cm on average but as large as 2.5 cm in some places in the TPC. After adding an
additional ∼1 cm to these measurements to account for the separation between the edge
pixel channels and the field cage (or light detectors in the case of the front and back of the
TPC), the average (maximum) transverse spatial offset experienced by drifting ionization
charge originating near the cathode is roughly 2 cm (3.5 cm). Ascribing this transverse
drift to an additional electric field component strictly in the direction transverse to the
TPC faces, the average (maximum) transverse electric field magnitude leading to this
amount of inward drift of ionization charge is roughly 30 V/cm (60 V/cm). The associated
average (maximum) impact to the electric field magnitude in the detector is 0.2% (0.7%).
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Figure 29. Average spatial offsets measured at the top (left) and bottom (right) of the Module-0
detector. These offsets in cm are measured with respect to the location of the pixel channels at the
edge of the detector.
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Figure 30. Average spatial offsets measured at the front (left) and back (right) of the Module-0
detector. These offsets in cm are measured with respect to the location of the pixel channels at the
edge of the detector.



Version March 6, 2024 submitted to Instruments 36 of 47

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45

Time since 4/2/2021 00:00:00 [h]

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

1.4

1.6

T
ra

ns
ve

rs
e 

sp
at

ia
l o

ffs
et

 [c
m

]

 [3, 10] cm∈| 
reco

|Z [-25, -5] cm, ∈ recoXBottom:  

 [3, 10] cm∈| 
reco

|Z [5, 25] cm, ∈ recoXBottom:  

 [3, 10] cm∈| 
reco

|Z [-25, -5] cm, ∈ recoXTop:  

 [3, 10] cm∈| 
reco

|Z [5, 25] cm, ∈ recoXTop:  

DUNE:ND-LAr 2x2

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45

Time since 4/2/2021 00:00:00 [h]

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

1.4

1.6

T
ra

ns
ve

rs
e 

sp
at

ia
l o

ffs
et

 [c
m

]

 [3, 10] cm∈| 
reco

|Z [-25, -5] cm, ∈ recoXBottom:  

 [3, 10] cm∈| 
reco

|Z [5, 25] cm, ∈ recoXBottom:  

 [3, 10] cm∈| 
reco

|Z [-25, -5] cm, ∈ recoXTop:  

 [3, 10] cm∈| 
reco

|Z [5, 25] cm, ∈ recoXTop:  

DUNE:ND-LAr 2x2

Figure 31. Time dependence of spatial offsets in the −z (top) and +z (bottom) drift volumes. These
offsets are measured with respect to the location of the pixel channels at the edge of the detector.

This is below the conservative physics requirement of 1% maximum allowed deviation
of the electric field magnitude within 95% of the detector volume, indicating that the
design of the field cage is adequate for the physics goals of DUNE ND-LAr. It is worth
pointing out that this physics requirement for electric field distortions corresponds to after
detector calibrations have been carried out, while the measurements presented here have
no calibration applied. It is thus expected that the calibrated electric field map would
be even more homogeneous at DUNE ND-LAr. An additional study is carried out to
determine if the small electric field distortions in the Module-0 detector vary substantially
over time. A substantial time dependence of the electric field distortions may complicate
efforts to obtain a calibrated electric field map in the DUNE ND-LAr detector using cosmic
muons, neutrino-induced muons, or dedicated calibration hardware. Average transverse
spatial offsets were measured at four different places on each side of the Module-0 cathode
as a function of time, spanning two full days of data-taking. The results of the study
are shown in Fig. 31. No substantial time dependence of transverse spatial offsets is
observed (< 0.2 cm), indicating that calibration of the underlying electric field distortions is
achievable by averaging measured spatial offsets over at least a few days of data-taking. A
study of electric field stability over longer periods of time is planned in future prototyping
of the DUNE ND-LAr detector concept.

5.3. Charge-light matching

Efficient matching between signals in the charge and light readout systems is essential,
as this enables the use of light to disambiguate pile-up of separate neutrino interactions
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Figure 32. Charge-light matching efficiency in linear scale (left) and inefficiency in logarithmic
scale (right) for light detector triggers matched to the arrival time of charge at the anode side of
anode-cathode-crossing tracks.
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Figure 33. Time offset distribution for light detector triggers matched to the arrival time of charge at
the anode side of anode-cathode-crossing tracks (charge minus light).

within a single beam spill. The unique association between charge and light signals is a
nontrivial problem in a large-volume LArTPC, especially in an environment with a high
rate of neutrino event pile-up, such as DUNE ND-LAr. This motivates the modular design,
where the full active volume is composed of an array of optically-isolated TPC volumes,
each with high coverage of optical detectors with fast timing and good spatial resolution.
Charge-light matching in Module-0 has been accomplished via association of precision
GPS-synchronized timestamps in the two systems. Here, two performance metrics are
considered: the efficiency of matching for a selection of tracks as a function of the allowed
coincidence time window and the resolution in terms of the offset between the two systems’
timestamps. Fig. 32 shows the matching efficiency for varying definitions of the allowed
time window for coincidence formation, for a selection of anode-cathode-crossing muon
tracks. The overwhelming majority of these are single tracks, as the probability of having
another event in the same ∼200 µs window is very small. For conservative matching
parameters, an efficiency of ≥ 99.7% is found. In this study, the timing resolution is
limited by the spatial resolution of the tracking from the charge readout, not by the intrinsic
light detector timing resolution, which is discussed in Section 4. Next, Fig. 33 illustrates
the relative time offset between the two systems for the Module-0 prototype, again for a
selection of anode-cathode-crossing tracks. The distribution exhibits a Gaussian core and a
tail. The asymmetric tail of the distribution, captured by a Crystal Ball fit [33], is due to
track truncation near the boundaries of the pixel planes. The Gaussian component of the
Crystal Ball fit is also shown; the standard deviation of the Gaussian, 0.4µs, is identified
as the charge readout timing resolution. The physics requirements for ND-LAr require
that the resolution in the drift dimension be at least as precise as that across the anode
plane, i.e. the pixel pitch divided by

√
12, or 1.3 mm. The resolution extracted in Module-0

corresponds to 0.6 mm at a drift electric field of 500 V/cm, thus meeting the requirement.
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Figure 34. Charge-light matched event display of a cosmic muon track. The left two panels show the
TPC charge readout, in a z − y project (left) and x − y projection (center left). The right two panels
show the light detector responses for the arrays at −x (center right) and +x (right), with each bin
along the vertical axis representing the strength of signal read by individual SiPMs.

5.4. Correlation of the charge and light yield

Matched charge and light events as shown in Figure 34 provide another data sample
which may be used to study the correlation in the relative charge and light yields in the
detector. These yields are related to electric-field dependent recombination effects.

To describe the recombination mechanism in LAr we formalize the ionization and
excitation states generated by the deposited energy of a traversing particle as follows:

Ni + Nex = QY + LY, (2)

where the sum of available ionization (Ni) and excitation (Nex) states determines the total
number of electrons (QY) and photons (LY) generated in LAr. The number of ionization
states Ni is given by

Ni =
Edep

Wi
, Wi = 23.6 eV, (3)

where Wi is the ionization work function [34] and Edep is the deposited energy. In the
absence of charge attenuation and impurities, the total charge Q arriving at the anode
depends only on the initially-produced ionization charge Q0 = Nie as

QY = Ni · Rc, (4)

LY = Ni

(
1 +

Nex

Ni
− Rc

)
, (5)

where the charge recombination factor Rc is dependent on the electric field ϵ, and e is the
electron charge. In the presence of impurities, the electron lifetime correction is applied
first; see Eq. 1. Increasing ϵ leads to less recombination between argon ions and ionization
electrons, and thus more free charge carriers are present in the TPC drift field, increasing the
total detected charge at the anode plane. At the same time, a reduced charge recombination
factor corresponds to less scintillation light produced within the TPC, leading to a decrease
of the light yield at higher electric fields, as expressed by Eq. 4. Hence, the amount of
charge yield and the amount of light yield observed in the detector are expected to be
anti-correlated. To describe the recombination of electron-ion pairs, we focus on the most
commonly used models, namely the Box [35] and the Birks’ models [36], and compare
the results of Module-0 measurements with those of the ICARUS [37] and ArgoNeuT [38]
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experiments. The Box model assumes zero electron diffusion, zero ion mobility, and a
distribution of ionization electrons that are uniformly produced within a 3D box along the
path of the ionizing particle. The collected charge Q is given by

Q = Q0 ·
ABox

ξ
· ln(ξ), (6)

where Q0 denotes the primary ionization charge and ξ is

ξ =
N0Kr

4a2µϵ
, (7)

where a is the linear size of the charge ‘box’, N0 denotes the number of electrons in the
box and Kr is the recombination rate constant. µ and ϵ define the electron mobility and the
electric field, respectively. Note that in the limit of an infinite electric field intensity ϵ, the
collected charge at the anode plane corresponds to the initially produced charge, Q0. Birks’
model describes the collected charge QY as

QY = Ni ·
ABirks

1 + kB
ϵ · dE

dx

=
Q0

e
Rc, (8)

where ABirks and kB are fitting constants. In this formulation of the Birks’ model, for infinite
electric field intensities ϵ → ∞, the recombination factor does not go to 1 and is limited to
Rc → A. We can now express the light yield as

LY = Ni

(
1 +

Nex

Ni
− ABirks

1 + kB
ϵ · dE

dx

)
. (9)

However, since the fraction of excited states Nex
Ni

is not precisely known, the commonly
used model for description of the light yield in scintillating materials uses the following
formulation:

LY = L0(1 − αRc) = L0RL, (10)

L0 =
Edep

WL
, WL = 19.5 eV, (11)

where L0 denotes the number of scintillation photons at zero electric field intensity, α is a
constant fitted to the data and WL is the scintillation work function [39]. This formulation
is used in this analysis to evaluate the parameters in the Birks’ model for the light yield.

To study the charge and light correlation in Module-0, data samples at different electric
field intensities ranging from 0.05 kV cm−1 to 1.00 kV cm−1 were acquired and analysed.
These events contain information about the collected charge and scintillation light. A
selection of vertical through-going tracks, as expected from MIP muons, was used to extract
the collected charge and light per unit length of the track. For the measurement of the
collected charge per unit track length, the track was divided into 2 cm segments and the
total charge collected each the segment was divided by the segment length. Then, the light
yield per unit track length is extracted as:

dL
dx

=
Ldetected∫

Ωdl × PDE × G
. (12)

The factors in this expression include the geometrical acceptance
∫

Ωdl, the readout gate
acceptance G, and the overall PDE of each tile reported in Section 4. The geometrical
acceptance was computed based on the charge data and the track segment position with
respect to a light detection tile, integrated over the track length. The readout gate acceptance
is an estimation of the fraction of photons which reach the SiPM within the readout
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Figure 35. Charge yield as a function of the electric field intensity fitted with the Box and Birks’
models, and compared to ICARUS results (left); Light yield as a function of the electric field intensity
fitted separately with the Birks’ model (right).

Fit parameters ABirks [kV g cm−3 MeV−1] kBirks [kV g cm−3 MeV−1]

Charge only fit (0.820 ± 0.011) (0.058 ± 0.005)
Light only fit (0.79 ± 0.45) (0.037 ± 0.004)
Combined fit (0.794 ± 0.008) (0.045 ± 0.003)

Table 1. The fitted parameters of the Birks’ model using the Module-0 data.

integration gate of 500 ns. The gate acceptance was measured using the average waveform
of the light signals in Module-0 data to be ∼ 64% for both the LCM and ArCLight modules.

The dQ/dx and dL/dx distributions are well-described by a Landau-convolved Gaus-
sian function, which is used to extract the most probable value (MPV). We note that the fits
are performed on raw data, i.e. without additional calibration of the track dE/dx. Due to
uncorrected charge losses, the extracted MPV values for charge measurements should be
compared with an effective value of ∼ 1.8 MeV/cm, while MPVs corresponding to light
measurements correspond to an effective dE/dx ∼ 2.1 MeV/cm. The dependence of the
charge yield and the light yield MPV values with respect to the electric field density is
illustrated in Fig. 35.

The charge yield and light yield data points were fitted separately to the Birks’ model,
with results shown in Fig. 35 and Tab. 1. We note that for the light yield fit (Fig. 35, right),
per Eq. 10, the ABirks and αlight parameters are totally correlated and cannot be extracted
independently. The left panel of Fig. 35 also shows a comparison of the charge yield data
(red points) to fits using a Birks’ model (red curve) and Box model (green curve), alongside
the results from the ICARUS experiment (blue curve), demonstrating good agreement
between the results.

Next, a combined fit of the Birks’ model to both charge and light yield data sets was
performed. Fig. 36 shows the final result of the correlation study. The best fit results
for the Birks’ model parameters are ABirks = 0.794 ± 0.008 and kBirks = 0.045 ± 0.003,
with a χ2/ndf of 23.2/35, where the number of degrees of freedom calculated based on
19 fit points per dataset (charge and light) included in the fit and three fit parameters.
Table 2 summarizes the Birks’ model parameters obtained with the Module-0 detector and
compares them with the parameters found in the ICARUS and the ArgoNeuT experiments.
The results of the simultaneous fit of the Birks’ model to the light and charge distributions
show reasonable agreement with previous experiments.

5.5. Michel electrons

Michel electrons, i.e. electrons from stopped muon decay, constitute a readily available
and versatile tool for the study and characterisation of the performance of a LArTPC. They
are abundant for surface-level detectors exposed to a large cosmic ray muon flux, and
with µ → eνeνµ as the almost exclusive decay channel, the number of events is given by
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Figure 36. Light yield (blue) and charge yield (red) extracted from a simultaneous fit with the Birks’
model.

Experiment ABirks [kV g cm−3 MeV−1] kBirks [kV g cm−3 MeV−1] Reference

ICARUS (0.800 ± 0.003) (0.0486 ± 0.0006) [37]
ArgoNeuT (0.806 ± 0.010) (0.052 ± 0.001) [38]
Module-0 (0.794 ± 0.008) (0.045 ± 0.003) This work

Table 2. Comparison of the ICARUS and ArgoNeuT results with the current study.

the probability of the muon to come to rest in the detector. The electrons produced by
the decay have a well-characterised energy spectrum with a cutoff at ∼ 50 MeV and their
topology is relatively easy to tag: a long muon track ending with a Bragg peak followed
by a short ionization track from the electron at a different angle with respect to the muon
direction. Fig. 1 includes one example of a stopping muon decaying with a Michel electron
in Module-0. The effective muon lifetime of ∼ 2 µs is short relative to the TPC drift speed,
leading to minimal displacement of the muon track endpoint and electron track start.
However, it is large relative to the time resolution of the light readout system, allowing
the two signals to be tagged separately: the first light pulse corresponding to the muon
ionization, and the second to the electron, can be easily separated for a large majority of
events due to the excellent timing resolution of ArCLight and LCM detectors. Fig. 37 shows
the event display of a selected Michel electron candidate, with the two peaks showing the
waveforms of the light detectors located in one of the two half-TPCs.

The Michel electron candidates’ topology is mainly characterised by a long ionisation
trail left over by the crossing muon. An automatic selection algorithm based on the event
topology and the presence of the Bragg peak at the end of the muon track was developed
and applied to the subset of cosmic data. Visual event validation was performed on selected
events to validate the analysis. The final distribution of the reconstructed Michel electron
energy based on the automated charge reconstruction is shown in Fig. 38. The end point is
near the expected true end point of 53 MeV. The spectrum peaks at lower energies mainly
as a consequence of partial containment, imperfect clustering, and charge below threshold,
particularly from electrons Compton-scattered by Bremmstrahlung photons radiated from
the primary electron [40–42].

5.6. Detector simulation validation with cosmic ray tracks

Finally, selected samples of cosmic ray tracks are compared in detail to a cosmic ray
simulation based on the CORSIKA event generator and the detailed microphysical detector
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Figure 37. Event display of a Michel electron candidate shown in a 3D view (left) and with associated
waveforms from photon detectors (right). In the right panel, orange and blue indicate the two
optically isolated semi-TPCs. The red circles highlight an example the two pulses on the photon
detectors correspond to the entering muon and the electron resulting from its decay.
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Figure 38. Charge-based energy spectrum of Michel electron candidates from a sample of recon-
structed muon decays, using the full data set and automated event reconstruction.

simulation introduced in Section 5. Starting from the cosmic ray track reconstruction
described there, the track’s start and end points are found by projecting the 3D points onto
the cluster’s principal components. The DBSCAN+RANSAC fit is applied on outlying
hits until all are placed within a cluster or no hits remain. This is sufficient for studies of
low-level detector response, as it provides a local approximation of the track trajectory with
minimal impact from δ-rays and hard scatters. Reconstructed tracks may show artificial
gaps due to the presence of disabled channels. Also, cathode-piercing tracks will usually
be reconstructed as separated tracks, due to the non-zero cathode thickness. Thus, tracks
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with an angle smaller than 20◦ and closer than 10 cm are stitched together for the following
studies. A comparison between the spatial coordinates of the stitched tracks in data and
simulation is shown in Fig. 39.
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Figure 39. Start and end coordinates of stitched tracks in data (high and low threshold runs) and
simulation.

Fig. 40 shows a comparison of the dQ/dx for low threshold and high threshold runs
with a sample of simulated cosmic rays. The dQ/dx has been measured for segments of
different lengths, following the procedure described in Section 5.6. The simulation assumes
the Birks model for electron recombination and a gain of 4 mV/103 e− [36]. In the data,
the amount of charge that reaches the anode is corrected by the electron lifetime factor
calculated in Section 5.1.

Next, the dQ/dx as a function of the reconstructed track residual range is considered.
As noted in Section 5.5, for a muon that stops in the detector the amount of deposited
charge per unit length will increase as it approaches the end point, forming a Bragg peak.
Fig. 41 shows an example of a stopping muon and the subsequent Michel electron. The
dQ/dx has been measured by subdividing the reconstructed track in 10 mm segments
(our dx) and summing the charge contained in each segment (the dQ). The data show a
Bragg peak near the end of the reconstructed track, where the residual range is close to
zero. The theoretical prediction is obtained by taking the ⟨ dE

dx ⟩ values tabulated in Ref. [43]
for muons in LAr, divided by the argon ionization energy (23.6 eV) and multiplied by the
recombination factor RICARUS

Birks , calculated in Ref. [37].
The observed distributions indicate good overall agreement between data and sim-

ulations, in particular with the ability to correctly reproduce the position of the dQ/dx
peak. Module-0 data provide input that can be used to further tune the detector simulation,
including modeling of additional noise sources and details of the anode response. Mean-
while, the strong overall agreement in the vertex positioning and calorimetry indicates that
the initial detector response model is able to capture the main features of the cosmic ray
track samples.
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Figure 40. dQ/dx measured for segments of different lengths for low threshold runs (black dots),
high threshold runs (white dots) and a sample of simulated cosmic rays (red line). The distributions
have been fitted with a Gaussian-convolved Moyal function (dashed lines).
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Figure 41. Top: event display of the anode plane for a selected stopping muon (blue) and subsequent
Michel electron (orange). Bottom: dQ/dx for the reconstructed muon track as a function of the
residual range dQ/dx and the theoretical curve for muons stopping in liquid argon (red line).
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6. Conclusions

We have reported here the experimental results of exposing the Module-0 demonstra-
tor, a tonne-scale LArTPC with pixel-based charge readout, to cosmic rays. This new type
of neutrino detector is designed to meet the challenges of the near detector complex of
the forthcoming DUNE experiment, which will be exposed to a very intense beam-related
flux of particles. These challenges are expected to severely hamper the performance of
a conventional, wire-readout, monolithic LArTPC, where reconstruction of complex 3D
event topologies using a small number of 2D projections can lead to unsolvable ambiguities,
particularly when multiple events overlap in the drift direction. The novel Module-0 design
features a combination of new technological solutions: a pixelated anode to read out the
ionization electron signal that provides native three-dimensional charge imaging, a modu-
lar structure with relatively short drift length, high-performance scintillation light detection
systems, and an innovative approach to field shaping using a low-profile resistive shell.
Module-0 is one of four units that will comprise the 2 × 2 demonstrator (ProtoDUNE-ND)
being installed at Fermilab to be exposed to the NuMI neutrino beam.

A detailed assessment of this technology has been performed by operating Module-0,
as well as the associated cryogenics, data acquisition, trigger, and timing infrastructure,
at the University of Bern. A large sample of 25 million self-triggered cosmic ray-induced
events was collected and analyzed, along with an array of dedicated diagnostic data runs.
The response of the 78,400-pixel readout system was studied, as well as the performance
of the two independent and complementary light detection systems. The data analysis
demonstrated key physics requirements of this technology, such as the electron lifetime,
the uniformity of the electric field, and the matching/correlation between the charge and
light signals. The reconstruction of particle tracks and Michel electrons illustrates the
physics capabilities, and the comparison with detailed, microphysical simulations has
demonstrated a robust understanding of the workings of this new type of LArTPC detector.
Overall, these results demonstrate the key design features of the technique and provide
a confirmation of the outstanding imaging capabilities of this next-generation LArTPC
design.
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TÜBİTAK, Turkey; The Royal Society and UKRI/STFC, United Kingdom; DOE and NSF,
United States of America. This research used resources of the National Energy Research
Scientific Computing Center (NERSC), a U.S. Department of Energy Office of Science User
Facility operated under Contract No. DE-AC02-05CH11231.

1. Amerio, S.; et al. Design, construction and tests of the ICARUS T600 detector. Nucl. Instrum.
Meth. A 2004, 527, 329–410. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2004.02.044.

2. Anderson, C.; et al. The ArgoNeuT Detector in the NuMI Low-Energy beam line at Fermilab.
JINST 2012, 7, P10019, [arXiv:physics.ins-det/1205.6747]. https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/
7/10/P10019.

3. Acciarri, R.; et al. Design and Construction of the MicroBooNE Detector. JINST 2017, 12, P02017,
[arXiv:physics.ins-det/1612.05824]. https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/12/02/P02017.

4. Abi, B.; et al. First results on ProtoDUNE-SP liquid argon time projection chamber performance
from a beam test at the CERN Neutrino Platform. JINST 2020, 15, P12004, [arXiv:physics.ins-
det/2007.06722]. https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/15/12/P12004.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2004.02.044
http://arxiv.org/abs/1205.6747
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/7/10/P10019
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/7/10/P10019
http://arxiv.org/abs/1612.05824
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/12/02/P02017
http://arxiv.org/abs/2007.06722
http://arxiv.org/abs/2007.06722
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/15/12/P12004


Version March 6, 2024 submitted to Instruments 46 of 47

5. Abud, A.A.; et al. Design, construction and operation of the ProtoDUNE-SP Liquid Argon TPC.
JINST 2022, 17, P01005, [arXiv:physics.ins-det/2108.01902]. https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-022
1/17/01/P01005.

6. Abi, B.; et al. Deep Underground Neutrino Experiment (DUNE), Far Detector Technical
Design Report, Volume I Introduction to DUNE. JINST 2020, 15, T08008, [arXiv:physics.ins-
det/2002.02967]. https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/15/08/T08008.

7. DUNE Collaboration. Deep Underground Neutrino Experiment (DUNE) Near Detector Con-
ceptual Design Report. Instruments 2021, 5. https://doi.org/10.3390/instruments5040031.

8. Asaadi, J.; et al. A New Concept for Kilotonne Scale Liquid Argon Time Projection Chambers.
Instruments 2020, 4. https://doi.org/10.3390/instruments4010006.

9. Dwyer, D.; et al. LArPix: demonstration of low-power 3D pixelated charge readout for
liquid argon time projection chambers. Journal of Instrumentation 2018, 13, P10007–P10007.
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/13/10/p10007.

10. Russell, B.; et al. LArPix-v2: a commercially scalable large-format 3D charge-readout scheme
for LArTPCs. In preparation 2022.

11. Auger, M.; et al. ArCLight—A Compact Dielectric Large-Area Photon Detector. Instruments
2018, 2. https://doi.org/10.3390/instruments2010003.

12. Anfimov, N.; et al. Development of the Light Collection Module for the Liquid Argon Time
Projection Chamber (LArTPC). Journal of Instrumentation 2020, 15, C07022–C07022. https:
//doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/15/07/c07022.

13. Berner, R.; et al. First Operation of a Resistive Shell Liquid Argon Time Projection Chamber:
A New Approach to Electric-Field Shaping. Instruments 2019, 3. https://doi.org/10.3390/
instruments3020028.

14. Adamson, P.; et al. The NuMI Neutrino Beam. Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 2016, 806, 279–306,
[arXiv:physics.acc-ph/1507.06690]. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2015.08.063.

15. Asaadi, J.; et al. First Demonstration of a Pixelated Charge Readout for Single-Phase Liquid
Argon Time Projection Chambers. Instruments 2020, 4, 9, [arXiv:physics.ins-det/1801.08884].
https://doi.org/10.3390/instruments4010009.

16. Asaadi, J.; et al. A pixelated charge readout for Liquid Argon Time Projection Chambers. JINST
2018, 13, C02008. https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/13/02/C02008.

17. Machado, A.; Segreto, E. ARAPUCA a new device for liquid argon scintillation light detection.
Journal of Instrumentation 2016, 11, C02004–C02004. https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/11/02/
c02004.

18. Serrano, J.; et al. The White Rabbit Project. In Proceedings of the Proc. 12th Int. Conf.
on Accelerator and Large Experimental Physics Control Systems (ICALEPCS’09). JACoW
Publishing, Oct. 2009, pp. 93–95.

19. Ester, M.; Kriegel, H.P.; Sander, J.; Xu, X. A Density-Based Algorithm for Discovering Clusters
in Large Spatial Databases with Noise. AAAI Press, 1996, KDD’96.

20. Moyal, J. XXX. Theory of ionization fluctuations. The London, Edinburgh, and Dublin Philosophical
Magazine and Journal of Science 1955, 46, 263–280, [https://doi.org/10.1080/14786440308521076].
https://doi.org/10.1080/14786440308521076.

21. Baller, B. Liquid Argon Properties (Tables and Calculators) Version 4. https://lar.bnl.gov/
properties/.

22. Hamamatsu. MPPC S13360 series datasheet. https://www.hamamatsu.com/resources/pdf/
ssd/s13360_series_kapd1052e.pdf.

23. Heck, D.; Knapp, J.; Capdevielle, J.N.; Schatz, G.; Thouw, T. CORSIKA: A Monte Carlo code to
simulate extensive air showers 1998.

24. Agostinelli, S.; Allison, J.; Amako, K.; Apostolakis, J.; Araujo, H.; Arce, P.; Asai, M.; Axen, D.;
Banerjee, S.; Barrand, G.; et al. Geant4—a simulation toolkit. Nuclear Instruments and Methods in
Physics Research Section A: Accelerators, Spectrometers, Detectors and Associated Equipment 2003,
506, 250–303. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(03)01368-8.

25. Soleti, S.R.; Dwyer, D.; Vallari, Z. DUNE/larnd-sim, 2021. https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.45
82721.

26. Abed Abud, A.; et al. Highly-parallelized simulation of a pixelated LArTPC on a GPU. JINST
2023, 18, P04034, [arXiv:physics.comp-ph/2212.09807]. https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/18
/04/P04034.

27. Fischler, M.A.; Bolles, R.C. Random Sample Consensus: A Paradigm for Model Fitting with
Applications to Image Analysis and Automated Cartography. Commun. ACM 1981, 24, 381–395.
https://doi.org/10.1145/358669.358692.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2108.01902
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/17/01/P01005
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/17/01/P01005
http://arxiv.org/abs/2002.02967
http://arxiv.org/abs/2002.02967
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/15/08/T08008
https://doi.org/10.3390/instruments5040031
https://doi.org/10.3390/instruments4010006
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/13/10/p10007
https://doi.org/10.3390/instruments2010003
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/15/07/c07022
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/15/07/c07022
https://doi.org/10.3390/instruments3020028
https://doi.org/10.3390/instruments3020028
http://arxiv.org/abs/1507.06690
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2015.08.063
http://arxiv.org/abs/1801.08884
https://doi.org/10.3390/instruments4010009
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/13/02/C02008
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/11/02/c02004
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/11/02/c02004
http://arxiv.org/abs/https://doi.org/10.1080/14786440308521076
https://doi.org/10.1080/14786440308521076
https://lar.bnl.gov/properties/
https://lar.bnl.gov/properties/
https://www.hamamatsu.com/resources/pdf/ssd/s13360_series_kapd1052e.pdf
https://www.hamamatsu.com/resources/pdf/ssd/s13360_series_kapd1052e.pdf
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(03)01368-8
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.4582721
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.4582721
http://arxiv.org/abs/2212.09807
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/18/04/P04034
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/18/04/P04034
https://doi.org/10.1145/358669.358692


Version March 6, 2024 submitted to Instruments 47 of 47

28. Adams, C.; Alrashed, M.; An, R.; Anthony, J.; Asaadi, J.; Ashkenazi, A.; Balasubramanian, S.;
Baller, B.; Barnes, C.; Barr, G.; et al. Calibration of the charge and energy loss per unit length of
the MicroBooNE liquid argon time projection chamber using muons and protons. Journal of
Instrumentation 2020, 15, P03022–P03022. https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/15/03/p03022.

29. Bettini, A.; Braggiotti, A.; Casagrande, F.; Casoli, P.; Cennini, P.; Centro, S.; Cheng, M.; Ciocio,
A.; Cittolin, S.; Cline, D.; et al. A study of the factors affecting the electron lifetime in ultra-
pure liquid argon. Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research Section A: Accelerators,
Spectrometers, Detectors and Associated Equipment 1991, 305, 177–186. https://doi.org/https:
//doi.org/10.1016/0168-9002(91)90532-U.

30. Abi, B.; et al. Deep Underground Neutrino Experiment (DUNE), Far Detector Technical
Design Report, Volume IV: Far Detector Single-phase Technology. JINST 2020, 15, T08010,
[arXiv:physics.ins-det/2002.03010]. https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/15/08/T08010.

31. Abratenko, P.; et al. Measurement of space charge effects in the MicroBooNE LArTPC using
cosmic muons. Journal of Instrumentation 2020, 15, P12037–P12037. https://doi.org/10.1088/17
48-0221/15/12/p12037.

32. Abi, B.; et al. First results on ProtoDUNE-SP liquid argon time projection chamber performance
from a beam test at the CERN Neutrino Platform. Journal of Instrumentation 2020, 15, P12004–
P12004. https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/15/12/p12004.

33. T. Skwarnicki, Ph.D Thesis, DESY F31-86-02(1986), Appendix E; M.J. Oreglia, Ph.D Thesis,
SLAC-236(1980), Appendix D; J. E. Gaiser, Ph.D Thesis, SLAC-255(1982), Appendix F.

34. Shibamura, E.; Hitachi, A.; Doke, T.; Takahashi, T.; Kubota, S.; Miyajima, M. Drift velocities of
electrons, saturation characteristics of ionization and W-values for conversion electrons in liquid
argon, liquid argon-gas mixtures and liquid xenon. Nucl. Instrum. Meth. 1975, 131, 249–258.
https://doi.org/10.1016/0029-554X(75)90327-4.

35. Thomas, J.; Imel, D.A. Recombination of electron-ion pairs in liquid argon and liquid xenon.
Phys. Rev. A 1987, 36, 614–616. https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.36.614.

36. Birks, J.B. Scintillations from Organic Crystals: Specific Fluorescence and Relative Response to
Different Radiations. Proc. Phys. Soc. A 1951, 64, 874–877. https://doi.org/10.1088/0370-1298/
64/10/303.

37. Amoruso, S.; et al. Study of electron recombination in liquid argon with the ICARUS TPC. Nucl.
Instrum. Meth. A 2004, 523, 275–286. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2003.11.423.

38. Acciarri, R.; et al. A study of electron recombination using highly ionizing particles in the
ArgoNeuT Liquid Argon TPC. Journal of Instrumentation 2013, 8, P08005–P08005. https:
//doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/8/08/p08005.

39. Doke, T.; Hitachi, A.; Kikuchi, J.; Masuda, K.; Okada, H.; Shibamura, E. Absolute Scintillation
Yields in Liquid Argon and Xenon for Various Particles. Japanese Journal of Applied Physics 2002,
41, 1538. https://doi.org/10.1143/JJAP.41.1538.

40. Abed Abud, A.; et al. Identification and reconstruction of low-energy electrons in the
ProtoDUNE-SP detector. Phys. Rev. D 2023, 107, 092012, [arXiv:hep-ex/2211.01166]. https:
//doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.092012.

41. Foreman, W.; et al. Calorimetry for low-energy electrons using charge and light in liquid argon.
Phys. Rev. D 2020, 101, 012010, [arXiv:physics.ins-det/1909.07920]. https://doi.org/10.1103/
PhysRevD.101.012010.

42. Acciarri, R.; et al. Michel Electron Reconstruction Using Cosmic-Ray Data from the MicroBooNE
LArTPC. JINST 2017, 12, P09014, [arXiv:physics.ins-det/1704.02927]. https://doi.org/10.1088/
1748-0221/12/09/P09014.

43. Groom, D.E.; Mokhov, N.V.; Striganov, S.I. Muon stopping power and range tables 10-MeV to
100-TeV. Atom. Data Nucl. Data Tabl. 2001, 78, 183–356. https://doi.org/10.1006/adnd.2001.086
1.

https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/15/03/p03022
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0168-9002(91)90532-U
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0168-9002(91)90532-U
http://arxiv.org/abs/2002.03010
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/15/08/T08010
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/15/12/p12037
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/15/12/p12037
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/15/12/p12004
https://doi.org/10.1016/0029-554X(75)90327-4
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.36.614
https://doi.org/10.1088/0370-1298/64/10/303
https://doi.org/10.1088/0370-1298/64/10/303
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2003.11.423
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/8/08/p08005
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/8/08/p08005
https://doi.org/10.1143/JJAP.41.1538
http://arxiv.org/abs/2211.01166
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.092012
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.092012
http://arxiv.org/abs/1909.07920
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.012010
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.012010
http://arxiv.org/abs/1704.02927
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/12/09/P09014
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/12/09/P09014
https://doi.org/10.1006/adnd.2001.0861
https://doi.org/10.1006/adnd.2001.0861


Prepared for submission to JINST

Testbeam analysis of biasing structures for irradiated
hybrid pixel detectors

C. M. Buttar𝑎 Y. Gao𝑏 R. González López𝑐 D. Maneuski𝑎 E. Pender𝑏 Q. Qin𝑑 A. G. Rennie
𝑒,1,2 M. Sullivan𝑐 J. T. Taylor𝑐 K. Wraight𝑎
𝑎University of Glasgow
School of Physics and Astronomy, Kelvin Building, University Avenue, Glasgow, G12 8QQ

𝑏University of Edinburgh
School of Physics and Astronomy, James Clerk Maxwell Building, Peter Guthrie Tait Road, Edinburgh,
EH9 3FD

𝑐University of Liverpool
Department of Physics, Oliver Lodge, Oxford Street, Liverpool, L69 7ZE

𝑑University of Manchester
Department of Physics and Astronomy, Schuster Building, Oxford Road, Manchester, M13 9PL

𝑒University of California, Irvine
Department of Physics and Astronomy, 4129 Frederick Reines Hall, Irvine, CA 92697-4575

E-mail: adam.rennie@cern.ch

Abstract: Following the Phase-II upgrade during Long Shutdown (LS3), the LHC aims to reach a
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1 Introduction

For the High Luminosity era of the Large Hadron Collider (HL-LHC), the present ATLAS Inner
Detector will be replaced by a new all-silicon Inner Tracker (ITk) [1, 2] in order to cope with
increased occupancy and radiation. The ITk will consist of a pixel detector closest to the beamline
and a strip detector for the outer section. This will provide coverage for charged particle reconstruc-
tion up to |𝜂 | < 4. The ATLAS upgrade physics programme drives the design and performance
requirements of the pixel detector. The demand for high precision, radiation hard, rapid readout
pixel modules has required the design of a new front-end readout chip and sensor architecture to
meet the performance requirements necessary for the HL-LHC environment.

The pixel detector will consist of five barrel layers in the central region, and a number of ring-
shaped layers in the forward region, leading to a total active area of around 13 m2. The innermost
two layers of the ITk pixel detector [3] — the inner system — will experience the highest total
ionising dose and so will feature 3D silicon sensors, which have heightened radiation hardness.
The inner system is designed to be replaced after 2000 fb−1. All remaining layers — the outer
system — will be based on planar silicon sensors with thickness 150 µm. Novel front-end ASICs,
implemented in 65 nm technology, are connected to the silicon sensors using bump-bonding to
form a bare modules. This is then glued and wire-bonded to a flexible printed circuit board (PCB).
The off-detector readout electronics will be implemented in the framework of the general ATLAS
trigger and DAQ system with a readout rate of up to 5 Gb/s per data link for the innermost layers.

The outer system is expected to experience a fluence up to 5 × 1015 𝑛eq cm−2 and a total ionising
dose of 5 MGy.

Testbeam measurements are vital to study, understand, and verify the performance of the
new readout chips and sensor technologies. This paper summarises several testbeam campaigns
undertaken for several R&D sensors developed by the ATLAS UK ITk community. Different
biasing structures, readout modes, and pixel module operation parameters such as the bias voltage
and threshold are studied in detail using irradiated devices in order to mimic the effects of LHC
operation on the detector modules.

2 Devices under test

The devices under test (DUTs) are hybrid pixel modules, each including a passive high resistivity
silicon sensor (n-in-p) and a front-end readout chip combined by flip-chip bump-bonding, and a
flexible PCB. In this paper, prototype modules with different silicon sensor designs, together with a
prototype front-end readout chip, the RD53A [4], are characterised. The sensors were manufactured
by Micron Semiconductor Ltd.

The DUTs presented here were all irradiated at the Karlsruher Institut für Technologie (KIT)
to 3.4× 1015 𝑛eq cm−2 using 25 MeV protons extracted from the Karlsruhe Kompakt Zyklotron [5].

Devices made from two different planar silicon 𝑛-in-𝑝 sensors are presented. Both sensors
have the same pixel pitch (50 × 50 µm2) and thickness (150 µm), but are differentiated by punch-
through bias (PTB) structure. Once in operation, the PTB structure is inactive. However, it serves
a vital role in the production of the pixel modules in allowing for electrical testing of the sensor
ahead of bump-bonding. Being able to measure the sensor 𝐼𝑉 curve before assembling a complete
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(a) 50 × 50 µm2 sensor without
any biasing structure.

(b) 50× 50 µm2 sensor with bias
rail at the centre of the boundary
between pixels.

(c) 50× 50 µm2 sensor with bias
rail moved closer to the pixel im-
plant. This is the zigzag PTB
configuration.

Figure 1: Possible biasing structures for a pixel detector sensor [6].

module can help keep the final module yields at higher levels than if this testing is restricted to
fully assembled modules. Although beneficial in production, the PTB structure can also reduce
charge collection efficiency of the sensor. In spite of this, the removal of these biasing structures
is heavily disfavoured. In the measurements presented here, one device — referred to as DUT-A
— has no PTB structure, whilst the other device — referred to as DUT-B — has a zigzag PTB
structure variation, expected to reduce the loss of charge collection. These structures are shown in
Figure 1.

The final production front-end chip for the ITk pixel system — the ITkPix — will have
400 × 384 pixels over an area of 20.1 × 21.6 mm2. This will provide the resolution required
throughout the ITk for precision track reconstruction. The ASIC will be a radiation hard CMOS
chip with output data compression for the high radiation dose and data output requirements of the
inner detector.

For the R&D phase, a first large-scale prototype chip, the RD53A [4], was produced in 65 nm
CMOS technology by TSMC. RD53A is the basis for production designs for the ATLAS and CMS
pixel detector upgrades for the HL-LHC era. The RD53A chip contains 400 × 192 pixels over
an area of 20.1 × 11.6 mm2, half the area of the ITkPix. The RD53A chip has been designed to
meet the radiation tolerance of 5 MGy, thinned to 150 µm. Three different analogue front-ends —
linear, differential and synchronous — have been designed and implemented in the chip. Detailed
evaluation programmes have been carried out in both ATLAS and CMS experiments for all three
front-ends to select the most suitable design for their respective operation requirements.

3 Testbeam facilities and detector setup

Testbeam facilities The testbeam campaigns considered in this paper were carried out at two
facilities: the SPS testbeam facility at CERN and the DESY testbeam facility in Hamburg. The
CERN SPS testbeam facility, shown in Figure 2a, is built around the SPS beamline [7] and supplies a
beam of 120 GeV pions from converted protons. The DESY testbeam facility, shown in Figure 2b, is

– 3 –



built around DESY-II electron-positron synchrotron and supplies a beam of 1–6 GeV electrons from
converted bremsstrahlung radiation. Both testbeam facilities house an EUDET-type [8] telescope
providing identical apparatus at both sites, facilitating equivalent data reconstruction and analysis.
Data was taken using the BDAQ readout system [9].

(a) Schematic of the CERN SPS testbeam facility [7].

(b) Schematic of the DESY testbeam facility [10].

Figure 2: Testbeam facilities used to make measurements of device efficiency.

The difference between the two sites comes from the beam supplied. The nature of the beam
must be considered in the analysis due to the effect of multiple scattering, which occurs due to
the Coulomb forces between the atoms in the detector material and the charged particles in the
beam. This effect is larger at lower beam-momentum and contributes to the uncertainty on the track
resolution.

Telescope setup An EUDET-type beam telescope, with a setup equivalent to that shown in
Figure 3, is used to measure the track of a charged beam through the DUT.

The telescope contains six MIMOSA-26 [11] devices which are based on monolithic active
pixel sensor technology with binary readout. These pixel modules have high spatial resolution
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Figure 3: Telescope configuration at a DESY testbeam campaign. The DUT is placed between
three upstream and three downstream MIMOSA-26 devices with high spatial resolution. Timing
information is provided by an FE-I4 device fixed at the end of the telescope.

which translates into a high resolution on reconstructed tracks. Each device covers an area of
21.5 × 13.7 mm2 and has 576 × 1152 pixels with a pitch of 18.4 × 18.4 µm2 and a thickness
of 50 µm, reducing the effect of multiple scattering. The MIMOSA-26 devices are operated in
rolling shutter readout mode with an integration time of around 115.2 µs. This corresponds to a
readout rate of around 8 kHz, much slower than the 40 MHz DUT readout rate [12]. This means
that for a given event read from a DUT, corresponding to a single trigger, there may be several
tracks reconstructed in the telescope planes, corresponding to several triggers. Removing these
out-of-time contributions from the analysis is essential to measuring the DUT efficiency. For this
reason, an additional timing reference plane is placed at the end of the telescope. This timing plane
is an FE-I4 pixel module [13], with the same readout rate as the DUT. Reconstructed tracks to be
used for the analysis of the DUT are then required to have an associated hit in the timing plane.

Data acquisition The telescope uses dedicated trigger hardware called the trigger logic unit (TLU).
The TLU receives a signal from two scintillators placed either side of the telescope and generates
triggers which it distributes to the DUT, telescope planes, and timing reference. Each trigger is
uniquely timestamped, within a resolution of 1.5 ns [14], enabling the synchronisation of hits across
all planes. In addition, the DUT may respond to the TLU to indicate that it is busy, ensuring that no
trigger signal is lost during the integration time. The EUDAQ software, used in conjunction with the
the TLU, merges individual data streams into one and saves in histogram format for reconstruction.

Testbeam campaigns Data was taken in October 2018 and December 2018 at the CERN SPS
and DESY facilities, respectively. Table 1 lists the testbeam campaigns and DUTs present for each.
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Table 1: DUT and operating parameters for each testbeam campaign.

Campaign Beam DUT (FE) PTB Bias voltage (V) Threshold ( e− )

CERN Oct. 2018 120 GeV pions DUT-A (lin) none 600 1200, 1600
DUT-A (diff) 600 1160, 1680, 2140

DESY Dec. 2018 1–6 GeV electrons DUT-A (lin) none 200, 400, 600 1027, 1200
DUT-B (lin) zigzag 100, 200, 300, 400, 500, 600 870, 1010, 1120

Raw data taking

Reconstruction
with EUTelescope
using HTCondor

Analysis with
TBmon2 using
HTCondor

Failed runs?

Gather pro-
cessed data into
JSON format

Plot results

Debug problem runsDebug problem runs

Reco.Ana.

No

Figure 4: Flowchart showing the workflow for the results presented here, from the raw data-taking
to final analysis of the reconstructed data.

4 Reconstruction and analysis

The workflow for the results presented here is summarised in Figure 4. The description of each
stage in that workflow is given below.

4.1 Reconstruction: EUTelescope

Reconstruction of the testbeam data was carried out using EUTelescope [15], a modular framework
widely used for particle trajectory reconstruction in data recorded with beam telescopes. The
framework converts the raw data, as registered by the DAQ system, into a standardised data format
— LCIO (Linear Collider Input/Output [16]) — with which clusters of hit pixels can be built and
assigned to particle tracks.

EUTelescope uses the GEAR (GEometry API for Reconstruction [17]) framework for the geo-
metric description of the framework. The testbeam setup (positions, alignment, detector geometry,
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sensor layout, etc.) is described by an XML file which is read by the analysis framework to allow for
transformations of hit positions from a local frame of reference to the telescope (global) reference
frame.

Data conversion and noisy pixel detection The data recorded by the testbeam DAQ system needs
to be converted from its original custom format into the standard LCIO format using EUDAQ [18].
LCIO data is event-based, containing an arbitrary amount of collections per triggered event. These
collections can contain (hit) pixel indices, clustered pixels, and derived hits as the analysis moves
along the reconstruction workflow.

Once the raw data has been converted into the LCIO format, one of EUTelescope processors,
EUTelNoisyPixelFinder, can be applied. This uses the firing frequency (occupancy) of the pixels to
determine whether a given pixel should be labelled as noisy. Pixels with firing frequency exceeding
0.1% in the case of DUTs and 0.5% in the case of the MIMOSA-26 planes are identified and
removed from subsequent data analysis.

Clustering Neighbouring hit pixels belonging to the same LCIO collection are grouped and stored
in a new cluster collection. Taking the masks created in the previous step, clusters containing at
least one noisy pixel are tagged as noisy. Figure 5 shows typical distributions of total cluster charge
in the form of time over threshold (ToT). The cluster charge is the sum of the charges of hit pixels
forming the cluster. Also shown in the figure is the cluster size — the number of hit pixels forming
a cluster.
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Figure 5: Example run taken during DESY December 2018 testbeam with device DUT-B, 𝑉bias =

600 V, and FE threshold of 1000 e− ; (a) Cluster ToT in units of the beam crossing (25 ns). The
exponential fall at low ToT originates from background noise. The gaussian-like peak around bin
10 represents the signal, and the spike at bin 15 from overflow stemming from noisy pixels, which
are removed later in the reconstruction. (b) Cluster size in number of pixels.

Hitmaker and pre-alignment Using the cluster collections obtained in the previous step, hit
positions in the local frame of reference are defined as the centre of the cluster coordinate, calculated
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as the charge-weighted centre of the position of the hits forming the cluster:

𝑥 =
1
𝑄

𝑁∑︁
𝑖=0

𝑥𝑖𝑞𝑖 , (4.1)

where 𝑥𝑖 is the position of the 𝑖th pixel in the cluster, 𝑞𝑖 the charge in that pixel and 𝑄 the sum
of all charges collected by all pixels in the cluster. The position is calculated in the 𝑥 and 𝑦 axes
independently and stored in a new LCIO collection.

The hit positions are translated from the local frame of reference for each plane to a global frame
by rotating and shifting the local coordinates by the angles and global positions registered when
performing data-taking (i.e. rotation and position of each plane and DUT in the testbeam). These
values are provided by the GEAR file. Once the hits are provided in a global frame of reference,
the positions of those hits registered in the first sensor are propagated to all sensors, calculating
the difference between the propagated value and the registered hit in each sensor, referred to as
residuals. These residuals are registered in one and two-dimensional histograms, taking the bins
with highest counts as the pre-alignment factors, representing a rough estimate of the shift of the
planes in 𝑥 and 𝑦 direction. These pre-alignment values are then written to a new GEAR file to be
used in subsequent steps. Examples of correlations of the hit positions in 𝑥 and 𝑦 between hits in
the DUT and a beam telescope plane are shown in Figure 6, where (c) shows the single dimension
projection of (a) and (b) overlaid. The distance of the peak of each projection from the origin
represents the displacement of the DUT from its optimum position relative to the telescope planes.
This value is used to align plains.

Alignment In this step, updated global hits based on the corrected pre-aligned GEAR file are
used to determine precise alignment of the telescope and DUT planes, using track finding and
aligning algorithms based on General Broken Lines (GBL) track model [19]. In this model, the
beam telescope, consisting of six planes, is divided into two groups – the upstream and downstream
triplets. Within each triplet, a straight line (doublet) is calculated joining the first and last hits.
Doublets that have slopes inconsistent with the beam direction are excluded to suppress false
combinations. The threshold is given by user-defined cuts. The distance between the doublet and
the hit in the middle sensor must also be within a user-defined range for the triplet to be considered
valid. Both upstream and downstream triplets are then extrapolated to the centre of the beam
telescope. The extrapolated position of these two triplets must be matched within a user-defined
distance to be joined together as a track. Once the fitted line from each arm of telescope is matched
the track is defined.

The alignment process is repeated 3 times per run, using a partial number of events to retrieve
and estimate the values of the cuts to be used by GBL. As the alignment process is iterated, cut values
are reduced, initially set high for a first estimate of the cut values, then optimised by performing a
gaussian fit on the distribution of the distances and slopes previously explained.

Track fitting The final reconstruction step consists of a track fit using the six hits of the telescope
planes associated to each track found in the previous step passing all required cuts. The tracks are
output to a ROOT 𝑛-tuple so that they may be used for subsequent analysis. The resulting residuals
for the hits in DUT in 𝑥 and 𝑦, defined as the difference between the reconstructed cluster position
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Figure 6: Correlations and residuals between DUT and adjacent telescope plane.

and the extrapolated values from the fitted track are shown in Figure 7. Both distributions are
centred around zero, which shows good alignment with no systematic offset. The RMS of each
distribution corresponds to the expected resolutions of the pixel pitches in each dimension. The
𝜒2 per degree of freedom distribution for the track fit peaks at low values and has a smooth tail,
implying that the telescope is well aligned over the run.
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Figure 7: Residual distributions after the track fitting.
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4.2 Analysis: TBmon2

The output files produced following reconstruction in EUTelescope are then analysed using TB-
mon2 [20], a testbeam analysis software package. The framework uses a core processor to read all
relevant inputs, such as data paths and DUT geometry files, and then executes data pre-processing
and different analyses. These analyses can be individually configured in dedicated configuration
files with corresponding DUT specifications. Central configuration parameters, such as selection
of fiducial regions and track quality criteria, are set by the user.

The pre-processing module first finds tracks that pass a set of basic quality criteria and are
matched to at least one hit in the timing reference plane. When two DUTs are placed within
the telescope planes, either one of the DUTs can serve as the timing reference plane to minimise
potential timing difference between RD53A and FE-I4 devices. To mitigate multiple scattering
effect when propagating tracks from the DUT plane to the reference plane, a radius matching
requirement is applied on hits from both devices. The maximum distance between hits in each axis
in the transverse plane is specified in the configuration file and is commonly set to half of the pitch
of the DUT in that direction.

Once the pre-processing is complete, different analysis modules can be executed to study the
performance of the DUT. In this paper, we focus on the pixel hit efficiency, defined as the ratio of
the number of tracks with matching hits in the DUT to the total number of telescope tracks:

𝜖 =
𝑛matched tracks
𝑛total tracks

. (4.2)

This quantity is one of the most important figure of merit to qualify sensor designs. During the
ATLAS ITk Pixel Sensor Market Survey [3], devices achieving global efficiencies above 98.5% or
97% in the case of unirradiated or irradiated modules, respectively, were considered to have met
the production requirements.

All tracks passing the quality selection criteria applied in the pre-processing are included in the
total number of tracks. Hit-to-track matching criteria is specified by maximum matching distance
in the 𝑥 − 𝑦 plane between the extrapolated position in the DUT plane from the telescope tracks and
the reconstructed pixel hit position in the DUT. The maximum threshold in each axis, 𝑥 or 𝑦, is set
to be twice the pitch size in the given axis of the DUT and specified in the configuration file.

In addition to the overall pixel efficiency, more detailed studies are also carried out to charac-
terise the pixel hit efficiency dependence on position within the pixel matrix:

• Pixel hit maps: the efficiency is computed on a pixel-by-pixel basis by considering all hits
and tracks which pass through that pixel. The outputs of this analysis are efficiency maps
such as that shown in Figure 8a, where the efficiency is only computed for the front-end under
study (columns 65-130).

• In-pixel efficiency: this analysis provides an in-depth look at the efficiency patterns that may
arise due to different structures present in the device at a sub-pixel level, such as punch-
through bias dots. The ability to make such a measurement is only possible as a result of the
high resolution of the MIMOSA-26 sensors in the telescope in comparison to the DUTs. In
order to analyse the efficiency in such a granular manner, a large number of hits per pixel
are required. To achieve this, and avoid the need for extremely long data-taking runs, the

– 10 –



full pixel matrix is divided into blocks containing 4 × 4 pixels each, leading to a total block
area of 200 × 200 µm2, with each block across the whole pixel matrix then overlaid on top
of one another to provide averaged information from across the whole sensor. The resulting
efficiency maps are shown in Figure 8b, where it is possible to distinguish efficiency drops
between pixels corresponding to the presence of a punch-through bias dot, which is at the
same potential as the charge collection electrode and tends to collect the electrons around
it rather than the pixels themselves. A fiducial area can be calculated by masking pixels in
the region affected by the punch-through dots, providing a fiducial efficiency as well as the
overall efficiency.
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Figure 8: Example run during the December 2018 testbeam campaign (Batch 1, DUT-B, 𝑉bias =

600 V, threshold = 1000 e− ).
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5 Results

Presented in the following sections are results of the final analysis for both testbeam campaigns, as
well as a combined set of results comparing devices across campaigns. The criteria later adopted by
the ATLAS planar sensor market survey required that devices irradiated to 2 × 1015 𝑛eq cm−2 achieve
97% efficiency at a bias voltage of 𝑉bias = 400 V and that devices irradiated to 5 × 1015 𝑛eq cm−2

achieve 97% efficiency at a bias voltage of 𝑉bias = 600 V. Where possible, devices are evaluated
in reference to the former criterion. This represents a conservative comparison in that the results
presented here are for devices irradiated to 3.4 × 1015 𝑛eq cm−2 — almost double the fluence stipu-
lated for that set of operating parameters. Efficiency values are also evaluated for various other sets
of parameters. The statistical uncertainties on the results shown here are too small to be visible on
the plots, so are omitted.

5.1 October 2018 testbeam

In this campaign, device DUT-A was characterised using both linear and differential front-ends. It
contains no punch-through biasing structure.

Figure 9 shows the overall efficiency as a function of the threshold for the differential and
linear FEs, at a 𝑉bias = 600 V. The highest efficiency of 𝜀 = 99.47% is observed with a threshold
of 1158 e− for the linear FE, and 𝜀 = 99.05% for the differential FE at a threshold of 1200 e− .
Increasing the threshold beyond this point, the devices using both of the FEs exhibit a degradation
in efficiency. This can be attributed to the loss of signal.

Figure 9: Evolution of the efficiency (as defined in Section 4.1), as a function of threshold, in the
October 2018 testbeam for both front-ends at 𝑉bias = 600 V.

Figure 10 shows the in-pixel efficiency maps for the linear FEs at different thresholds. At the
optimum threshold, the efficiency exhibits near-uniform distribution across the sensor. At higher
threshold settings, efficiencies are reduced close to the pixel corner boundaries as a result of charge-
sharing. Figure 11 shows the in-pixel efficiency maps for the differential FEs at different thresholds.
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It can be seen that the device efficiency drops as the threshold is raised beyond the efficiency plateau
such that signal is being cut away.

(a) threshold = 1158 e− (b) threshold = 1675 e−

(c) threshold = 2136 e−

Figure 10: In-pixel efficiency maps, as defined in Section 4.2, for device DUT-A (linear FE) with
𝑉bias = 600 V.
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(a) threshold = 1200 e− (b) threshold = 1600 e−

Figure 11: In-pixel efficiency maps for device DUT-A (differential FE) with 𝑉bias = 600 V.
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5.2 December 2018 testbeam

In this campaign, both devices DUT-A and DUT-B were characterised using the linear front-end.
DUT-A contains no PTB structure, whilst DUT-B uses the zigzag PTB structure.

Figure 12 shows the overall efficiency as a function of the 𝑉bias for both DUTs. Both devices
behave as expected, with efficiency increasing as 𝑉bias increases before reaching a plateau. The
efficiency reaches plateau at 𝑉bias = 300 V and 𝑉bias = 400 V for device DUT-B and DUT-A,
respectively. Figure 13 shows the overall efficiency as a function of the threshold for both DUTs. The
highest efficiency achieved for device DUT-B, 𝜀 = 98.70%, is observed with threshold = 1013 e−

at 𝑉bias = 600 V. An efficiency of 𝜀 = 99.55% is reached for DUT-A at threshold = 1027 e− at
𝑉bias = 600 V. At 𝑉bias = 400 V, both devices exceed the 97% efficiency criterion. Device DUT-B
reaches the desired efficiency when using a threshold above 1000 e− . For device DUT-A, the
desired efficiency is reached for all threshold points with 𝑉bias ≥ 400 V.

Figure 12: Evolution of the efficiency as a function of bias voltage during the December 2018
testbeam with threshold = 1200 e− (DUT-B) and threshold = 1027 e− (DUT-A). Both devices
are using the linear front-end.

Figure 14 shows the in-pixel efficiency maps for device DUT-B at different 𝑉bias points, with
a threshold of 1200 e− . Here, the efficiency of the device increases as 𝑉bias is increased. Despite
reaching near-perfect efficiency across the majority of the sensor, the regions around the punch-
through dots retain their lower efficiency. Figure 15 shows the in-pixel efficiency maps for the
same device at different threshold points and 𝑉bias = 600 V. Here, the efficiency of the device
increases as the threshold is increased, until the efficiency reaches a plateau at the higher threshold
values. Beyond this, an increase in the threshold begins to remove signal hits, to the detriment of
the device efficiency. As with the 𝑉bias scan, the regions around the punch-through dots have a
persistently lower efficiency than the other areas on the sensor, which reach near-perfect efficiency.
Figure 16 shows the in-pixel efficiency maps for device DUT-A at different 𝑉bias points, with a
threshold of 1027 e− . Here, the efficiency of the device increases as the threshold is increased.
Despite reaching near-perfect efficiency across the majority of the sensor at higher threshold values,
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Figure 13: Evolution of the efficiency as a function of threshold during the December 2018 testbeam
for both devices, using the linear front-end.

the regions around the pixel corners exhibit lower efficiency at lower threshold as a result of
charge-sharing.
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(a) 𝑉bias = 100 V (b) 𝑉bias = 200 V

(c) 𝑉bias = 300 V (d) 𝑉bias = 400 V

(e) 𝑉bias = 500 V (f) 𝑉bias = 600 V

Figure 14: In-pixel efficiency maps, as defined in Section 4.2, for device DUT-B (linear FE) with
a threshold of 1200 e− .
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(a) threshold = 900 e− (b) threshold = 1000 e−

(c) threshold = 1200 e−

Figure 15: In-pixel efficiency maps, as defined in Section 4.2, for device DUT-B (linear FE) with
𝑉bias = 600 V
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(a) 𝑉bias = 200 V (b) 𝑉bias = 400 V

(c) 𝑉bias = 600 V

Figure 16: In-pixel efficiency maps, as defined in Section 4.2, for device DUT-A (linear FE) with
threshold = 1027 e− .
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5.3 Cross-testbeam comparisons

Comparisons are performed between the October 2018 and December 2018 testbeams where the
same devices were tested during both campaigns. Where overlapping operating parameters are
present, bias and threshold scans are combined and summarised.

Figure 17 shows the overall efficiency as a function of the threshold for all devices under test at
both October and December testbeam campaigns, selecting runs with 𝑉bias = 600 V. The efficiency
generally increases when increasing the threshold to above 1000 e− , at which point the effect of
noise is reduced. Once the threshold reaches an optimal working point, efficiency will decrease
as the threshold is increased further, as signal loss begins to occur. For all devices under test, the
desired 97% efficiency is surpassed for optimal operation thresholds.

Figure 17: Overal pixel efficiency as a function of threshold for both October and December
testbeam campaigns, selecting runs with 𝑉bias = 600 V.

Figure 18 shows the overall efficiency as a function of 𝑉bias for both testbeam campaigns,
selecting runs with FE threshold of th = 1200 e− . As discussed in Section 5.2, a turn-on curve
is observed for device DUT-B (lin). The required efficiency is observed for all devices with
𝑉bias ≥ 400 V.

6 Conclusions

Hybrid pixel detectors consisting of a planar silicon sensor bump-bonded to an RD53A readout chip
have been characterised by the analysis of reconstructed testbeam data. Measurements were made
using an EUDET-like beam telescope over two testbeam campaigns at the CERN SPS and DESY
testbeam facilities in October 2018 and December 2018, respectively. Two devices were measured,
with and without punch-through biasing structures, and using both linear and differential readout
modes. Both devices used sensors with pixel pitch 50× 50 µm2, thickness of 150 µm and irradiated
to 3.4 × 1015 𝑛eq cm−2.

A range of 𝑉bias and threshold scans were performed on the devices, with each device required
to surpass 97% efficiency at 𝑉bias = 400 V.

– 20 –



Figure 18: Overall efficiency as a function of 𝑉bias comparing data from both testbeam campaigns,
selecting the runs with FE threshold of th = 1200 e− .

Across devices, the efficiency is observed to increase as the 𝑉bias or threshold is increased until
reaching an efficiency plateau. When the threshold is increased further, it is seen to reduce the
device efficiency as signal hits begin to be cut away.

Devices which feature a punch-though bias structure are seen to reach an efficiency plateau
at lower 𝑉bias and threshold than those with no such structure. The efficiency at the plateau is
also observed to be lower than the device with no biasing structure. In-pixel efficiency maps show
regions of low efficiency around the punch-through dots on the device with the biasing structure.

At 𝑉bias = 600 V, the highest global efficiency was observed on device DUT-A, using the
linear front-end with no punch-through biasing structure, at 99.6% efficiency, at a threshold of
threshold = 1158 e− . At the same 𝑉bias, threshold, and operating mode, device DUT-B with a
punch-through bias structure was observed to have a global efficiency of 98.4% and an efficiency
of 99.5% in the fiducial area which masks out the regions contaminated by the biasing structure.

Although the biasing structure is seen to have a detrimental effect on the efficiency of the
sensor, devices both with and without this feature comfortably surpass the 97% efficiency criteria.
As such, the benefits provided by these biasing structures for production of modules is considered
to outweigh the slight drop in efficiency which does not impact the ability of the device to pass QC
criteria.

Device DUT-A was observed to achieve greater efficiency using the linear front-end than when
using the differential front-end. At 𝑉bias = 600 V and a threshold of around 1200 e− , the linear
front-end produced a global efficiency of 99.6% whilst the differential front-end produced a global
efficiency of 99.2%. In addition to this, the efficiency of the differential front-end was observed
to fall off more quickly as the threshold was raised. At 𝑉bias = 600 V and a threshold of around
1600 e− , the linear front-end produced a global efficiency of 97.1% whilst the differential front-
end produced a global efficiency of 93.6%. In the absence of thresholds below around 1200 e−

to make comparisons with, and given that the differential front-end is expected to be capable of
operating at lower threshold than the linear front-end, it is reasonable to suggest that the efficiency
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of the differential front-end simply peaks at lower threshold than the linear front-end and would be
expected to outperform the linear front-end at these lower thresholds.
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Abstract: TRopIcal 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 × 4 SiPM (Hamamatsu S13360-3050PE) array
(12 × 12 mm2) 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.

Keywords: Neutrino detectors; Photon detectors for UV, visible and IR photons (solid-state);
Front-end electronics for detector readout; Analogue electronic circuits
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1 Introduction

High-energy neutrinos from astrophysical sources, due to their small weak interaction cross section,
can travel almost undisturbedly to Earth and directly point back to their sources. TRopIcal DEep-sea
Neutrino Telescope (TRIDENT) is a next-generation neutrino telescope planned to be constructed
in the South China Sea [1]. As a prospective development direction, neutrino telescopes require
improved angular resolution to more precisely detect and locate astrophysical neutrino sources [2].
Improving angular resolution can be achieved with superior time resolution for neutrino telescopes
since they reconstruct neutrinos’ information by detecting the Cherenkov light produced by sec-
ondary charged particles generated after weak interactions. However, photomultiplier tubes (PMTs),
commonly employed as photodetectors in neutrino telescopes, typically have a transit time (TT)
on the order of tens of nanoseconds and the transit time spread (TTS) at the nanosecond level.
To enhance time resolution, TRIDENT is currently exploring the feasibility of incorporating fast-
response silicon photomultipliers (SiPMs), into its detection units, namely hybrid Optical Digital
Modules (hDOMs) [3, 4]. SiPM, with a sub-nanosecond single photon time resolution (SPTR), is a
solid-state semiconductor photodetector composed of thousands of micro cells capable of detecting
single photons [5, 6]. With its compact size, ease of integration, and low operating voltage, SiPM is
increasingly being employed in the field of single-photon detection, such as time-of-flight positron
emission tomography (TOF-PET) and calorimeters [7, 8].

TRIDENT plans to construct about 1200 strings following a Penrose tiling distribution with
a horizontal distance between two adjacent strings of 70 m or 110 m, and each string contains 20
hDOMs with a vertical distance between two hDOMs of 30 m [1]. hDOM can only receive a few
photons with the photon number mostly at the single-photon level because Cherenkov light has a
low light yield and attenuates significantly in seawater over long distances. To improve detection
efficiency, the hDOM intends to comprise 24 SiPM arrays in addition to 31 PMTs, where PMTs
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have a large photon collection area and SiPM arrays exhibit high-precision time resolution [3]. The
SiPM array is aimed at achieving a detection area on the order of square centimeters and a SPTR
at the order of hundreds of picoseconds to enhance the effective area and time resolution of hDOM
and improve the angular resolution of the neutrino telescope.

The requirements of hDOM for SiPMs are unique, namely focusing on the single photon time
resolution in large detection areas. SiPMs are usually coupled with scintillators to construct energy
calorimeters for energy measurements in numerous particle physics experiments, which primarily
rely on the charge resolution performance of SiPMs with relatively lower demands on the time
resolution [8]. Compared to commonly used scintillators that generate plenty of photons, the
number of Cherenkov photons is very small and the Cherenkov light yield is typically only one
percent of scintillators. In addition, increasing the detection area cannot be achieved mainly by
increasing the number of readout channels, because that would require hundreds or thousands of
channels in one hDOM, posing significant challenges in terms of space, power consumption, data
transmission bandwidth, and other factors. As a result, SiPM requires a large detection area on one
readout channel and performs time measurements at the single-photon level.

However, the increased area will seriously affect the time resolution of SiPMs due to the increase
in parasitic capacitance. For instance, a typical SPTR full width at half maximum (FWHM) result
for a SiPM with a size of 1 × 1 mm2 is approximately 80 ps, whereas this value for a size of
3×3 mm2 can be around 180 ps [9]. Moreover, there are presently rare instances that have achieved
the SPTR in the order of hundreds of picoseconds for large-area SiPMs at the square centimeter
scale. As a result, currently, there are few examples where SiPMs are utilized for single photon
time measurements, particularly in the context of large-area SiPM arrays. Furthermore, due to the
large number of hDOMs in TRIDENT, it is essential to minimize the power consumption of hDOM,
which poses a requirement for low power consumption in front-end readout electronics.

Focusing on high-precision time measurements based on large-area SiPM arrays, we analyze
the existing challenges and propose an overall front-end readout scheme in section 2. In section 3,
we propose the design of the front-end readout electronics for the SiPM array, including the pre-
amplifier design scheme and the construction of large-area SiPM arrays. Additionally, we present
the experimental setup and results of the SPTR measurements in section 4.

2 SiPM array front-end readout scheme

As mentioned in section 1, the primary challenge in the front-end readout of the SiPM array is
maintaining its high-precision time measurement capability while constructing large-area SiPM
array in one readout channel, which mainly involves the following inspects [4]. Initially, the pre-
amplifier is required to have not only low noise and low power consumption but also a sufficiently
high bandwidth to handle the high-speed leading edge signals from the SiPM, where the SiPM
(Hamamatsu S13360-3050PE) exhibits a rapid rise time at around 1 ns [10]. The rise time and
signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) of the waveform will directly influence the uncertainty of the time
measurement results, as the timing scheme for SiPM arrays in hDOM involves a leading edge
threshold trigger method [11]. Furthermore, to increase the detection area on one channel, it
is necessary to combine multiple SiPMs with a size of such as 3 × 3 mm2 to a pre-amplifier,
because it is improper to config one amplifier to each SiPM under the compact space and limited
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power consumption constraints of hDOM. However, connecting SiPMs in parallel increases the
total capacitance, leading to a reduction in signal amplitude, an increase in the rise time and fall
time of the waveform, and ultimately a decrease in the SNR [12]. This is also the reason why
directly choosing large-area SiPMs is not feasible, as SiPMs themselves are constructed with cells
in parallel. Moreover, for the series connection scheme, the main issue is the variation in signal
path lengths among each SiPM in the series, leading to time deviations that finally contribute to the
total SPTR. For example, for the S13360-3050PE with an overall size of about 4 mm, this could
lead to a time deviation of 20 ps between the signals of two SiPMs in series on the print circuit
board (PCB). Therefore, constructing a large-area SiPM array involves a combination of series
and parallel connection [13]. Additionally, the outputs of multiple series-parallel channels can be
summed to further expand the detection area on one readout channel.

The front-end readout electronics design for the SiPM array includes three aspects that are
detailed in section 3: high-bandwidth, low-noise and low-power pre-amplifier design; series-parallel
combination array design; and multi-channel analog summing circuit design.

3 Front-end readout electronics design

3.1 Pre-amplifier design

The primary requirements for pre-amplifiers in the SiPM front-end readout of hDOM are high
bandwidth, low noise, and low power consumption. For a rapid rise time of 1 ns corresponding to
a bandwidth of 350 MHz, some commonly used front-end amplification schemes for photodiodes,
such as transimpedance amplifiers (TIA), are not optimal for these requirements because their
bandwidth is limited and the power consumption of a high-speed operational amplifier is high.
However, compared to operational amplifiers, radio frequency (RF) amplifiers generally offer a
high bandwidth, making them suitable for the readout of high-speed signals. Additionally, there
are some techniques for reducing the effective capacitance of the detector, such as the bootstrap
transimpedance amplifiers that apply bootstrapping to maintain zero AC voltage on the detector’s
capacitor and thereby reduce the input capacitance of TIA [14]. The amplifier-based bootstrap
designs may introduce stability and power consumption issues, whereas some transformer-based
bootstrap schemes can be more suitable for our requirements [15, 16].

Therefore, we design a high-speed pre-amplifier suitable for SiPMs readout in time measure-
ments, as illustrated in figure 1. The pre-amplifier is designed based on a BGA2803 RF amplifier,
which not only offers a bandwidth of approximately 2 GHz, a gain of 23.5 dB, and a noise fig-
ure of 3.6 dB but also features low power consumption with each channel consuming less than
20 mW [17, 18]. The balun transformer (MABA-007159) has a turn ratio of 1:1 and an impedance
of 50 Ω matching the input impedance of the RF amplifier [19]. The balanced side of the balun
transformer is used for inputting the signal from the SiPM, and the unbalanced side is used to output
the converted voltage signal to the RF amplifier. The differential configuration at the balanced end
of the balun transformer helps reduce the common-mode noise on the SiPM.

In order to directly demonstrate the effect of the transformer, we measure the waveforms under
configurations with and without the transformer. In the configuration without the transformer, the
SiPM (S13360-3050PE) is grounded through a 50 Ω resistor, and the voltage signal on this resistor
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Figure 1. Schematic of the pre-amplifier circuit for SiPMs. These capacitors are used for AC coupling such
as isolating the DC level of the RF amplifier.

is subsequently amplified by the RF amplifier. The root mean square (RMS) value of the amplified
signal’s baseline noise without the transformer is about 0.7 mV, while this value reduces to around
0.3 mV for the configuration equipped with the transformer and the signal amplitude remains about
the same.

3.2 Series-parallel combination design

In order to increase the detection area and alleviate the pressure on the number of channels,
power consumption, and space limitation in hDOM, several SiPMs are required to connect to
one pre-amplifier. For the commonly used parallel connection scheme, the main disadvantage is
that the increased capacitance will decrease the signal’s amplitude and increase the rise and fall
time. But the series connection can partially mitigate these effects because it possesses a function
similar to high-pass filtering to reduce the signal’s rise and fall time. Therefore, the series-parallel
combination design scheme is illustrated in figure 2. In the series connection, it is necessary to
design a voltage divider for each individual SiPM, and a commonly used method is using voltage
divider resistors. The series-parallel combination SiPM array is subsequently connected with the
pre-amplifier, replacing the single SiPM in figure 1.

There exist two primary factors influencing the timing performance in this design. Firstly,
as mentioned in section 2, the series connection introduces differences in signal path lengths. In
a series, the pulsed current signal from one SiPM must pass through others, resulting in fixed
deviations in the path lengths from different SiPMs to the pre-amplifier. For S13360-3050PE, the
deviation is about 4 mm for each SiPM, resulting in a fixed time deviation of about 20 ps, which
directly contributes to the uncertainty in the overall time response of the SiPM array. Secondly, all
SiPMs on this series-parallel array will receive the same bias voltage, but due to inherent variations
in their breakdown voltages, there will be differences in overvoltage. This can lead to variations
in gain, introducing deviations in signal amplitude and resulting in time walk effects in time
measurements. Estimating its impact, consider a simple waveform in the linear form𝑈 (𝑡) = 𝑡 ·𝑉/𝑇 ,
where 𝑉 is the peak value and 𝑇 is the time to rise from zero to the peak. The trigger time at which
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Figure 2. Schematic of series-parallel combination SiPM array. It shows the configuration of four SiPMs in
series and two series in parallel, where 𝑅𝑑 is the voltage divider resistor with a typical value of 10 MΩ.

the waveform reaches the threshold 𝑉𝑡ℎ is given by 𝑡 = 𝑇 ·𝑉𝑡ℎ/𝑉 . If 𝑉 has a small variation Δ𝑉 , the
variation in trigger time is Δ𝑡 ≈ 𝑇 · Δ𝑉

𝑉
· 𝑉𝑡ℎ

𝑉
. Assuming 𝑇 = 1𝑛𝑠, Δ𝑉

𝑉
= 1/10 and 𝑉𝑡ℎ

𝑉
= 1/2, the

calculated result yields Δ𝑡 ≈ 50𝑝𝑠. The standard deviation of breakdown voltages is about 0.4 V for
20,000 pieces of SiPMs (S13360-3050PE) manufactured by Hamamatsu, which means that the Δ𝑉

𝑉

is less than 1/10 when the average overvoltage exceeds 4 V. Alleviating this effect can be achieved
by selecting SiPMs with similar characteristics such as breakdown voltage and connecting them to
the same series-parallel SiPM array, which can be conveniently done using the test data provided
by the manufacturer. Additionally, increasing the bias voltage or reducing the threshold voltage can
also mitigate this impact.

3.3 Multi-channel summing circuit design

The number of SiPMs that can be combined into a series-parallel array is limited by the capacitance
introduced in parallel and the signal path differences introduced in the series. To further increase
the number of SiPMs on one channel, multiple series-parallel channels can be integrated through
an analog summing circuit, as shown in figure 3. Two series-parallel channels are summed to one
readout channel, each combined by a pre-amplifier and a series-parallel combination SiPM array
with four SiPMs in series and two series in parallel, resulting in a total of sixteen SiPMs.

Figure 3. Schematic of multi-channel summing circuit design. It shows the summation of two series-parallel
channels and additional channels can be appended in a similar way.
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The number of input channels is primarily limited by the decrease in bandwidth and SNR of
the summing circuit. The summing circuit is designed based on an LMH6629 operational amplifier,
which features a gain bandwidth product (GBP) of 4 GHz and a minimum stable gain of 10 V/V [20].
In order to increase the phase margin and improve the loop stability, we set the gain of each input
channel to 𝑅 𝑓 /𝑅𝑔 = 10 V/V, resulting in a noise gain of 21 V/V and a bandwidth of approximately
200 MHz. For an input channel number of 𝑁 , the baseline noise after summation will be amplified
by a factor of

√
𝑁 ∗ 𝑅 𝑓 /𝑅𝑔, leading to a decrease of SNR by a factor of 1/

√
𝑁 . For instance, the

SNR of the summing of four input series-parallel channels will be half that of one input channel.
Additionally, the LMH6629 has a power consumption of less than 60 mW, so the overall power
consumption of the front-end readout for 4*4 SiPMs is below 100 mW.

4 SPTR measurements

The test setup of SPTR measurement is illustrated on the left side of figure 4, primarily involving a
narrow pulsed light source, SiPMs with their front-end readout electronics, and an oscilloscope. The
light source emits two signals. One signal is the pulsed light that undergoes diffusion, attenuates to
the single-photon level, and is ultimately received by SiPMs. The signal from SiPMs is processed by
the front-end readout electronics described in section 3 and is subsequently output to the oscilloscope
for further data analysis. The other signal is an electrical signal synchronized with the light signal,
directly output to the oscilloscope as the reference of photons’ arrival time.

Figure 4. Left: The flowchart of SPTR measurement. Right: A picture of the setup for SPTR measurement
experiment, where a 2 × 2 SiPM array with a configuration of two SiPMs in series and two series in parallel
is utilized.

A photo of the experiment setup is shown on the right side of figure 4. The time duration of the
pulsed light needs to be much smaller than the SPTR of SiPMs, thereby a 405 nm picosecond laser
(Taiko PDL M1 LDH-IB-405-B) with a pulse width FWHM of less than 50 ps is used as the light
source. Moreover, diffusers and neutral density (ND) filters are utilized to diffuse and attenuate
the light pulses. The oscilloscope (TELEDYNE LECROY WavePro 254HD) provides a 20 GS/s
sampling rate with 2.5 GHz bandwidth and 12-bit resolution.
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The timing method used for data analysis involves fixed threshold triggering of the leading
edge, which is consistent with the timing approach of hDOM, i.e., triggering using high-speed
comparators. An example of waveforms for the pre-amplifier output from a SiPM is illustrated in
figure 5, and it is easy to distinguish the baseline, single-photon, and double-photon events. The
trigger time is searched within a pre-selected relatively narrow time window, such as from 10 ns to
20 ns in this figure, to minimize the ratio of dark noise events. Additionally, linear interpolation is
employed here to obtain a more refined result using the upper and lower points around the threshold,
reducing the impact of the limited sampling rate of the oscilloscope. As a result, the distribution of
the relative trigger time and the signal amplitude is presented in the figure 6, where the threshold
voltage is 1.5 mV and the photon number is represented by the signal amplitude. Applying a
Gaussian fitting to the relative trigger time distribution within the single-photon region, a SPTR
FWHM of approximately 200 ps can be obtained.

Figure 5. An example of 200 waveforms, where the SiPM is operated at 60 V bias voltage, and its signal is
processed by the pre-amplifier. For ease of observation, the amplitude of the synchronized signal from the
laser is scaled down to 1/40 and the timeline has been shifted.

The performance of the SiPM is closely related to the overvoltage, while a higher overvoltage
leads to a higher gain but also results in a higher DCR. To investigate the impact of overvoltage
on SPTR and determine the appropriate operating voltage, we test the SPTR of SiPMs at different
operating voltages. The test result is shown in figure 7, where the breakdown voltage can be
obtained by linear fitting using the signal amplitudes at different bias voltages. Since the SPTR
measurement results vary at different threshold voltages, the best SPTR results are obtained by
scanning the threshold voltages. It can be observed from this graph that the SPTR measurement
results stabilize at around 200 ps when the overvoltage exceeds 5 V.

Using the experiment and analysis methods described before, we tested the SPTRs of the
SiPMs under three configurations, as shown in table 1. According to the results in figure 7, each
SiPM is operated at 60 V bias voltage to reduce the differences in the time performance among
different SiPMs and alleviate the effects of time walk described in section 3. The 2 × 2 SiPM array
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Figure 6. The distribution of the relative trigger time and the signal amplitude of a SiPM operating at 60 V
bias voltage. The relative trigger time is the relative delay from when the laser signal is triggered, namely
when the leading edge reaches the threshold, to when the SiPM signal is triggered.

Figure 7. The signal amplitudes and SPTRs of a SiPM operating at different bias voltages. The breakdown
voltage can be found to be about 54 V by linear fitting.
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is constructed with a series-parallel combination SiPM array, with two SiPMs in series and two
series in parallel, along with a pre-amplifier. The power consumption of the 2 × 2 SiPM array is
similar to that of a single piece because they are both equipped with a pre-amplifier, which is the
main source of power consumption. Moreover, the 4 × 4 SiPM array is a summing output of two
series-parallel channels, with each series-parallel array configured as four SiPMs in series and two
series in parallel. The operating voltages of the 2 × 2 SiPM array and 4 × 4 SiPM array are 120 V
and 240 V, respectively. For the 4 × 4 SiPM array that has a detection area of 12 × 12 mm2, we
obtain a SPTR of about 300 ps with an overall power consumption of less than 100 mW. Two photos
of the 4 × 4 SiPM array are shown in figure 8.

Figure 8. Photos of the 4 × 4 SiPM array. This board is used to test the performance of SiPM arrays in
different configurations, so there are some extra pads.

Table 1. Results of SPTR measurements, with each SiPM operating at 60 V bias voltage. The capacitance
of a SiPM (S13360-3050PE) is approximately 320 pF.

SiPM quantity Detection area Power consumption SPTR FWHM
A single piece 3 × 3 mm2 < 20 mW ≈ 200 ps

A 2 × 2 SiPM array 6 × 6 mm2 < 20 mW ≈ 240 ps
A 4 × 4 SiPM array 12 × 12 mm2 < 100 mW ≈ 300 ps

5 Conclusions

TRIDENT is exploring the improvement of angular resolution by employing SiPMs with superior
time resolution performance in its detection units (hDOM). In this article, we analyzed the challenges
in the front-end readout of large-area SiPM arrays for hDOM and explained that the primary
challenge is achieving a high-precision SPTR while increasing the area of the SiPM array. We
designed a high-speed, low-noise, and low-power pre-amplifier based on a balun transformer and
RF amplifier to deal with the rapid signal of SiPMs for high-precision SPTR measurements. In
addition, we also designed a series-parallel combination SiPM array scheme and a multi-channel
summing circuit to construct a large-area SiPM array on one readout channel. Finally, we conducted
tests on the SPTR of SiPMs and obtained the single photon time resolution of a 4 × 4 SiPM array
(12 × 12 mm2) of approximately 300 ps FWHM with a power consumption of less than 100 mW.
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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 THGEMs, 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

Charging up is a phenomena commonly observed
in gaseous detectors having dielectric materials ex-
posed to the active volume of gas mixture where pri-
maries and secondaries are generated, and electron
multiplication occurs. They can affect long-term
stability of a detector and lead to response non-
uniformity [1]. Space charge accumulation occurs
in gaseous detectors due to the presence of charged

Email address: purba.bhattacharya85@gmail.com

(Purba Bhattacharya)

particles within the active gas volume before they
are collected at suitable electrodes. Existence of
space charge can distort the applied electric field
configuration, make detector response non-uniform
and unstable, and has the potential to lead to dis-
charges [2], affecting detector performance signifi-
cantly. Besides making a detector lose its stability
in the immediate time scale, formation of discharges
has the capability of accelerating detector aging and
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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plex and vast. As a result, it is difficult to build
satisfactory numerical models for these phenomena
because large number of charged particles, as well
as different length and time scales, are involved.

In recent times, there have been a number of
simulation attempts to improve the understand-
ing of these processes. For example, charging up
for GEMs and Thick GEMs (ThGEM) have been
studied in [3] using the Garfield++ framework [4]
(C++ version of Garfield) in conjunction with AN-
SYS [5] and COMSOL [6] as commercially avail-
able Finite Element Method (FEM) field solvers.
Similarly, space charge problems have been investi-
gated in [2, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11]. For these investigations,
parallelization attempts have yielded significant ad-
vancements for particle models [7, 8, 11]. Similarly,
interesting developments in fluid models (initially
proposed in [12] and extended in [13]) have been
carried out in [2, 9, 10].

In the present brief paper, an attempt will be
made to only discuss recent developments of few
numerical tools currently available to address these
problems and their performance in some typical sce-
narios. In particular, extension of existing neBEM
[14] field-solver to improve particle-based models
will be discussed. Advancement of existing hydro-
dynamic models [2, 9] to include effects of addi-
tional physics phenomena like charging up will also
be touched upon. A comparison between particle
and hydrodynamic models will finally be carried out
and likely future developments will be outlined.

The particle and fluid numerical models are dis-
cussed in section 2. The simulation implementation
is detailed in section 3. The results obtained are de-
scribed and analyzed in section 4, followed by the
concluding remarks in section 5.

2. Numerical models

HEED [16] has been used for primary-ionization
calculations and Magboltz [15] to estimate drift,
diffusion as well as Townsend and attachment co-
efficients from within Garfield++. Using pri-
mary ionization data and the knowledge of differ-
ent transport, multiplication and attachment coef-
ficients, both particle and fluid models have been
used to model transport of charged particles within
Gas Electron Multiplier (GEM) [17] and Resistive
Plate Chamber (RPC) [18] detectors. Recent devel-
opments in neBEM has allowed estimation of effects
due to charging up and space charge accumulation

from the perspective of a particle model. COM-
SOL on the other hand, has been used to simulate
the charged particle dynamics using a fluid descrip-
tion. While space-charge effects are automatically
included in the fluid model, charging up effects have
additionally been included within the computation.

2.1. neBEM improvements

It may be mentioned here that neBEM discretizes
any given geometry into a large number of small
elements. The initial device, set up using the
Garfield++ interface, is represented as made up of
a number of primitives (rectangles and right trian-
gles) which, in their turn, are subdivided into small
elements that are once again rectangle and right
triangles. When a charged particle gets deposited
on an element that has dielectric properties, the
charge gets attached to that surface for a long time,
rather than being transported out of the detector
by conducting electrodes. These locations can be
obtained from Garfield++ and they can be directly
used if we want to consider each charge individu-
ally. In this case, the “end point” in the fig.1 will
be the charge location. However, if we have a large
number of charged particles, this approach can be
computationally very expensive. A less demanding
way can be to assign a surface charge density on
the elements that collect the charges. The way the
element collecting a charge can be found has been
indicated in figure 1.

Figure 1: Identification of deposition location of a charged
particle on the Kapton surface of a GEM hole.

Besides adding the capability of handling charg-
ing up effects, neBEM has also been improved to
handle effect due to accumulation of charges within
detector volume. Once again, direct computation of
influence of each charge is computationally expen-
sive and different models have been implemented
in the code to simplify computation. By adopt-
ing a suitable model, it is possible to represent the
charges as they really are (point charges), as uni-
formly charged lines, as uniformly charged areas
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and as volumes having equivalent point charges con-
centrated at the centroid. It should be mentioned
here that different versions of volume representa-
tion can lead to different Particle-In-Cell (PIC) al-
gorithms.

2.2. COMSOL improvements

For solving transport of charged fluids, the device
geometry is created using COMSOL, an example of
which is shown in fig.2(a). The surface charge accu-
mulation occurs on the Kapton surface exposed to
the gas mixture, as shown in fig.2(b). The process
is governed by the following equations

∂ρs
∂t

= n̂.J⃗i + n̂.J⃗e (1)

−n̂.(D⃗1 − D⃗2) = ρs (2)

where t is the time, n̂ is the unit normal vector,
ρs is the surface charge density, J⃗e and J⃗i are the
electronic and ionic current densities and D⃗1, D⃗2

are displacement currents.
As mentioned earlier, the fluid model automati-

cally incorporates space-charge effects through the
electrostatics Poisson equation

∇.(ϵ0ϵrE⃗) = ρv (3)

where ϵ represents electrical permittivity, E⃗ is the
electric field and ρv is the space charge density. For
a given instant, the space charge density needs to
be estimated throughout the detector volume as a
function of space. The equations governing the en-
tire physics processes are well-described in [9] and
not being repeated here. It may noted here that for
the presented results, “physics governed” “normal”
mesh has been used in COMSOL.

(a) (b)

Figure 2: A schematic view of the (a) GEM detector and (b)
GEM hole inner surface in COMSOL.

3. Implementation of numerical models

One single GEM-based detector and one RPC
have been considered for the simulations presented
in this paper. The single GEM has 70-50-70 µm bi-
conical holes in copper clad Kapton foil of 50 µm.
The holes are arranged in the usual hexagonal pat-
tern 140 µm apart. The RPC, on the other hand,
has a single gas gap of 2mm. It may be noted here
that the gaseous mixture considered for all the re-
sults presented for GEM here is Ar-CO2 mixed in
70:30 ratio at atmospheric pressure, and for RPC
it is 97% Freon, 2.5% isobutane and 0.5% SF6.

3.1. neBEM implementations

In order to observe the effect of radiation charg-
ing on an avalanche, we simulate the deposition of
electrons and ions on Kapton surface of a GEM
foil. The pattern of charge deposition due to one
single event indicates that while electrons are found
in both halves of the bi-conical GEM hole, ions are
more localized (figures 3(a) and 3(b)). For this hole
geometry, the ions are almost entirely found only in
the GEM-half that faces the readout. Number of
ions close to the middle of the GEM hole is larger in
comparison to electrons. It is to be noted here that
the pattern of charge deposition may change from
event to event. There are several parameters that
can affect charge deposition including geometry of
the hole, electric field configuration, nature of the
material etc. The case under consideration is one
among many possibilities.

(a) (b)

Figure 3: Deposition of charged particles on the inner sur-
faces of a single hole in a GEM foil (a) electrons and (b) ions.

The “end-point” locations have been used to
compute charging up effects in one approach
(termed as algo 1 ), while in the other approach,
charge deposited on each element has been com-
puted (termed as algo 2 ) to find out the effect.
Similarly, following the trajectory of each charged

particle in Garfield++, it is possible to find out the
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space charge configuration at any given instant. As
indicated in section 2, the locations of the charged
particles can be used to set up a point, line, area or
volume representation, as appropriate for a given
problem.

3.2. COMSOL implementations

For surface charge accumulation at a given posi-
tion on a dielectric material, the difference between
electron and ion currents was computed (eq. 1).
For space charge density ρv in eq. 3, the differ-
ence between the number of electrons and ions per
unit volume was considered. The effects of surface
charge density and space charge density were in-
corporated within the solution process by invoking
multiphysics options, where necessary. In order to
simulate effects due to the accumulation of surface
charge over a large number of events, charge den-
sity values obtained for one event were multiplied
by 100.

4. Results and discussions

4.1. Charging up effects

4.1.1. Single event

Here, we have compared Ez and Ex for a) sur-
face charge represented by algo 1, b) surface charge
represented by algo 2, and c) without any surface
charge. Since we are using only around 104 charged
particles for this computation, the effect of charg-
ing up is not pronounced in the Ez component. In
Ex, there is perceptible difference among the val-
ues, although the overall magnitude in this case is
small in comparison to Ez. The maximum surface
charge density, as estimated by algo 2, on an el-
ement in the present case is around 10−7 C/m2.
This small charge density, which is due to only one
single event, is unable to have a pronounced effect
on important parameters such as gain. Please note
that the coordinate system has been indicated in
figure 1.
In order to cross-check the estimates of the par-

ticle approach, and also to evaluate the possibility
of hydrodynamic modeling, we have simulated the
dynamics of charge deposition on Kapton surface
of a GEM hole for a similar event that was used
in the particle model. It may be noted that, due
to the very nature of modeling mathematics, the
events can only be made similar, but not identical.
The deposition of charge with time at various lo-
cations on the Kapton surface (one of the points is

(a)

(b)

Figure 4: Electric field variations due to charging up in a
GEM-based detector using algo1, algo2 and no charging up
none: (a) Ez field along hole axis and (b) Ex field variation
along an X-line across GEM hole facing readout electrode.

indicated as a red dot in fig.5(a)) is presented in
fig.5(b).

It can be seen that much negative charge de-
position occurs close to the hole outlet facing the
readout, as was also observed in the particle model.
The maximum surface charge density is similar to
that estimated by algo 2 in the particle model
(≈50 × 10−8 C/m2) and it has been confirmed by
further calculations that there is hardly any effect
on gain.

4.1.2. Charge accumulation over number of events

Charges get deposited on Kapton surface for a
large number of events before they start getting at-
tached, or lost to a conductor. In order to include
the effects due to a large number of events, sur-
face charge densities on Kapton surface equivalent
to hundred times more than that estimated for a
single event were specified. Long-term charging up
effects could, thus, be simulated in an approximate
manner. By this approach, keeping every other pa-
rameter unchanged, we could see that the gain has
turned out to be as high as 1000 in contrast to
30 when no surface charge effects were considered.
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(a)

(b)

Figure 5: Use of COMSOL to estimate charging up effects in
a GEM-based detector: (a) A typical location on the Kap-
ton inner surface where surface charge accumulation is es-
timated, and (b) surface charge accumulation over time at
various locations on the Kapton inner surface.

At this detector configuration, this large increase
in gain seems to be indicative of the major effect
that charging up has on detector response. How-
ever, further detailed studies are necessary before
it is possible to conclude on this topic.

4.2. Space-charge effects

Modification of electric field in a GEM-based de-
tector has been estimated by using point, line and
area representation of a given charged particle dis-
tribution. Similar field modification has been es-
timated by using the COMSOL fluid model. The
field modifications estimated using different numer-
ical models have been plotted in fig. 6.
As can be observed, while there is significant

quantitative mismatch, qualitatively the variation
pattern is the same for all particle and fluid models.
The agreement between various particle models and
the fluid model is particularly encouraging because
the mathematical representation is quite different
in these cases.

4.3. Formation of discharges

Transition from avalanche to streamer formation
in RPCs and GEMs has been studied using parti-
cle and fluid models. OpenMP [19] parallelization
of neBEM and Garfield++ has been implemented

Figure 6: Estimation of space-charge effects in a GEM-based
detector: Variation of Ez along hole axis using various par-
ticle models and the fluid model.

(details in [11]) to carry out the work in particle
model. The strong effect of space charge in the es-
timation of transition from avalanche to streamer
has been demonstrated in fig.7(a). In a particle
model where the effect of space charge was ignored,
the avalanche process seems to be unending, lead-
ing to the prediction of an unlikely streamer at an
applied field of 50kV/cm. However, when space-
charge effect is included, the avalanche process is
found to be well-contained. It may be mentioned
here that influence of negative ions on the electric
field has also been found to be significant for these
calculations [11]. Example of a streamer occurring
in an RPC at 55kV/cm has been separately simu-
lated using fluid model that automatically includes
space charge effects, as shown in fig.7(b).

Similarly, occurrence of discharge within a GEM
hole has been simulated using the fluid model,
as shown in fig. 8(a). While the maximum ap-
plied field in this case was around 100kV/cm, the
space charge effect increased the field to more than
250kV/cm, as shown in the figure. By repeating
the computation over a large number of similar con-
figurations, discharge probability for a single GEM
has been estimated using the fluid model (details
in [20]), as shown in fig. 8(b). Comparison with
experimental results [21] shows that the discharge
probability estimates agree with the experimental
values in a qualitative manner.

5. Conclusion

In summary, it can be said that several capable
models have been developed to simulate phenomena
related to charging up, space charge and discharge
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Figure 7: (a) Effect of space charge on avalanche formation
in an RPC at 50kV/cm using particle model, (b) ion den-
sity distribution during streamer formation in an RPC at
55kV/cm using fluid model.

formation in a gaseous detector. These develop-
ments are already producing qualitatively accept-
able results. As a result, it is possible to enrich
our understanding of these phenomena using the
numerical models. However, they need much fur-
ther refinement before being generally applicable.
For example, several possible representations are al-
lowed for the particle model, but as yet there has
been no attempt to optimize them for specific ap-
plications. Moreover, accumulation of effects over
a large number of events has not been attempted,
except at an ad hoc level.

Both particle and fluid approaches enjoy cer-
tain advantages and disadvantages over each other.
While particle models are very realistic and it is
easy to incorporate statistical fluctuations, they are
computationally extremely expensive and may need
drastic simplifications to be applicable under usual
circumstances. Fluid models, on the other hand,
are much less computationally demanding. How-
ever, they are usually less realistic and it may be
difficult to include statistical fluctuations. Despite
the inherent mathematical differences between the

(a)

(b)

Figure 8: (a) Field distortion leading to streamer formation
in a GEM hole, (b) estimation of streamer probability in a
single GEM-based detector.

two approaches, predictions by both of them are
found to be in general agreement, which is very en-
couraging.
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Highlights
● A simple and rapid method for assessing neutron irradiation on a reactor vessel is proposed
 Queuing theory is used to estimate the lifetime of the reactor vessel walls
 The behavior of radiation defects is modeled by a random process of death and birth
 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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some random moment this system will change its structure under the influence of irradiation. It is
assumed that these changes reduce the steel time of the RV.

In almost all studies investigating the phenomenon of radiation embrittlement under the influence of
defects in the crystal structure, the shift in the embrittlement temperature under the influence of
irradiation is chosen as an indicator characterizing the degree of embrittlement. In this article, such an
indicator is chosen to reduce the time of stable functioning of the steel structure, the life time of steel RV.
This indicator can be compared with the relative narrowing of RV steel, but with the opposite sign.

The article is structured as follows. The second section describes a mathematical model of the
influence of radiation effects on the lifetime of the walls of the reactor vessel. The number of radiation
defects is modeled by a model of a random process of death and birth. The queuing theory is used to
describe the lifetime of a RV. In the third section, the dependences of the RV lifetime on the irradiation
time are calculated. The fourth section discusses the results obtained.

2. Mathematical model of the influence of radiation effects on the lifetime of the
walls of the reactor vessel

2.1. Radiation defects.
The reaction cross section is taken as a measure of the probability density of events during the

interaction of particle beams with a solid body: σ = m/ φ, where m is the number of interactions per unit
time, φ is the flow of particles, Dimension of the interaction cross section [σ]=10-24см2. Different types of
irradiation differ in the number and energy spectrum of primary knocked out atoms (PKA), which is
characterized by the differential cross section Kp(E, M)dM, used to calculate PKA with energy M when
the energy of the incident particle is E. The rate of formation of PKA with energy M is determined as

follows: max ( , )
d

М

pМ
P dМK E Мj= , where φ is the flux density of incident particles. Here, only those

PKAs are taken into account that have received energy exceeding the threshold energy Md required for
displacement, Mmax is a certain maximum energy value.

Neutron irradiation leads to degradation of the original properties of the material. When a high-
energy neutron collides with an atom in a crystal lattice, the atom is displaced or a cascade of
displacements occurs in the lattice, depending on the amount of energy transferred by the neutron to the
metal atom. The first atom hit by a neutron, striking other atoms, causes additional displacements in the
lattice. The vacancy and its own interstitial atom formed as a result of the collision of a neutron with a
lattice atom are called a Frenkel pair. As a result of the development of the cascade, volumes with a high
concentration of vacancies are formed, surrounded at the periphery by zones with an increased density of
interstitial atoms. In addition to displacements, large neutron fluxes, due to their energy, excite atoms and
intensify their vibrations, which is accompanied by a local increase in temperature. An increase in
temperature promotes radiation annealing, accompanied by the annihilation of vacancies and interstitial
atoms. Further, in places where point defects accumulate, dislocation loops are formed, precipitates of
elements such as copper, nickel, manganese and silicon, segregation of elements such as phosphorus and
tin at interphase boundaries and grain boundaries. The basis of theoretical models of the evolution of
radiation-induced defects is the kinetic equations for the concentration of point defects in a medium
containing sinks. It is assumed that the concentration of radiation point defects exceeds the concentration
of thermally equilibrium defects. Vacancies and interstitial atoms, migrating along the lattice, can: firstly,
recombine; secondly, to form clusters of defects of the same name and, thirdly, to become sinks, which
can be dislocation networks, dislocation loops, pores and other extended defects. Consequently, the rate of
change in the concentration of interstitial atoms and vacancies is equal to the difference in the rates of
their formation and death, which can be described by kinetic equations [32]:

dCv /dt = G − RCiCv − Cv ∑jKjv,
dCi /dt= G − RCiCv − Ci ∑jKij, , (1)
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where Cv, Ci are the average concentrations of vacancies and interstitial atoms; G=σfφ – rate of
introduction of freely migrating defects (σf – cross section for their formation, φ – irradiation intensity);
R=4πrvi(Di+Dv) – recombination constant of point defects, where rvi – radius of mutual recombination,
Di,v=D0i,vexp(−Emi,v/kT) – diffusion coefficients of interstitial atoms and vacancies, k – Boltzmann
constant, T – absolute temperature, Em i,v – migration energy of interstitial atom and vacancy; Kj i,v=Sj i,vDi,v
is the coefficient of absorption of point defects by sinks of type j, where Sj i,v are quantities characterizing
the power of sinks of type j for interstitial atoms and vacancies.

The embrittlement of steel walls of the RV is also influenced by impurities of phosphorus, copper
and other elements, dilatation interactions between defects, the formation and evolution of partial and
perfect dislocation loops, the formation of a dislocation network, the nucleation of pores and the evolution
of the pore structure, radiation-induced segregation, and other reasons. Such influences can also be
included in the consideration, but are not considered in this work.

2.2. Change in RV lifetime under irradiation
The behavior of a random process, for example, a branching random process [33], can be characterized
using the generating function

0
( ) , 1k

kk
F s p s s

=
= , (2)

where pk is the probability that there are k particles in the system. Let us write the generating function in
the form

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0( ) ( ) ( ) / / ( ), 1/ , ( ) 1/ ( ), ( ) 1 / ... / ...n
nF s p Q s Q s Q p p s p Q p s Q s Q s p s p p s p= = = = = = + + + + .(3)

The value p0=F(s=0) describes the probability of degeneracy of the system, that there are no particles in
the system. As an example of the fulfillment of expressions (2)-(3), we can cite a large canonical
ensemble [34-36].

In queuing theory (for example, [37]), the period of system occupancy, busy period, which can be
compared with the lifetime of RV defects in the M/G/1 model (an exponential distribution for the flow of
requests entering the system, an arbitrary distribution of the time required to service a request in the
system). The average time value of busy period is equal to

0 0/ (1 ), 1 , 1 1 1 /T p p Qr r r r= - = - = - = - , (4)
where ρ=dψ(θ)/dθθ=0, the function ψ characterizes the entry of elements (defects) into the system. The
reactor is operating and defects are accumulating in it. This is a busy period. Then annealing can occur, -
an empty period, - there are no defects. Then the reactor starts working again - a busy period.

Let us assume that the same relationships are satisfied under the influence on the system, which we
denote by parameter s. The average time value of the busy period under the influence of s on the system is
equal to

0 0

0 0 0 0

( ) ( ) / (1 ( )), ( ) 1 ( ), ( ) 1 ( ) 1 1 / ( ),
( ) / (1 / ( ) 1) / (1 / 1) ( ( ) ) / (1 ) 1, ( ) 1

T s s s p s s s p s Q s
T s T p s p F s p p F s

r r r r= - = - = - = -

= - - = - -
. (5)

The proposed description is simplified. It is strictly valid for the large canonical ensemble [34]. But below
we consider the stationary case, for which relations (2)-(5) are satisfied with a certain approximation. A
consideration of the general non-stationary case using queuing theory is given in [38-40]. In [39] it is
shown that the argument s from (2)-(3), (5) is written as a function of s, the argument is replaced,
s→D(α=s)=f(s)~exp(-U/kBTe). The function Q(s) from (2)-(5) turns out to be a function of the form
Q[D(α)], U is the additional potential energy received by the system, kB is the Boltzmann constant, Te is
the absolute temperature. Below we consider the situation when / B eU k Ts e-= , and Q(s) where U is the
energy transferred to the RV by neutrons.

2.3. Model of “death-and-birth”
As in [41], we use the model of death and birth [33, 42]. We assume that the incoming flow G in

equations (1) enters the system one particle at a time (particle birth). A hierarchical three-level model is
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considered in [43]. This article assumes that the lower levels of the hierarchy are already implicitly
included in the description. The concentrations of vacancies and interstitial atoms depend on time in (1)
(we assume a constant input flow). Let us replace the time-dependent expressions for concentrations with
average effective constant values. Taking into account concentrations after the moment when they take on
stationary values leads to the same result. The generating function (2) for the process of death and birth is
equal to

1 0

1 (1 )( , , ) ( ) , ( ) ( ( ) ( ))
1

tn
n

sF s t P t z t d
s

x ht r m t l t t
h -

+ - -
= = = -

-
, (6)

1 1 1 ( , )1 / , 1 1 / , ( , ) [1 ], ( )
t t xe W W W t e K K e x dxr r r

t
x h t m- -= - = - = + = ,

1 1 1( ) ( )( ) , ( ( )) (2 1 )t tn t e Var n t e W er r r- - -= = - - ,
1 ( )

0 ( ) ( ) 1 /tP t t e Wrx -= = - . (7)
Here n is the total average number of particles in the system, Var(n(t)) is the dispersion of the number of
particles. Let us choose the parameter τ in (6)-(7) equal to 1 year in order to consider already established
stationary states. It is shown in [44] that the stationary mode is established in a time of about 3 107 s,
which is about 1 year. What probabilities λ(t) and μ(t) appear in (6)-(7). In [33] says that any particle at
moment t with probability μ(t)dt dies in the interval (t, t+dt) and with probability λ(t)dt is replaced by two
new particles. For the flow G entering the system of defects from (1) λ(t)~G/n(t), where n(t) is the number

of defects at time t. If we normalize the probability λ(t) by dividing by ( / ( ))fT G n t dt
t

, where Tf is the

total operating time of the reactor, we obtain that
1( ) ( )

( ) ( )
fTG Gt

n t n tt
l -= . (8)

In the stationary case n(t)=const. Then in (6) ρ1=0, λ=μ, and assuming the constant value of G, we obtain
that

λ=μ=1/(Tf-τ). (9)

The fluence is equal to /dN dSF = , where dN is the number of particles penetrating into the sphere with
cross section dS. Radiation intensity φ=dF/dS, where F=dN/dt is the flux of ionized particles. Then

dtjF = , since φ=d(dN/dS)/dt. In expression (8) with n(t)=const, [ ( ) ( )] fT

f f fT dt
t

s t s jF -F = .

3. Results

Work [45] presents the dependences of the shift in the critical embrittlement temperature when
witness samples are irradiated with a fluence of 17.8 1018 n cm-2, which corresponds to a reactor operating
time of 18 years. The total operating time of the reactor is assumed to be 40 years, the value of τ is
assumed to be τ=1. In the practice of analyzing radiation embrittlement of materials of VVER RVs in
Ukraine, the fluence of neutrons with energies above 0.5 MeV is used as a dose characteristic of fast
neutrons, that is, it is assumed that neutrons with energies less than 0.5 MeV do not lead to damage to the
material.

We consider the stationary case when ( ) ( ) / ( )
t

fK x dx t T
t
m t t= = - - . From (5)-(8) for ΔT=T-T(s)

we obtain
/1 1 ,

11 11 1 1 2

B eU k T

f

f

T s e
s TT s
s K s T t

t
t

-D
= =

-
+ +

- + - + -

; , (10)
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where U is the energy received by the walls of the reactor vessel during irradiation. The energy of the
external field is added to the energy of the system as additional potential energy [46] in the grand
canonical ensemble, for which relations (3), (10) are satisfied. The values vary: Te - temperature in the
reactor, σn - cross section for neutron absorption by the steel of the reactor walls, En - neutron energy;

U=Φ(t)σnEn. (11)
For Tf =40 years, En=1 mev, σn=1 10-26 сm2, the dependence of the fluence growth on time t, we accept a
linear dependence of the form Φ(t)=0.98889 1018 t, in the interval t=0-18 years [45]. The calculated curve
of the relationship between the change in the average lifetime ΔT=T-T(s), to T, where T is the average
lifetime of the RV without taking into account radiation effects, T(s) - taking this into account, is shown in
Fig. 1. For t=18 years, ΔT/T=0.631.

Fig.1. Dependence of the ratio of changes in the average lifetime ΔT=T-T(s), to T, where T is the average
lifetime of the RV without taking into account radiation effects, T(s) – taking into account, on the reactor
operating time t (in years), Tf=40 years, En=1 MeV, σn=1 10-26 сm2, Te=589 K, fluence Φ(t)=0.98889t 1018
n cm-2, in the interval t=0-18 years.

Fig.2. Dependence of the ratio of changes in the average lifetime ΔT=T-T(s), to T, where T is the average
lifetime of the RV without taking into account radiation effects, T(s) – taking this into account, on the
reactor operating time t (in years), Tf=40 years, En=1 MeV, , σn=1 10-26 cm2, Te=589 K, fluence
Φ(t)=(17.8+1.78t) 1018 n cm-2, in the interval t=18-40 years. At t=40 years, ΔT/T=0.958. A fluence of 6.3
1019 n cm-2 is achieved in t=43.19 years. In this case, ΔT/T=0.969.

We will show the dependence on the parameters by replacing En (in Fig. 2 it was 1 MeV, in Fig. 3 it
became 0.8 MeV) and σn (in Fig. 2 it was 1 10-26 cm2, in Fig. 3 it became 0.25 10-26 сm2). A significant
change is visible - a decrease in the effect. So ΔT/T for t=18 years: it was in Fig. 2, ΔT/T=0.631, now it is
in Fig. 3, ΔT/T=0.196; for t=40 years: it was in Fig. 2, ΔT/T=0.96, now it is in Fig. 3, ΔT/T=0.556.
Changes in temperature in the reactor core also have an effect.
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Fig. 3. Dependence of the ratio of changes in the average lifetime ΔT=T-T(s), to T, where T is the average
lifetime of the RV without taking into account radiation effects, T(s) – taking this into account, on the
reactor operating time t (in years), Tf=40 years, En=0.8 MeV, σn=0.25 10-26 cm2, Te=589 K, fluence
Φ(t)=(17.8+1.78t) 1018 n cm-2, in the interval t=18-40 years. At t=40 years, ΔT/T=0.566. At t=18 years,
ΔT/T=0.196. A fluence of 6.3 1019 n сm-2 is achieved in t=43.19 years. In this case, ΔT/T=0.608.

Other sources indicate other neutron fluence values. Thus, in [47], the estimated total maximum
fluence of neutrons with En>0.5 MeV at the Khmelnitsky NPP Unit No. 1, RV for the first ten fuel
campaigns is 1.1 1019 cm-2, with an average fluence accumulation rate of 1.1 1018 сm-2 per campaign. At
Tf=40 years and Φ(t=18)=19.98 1018 n cm-2 it became ΔT/T=0.489 in 40 years, it was 0.566 (at
Φ(t=18)=17.8 1018 ), En=0.8 MeV and σn=0.25 10-26 cm2. At Tf=50 years, ΔT/T=0.587, neutron absorption
cross section by iron is σn=10-26 cm2; fast neutrons with En>0.5 MeV are taken into account.

If this rate of accumulation of the neutron fluence of the RV continues in the future, then the
maximum permissible fluence specified in the technical safety justification for reactor plant V-320 and
equal to 5.7 1019 n cm-2 will be accumulated in approximately 50 years of operation, since the design
service life of the VVER-1000 vessel is 40 years old.

Therefore, the task is to accurately determine such parameters as the energy of fast neutrons incident
on the RV, neutron cross sections for the absorption of fast neutrons by the steels of the RV walls, fast
neutron fluences, and temperature in the core. All these parameters significantly affect the change in the
service life of the RV.

In [48], the relation obtained in [49] is given for the average energy of fast neutrons in a reactor of
the form ( ) 7.42 0.3nE MeV R= + , where R is the ratio of the flux of neutrons with an energy greater than
3 MeV (Ф>3) to the flux of neutrons with an energy greater than 1 keV (Ф>0.001). In [48], measured the
values of R at different points of the reactor OR, VVR [48] (left channel, level of the core center (LCC),
in the same place, 20 cm below the LCC. There the same, 20 cm above the LCC. In the same place, 60
cm above LCC. Right channel of the LCC. Niche, on the central horizontal axis. In graphite reflector of
the reactor, (the thickness of the graphite between the neutron detectors and the nearest fuel elements is
20-30 cm)). The average value of R is 0.153. Then En=1.4357 MeV.

The ΔT/T value calculated with this value En=1.4357 MeV and temperature on the reactor walls
Tе=290 C is shown in Fig. 4
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Fig.4. Dependence of the ratio of changes in the average lifetime ΔT=T-T(s), to T, where T is the average
lifetime of the RV without taking into account radiation effects, T(s) – taking this into account, on the
reactor operating time t (in years), Tf=60 years, En=1.4357 MeV, σn=1 10-26 cm2, Te=563 K, fluence
Φ(t)=(19.98+1.11t) 1018 n cm-2, in the interval t=18-60 years. At t=40 years, ΔT/T=0.992. At t=18 years,
ΔT/T=0.885. At t=60 years, ΔT/T=0.999.

Since ΔT/T=1-Т(s)/T, then, for example, at ΔT/T=0.992, Т(s)=(1-0.992)Т=0.008Т, the average
lifetime of the RV under the influence of irradiation is reduced for t=40 years. In Fig. 5 compared to Fig.
4 the value of σn changes: En=1.4357 MeV, σn=0.25 10-26 cm2.

Fig. 5. Dependence of the ratio of changes in the average lifetime ΔT=T-T(s), to T, where T is the average
lifetime of the RV without taking into account radiation effects, T(s) – taking this into account, on the
reactor operating time t (in years), Tf=60 years, En=1.4 MeV, σn=0.25 10-26 cm2, Te=563 K, fluence
Φ(t)=(19.98+1.11t) 1018 n cm-2, in the interval t=18-60 years. At t=40 years, ΔT/T=0.764. At t=18 years,
ΔT/T=0.446. At t=60 years, ΔT/T=0.89.

It is advisable to compare the resulting reduction in the lifetime of the RV with known results. For
VVER-1000, the maximum fluence allowed is 6.3 1019 n cm-2. For the data in Fig. 5 this fluence will be
achieved in 58.74 years. For Tf=60 years, Φ(t)=(19.98+1.11 t) 1018 n cm-2, σn=0.25 10-26 cm2, En=1.4357
MeV, t=18 years, T=563 K, it became ΔT/T=0.446, for t=40 years, ΔT/T=0.764, for t=50 years,
ΔT/T=0.839; for maximum fluence Φlim=6.3 1019 n cm-2 and duration t=58.74 years, Tf =60 years,
ΔT/T=0.876, by Tf=70 years, ΔT/T=0.868. If a fluence of 1.6 1020 n cm-2 is achieved, which is possible
for VVER-440 [50], then for the data in Fig. 5 this fluence will be achieved in 145 years, with
ΔT/T=0.997.

Similar results for Fig.4. But for fig. 2, ΔT/T=0.958 at t=40 years, ΔT/T=0.969 at t=43.19 years. The
set of maximum fluence 6.3 1019 n сm-2 at Tf=40 years, En=1 mev, σn=1 10-26 cm2, Φ(t)=(17.8+0.178t)
1018 n cm-2, occurs in t=43.19 years old. For this period ΔT/T=0.969. For t=18 years, ΔT/T=0.63, for t=40
years, ΔT/T=0.958.

For Fig. 3, when Tf=40 years, En=0.8 MeV, σn=0.25 10-26 cm2, Φ(t)=(17.8+1.78t) 1018 n сm-2, time
range t=18-40 years, ΔT/T=0.196, for t=18 years, ΔT/T=0.566, for t=40 years, ΔT/T=0.608, for t=43.19
years. From the comparison of Fig. 2, 4 and fig. Figure 3 shows a strong dependence of En and σn on
neutron energy.

For VVER-440 the maximum fluence allowed is 3 1020 n сm-2 for 50 years. When σn=1 1026 cm2,
En=1 MeV, the time of maximum fluence to reach is 252 years. In this case ΔT/T=1; for 152 years,
ΔT/T=0.97. If the fluence is allowed to be 1.6 1020 n сm-2, then the time to reach it will be 145 years. For
the parameters in Fig. 5 and for t=145 years ratio ΔT/T=0.994.

A similar characteristic of the fragility and durability of the RV metal is the relative elongation δ,
shear fracture percentage. This parameter, like ΔT/T, varies from 0 to 1 (from 0 to 100%). The value of δ
at which brittle fracture of a metal sample occurs can be compared with the value of T(s) at which the end
of the metal’s lifetime occurs. Fragility is the property of materials to collapse under the influence of
external forces without residual deformation. Under significant impacts, destruction occurs at small
values of δ and at large values of ΔT/T (small values of T(s)). The parameter δ is usually measured
depending on the temperature, and the parameter ΔT/T is discussed above depending on the irradiation
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time t. But the values of these parameters correspond to each other, characterizing the end of the service
life of the steel. For heavily irradiated metals, the values of the parameters δ are very small, amounting to
fractions of a percent. And if, for example, δ=0.002, then T(s)=0.002T, ΔT/T=0.998. Therefore, you can
give preference to Fig. 4 with higher ΔT/T values and small values of T(s).

4. Discussion

A simple approach to estimating the remaining lifetime of a RV after irradiation with fast neutrons is
proposed. It is possible to relate this approach to the commonly used practice of measuring the critical
brittleness temperature (CBT) and its shear. The simplicity of the approach can be both a disadvantage
and an advantage of the method. The disadvantage is the lack of consideration of many features of the
ongoing processes. But this may also be an advantage of the method, which does not take into account
unimportant details, but in an integral form considers the important characteristics of the processes
responsible for the main indicator of the reactor vessel - its lifetime.

The value of T(s) is not entirely clear; is it a real reduction in lifetime, or some conditional value?
This value can be correlated with the change in the critical brittleness temperature. However, the latter
value is also determined ambiguously. For example, an example of the spread of values was obtained
within the framework of the IAEA project [51]. The corresponding results from all 8 laboratories are
different.

To obtain more accurate results of the proposed approach, knowledge and strict consideration of the
parameters of the problem are required. Thus, reactor steel is a complex alloy. For each component of this
alloy, the neutron absorption cross sections for fast neutrons differ. Thus, for carbon, the neutron
absorption cross section for fast neutrons is σn=0.0001 10-24 сm2, and for iron - σn=0.01 10-24 сm2. It is
necessary to take into account all components of steel RV, and write σn=Σσni хi, where σni is the neutron
absorption cross section of fast neutrons of the i-th component, xi is the fraction of the i-th component. In
a similar way, expressions for the neutron energy En should be written, taking into account the spectrum
of fast neutrons and the contribution of this spectrum to the energy of neutrons incident on the walls of
the RV. More precise and strict expressions for fluence are needed.

In the general case, in the original relation for the lifetime (4), one should consider not a single
system, but a network of queuing theory systems. Each network system will describe a certain section of
the RV wall. This approach was used in [41]. In a simple approximation, the factor exp[-U/kBT] includes
c in the form exp[-U/ckBT], where c is the number of systems in the queuing network. It can be shown
that c~N0, where N0 is the number of defects at the initial time. In this work, N0=1 was assumed. However,
the values of c and N0 can take on other values, which can be used to correct the results obtained, taking,
for example, the values of σn higher.
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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,
NaI:Tl, and CsI:Tl 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, NaI, CsI, Geant4 optical physics

1. Introduction

Uncontrolled radiological and nuclear (R&N) material dispersion pose a significant
threat to civil and military environments [1, 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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(e.g., hand-held, ground vehicle mounted, and aerial drone mounted). This can be
achieved by simulating the underlying gamma ray and optical scintillation transport
processes as they have a significant effect on detector performance.

This work presents the development of a SiPM-based scintillator detector simula-
tion platform in Geant4 version 11.1.2 [6, 7, 8]. Geant4 is the state-of-the-art Monte
Carlo radiation transport toolkit that simulates the underlying physical process of in-
teraction and production of particles through matter. The response of five different
single-volume scintillator crystal materials to the gamma ray emissions from five ra-
dioactive isotopes was simulated. Scintillator crystals GAGG:Ce, CLLBC:Ce, BGO,
NaI:Tl, and CsI:Tl were explored as they offer a range of desirable properties for R&N
applications. For example, CLLBC:Ce has a high energy resolution, BGO provides a
high sensitivity, GAGG:Ce offers a high sensitivity and good energy resolution, and
NaI:Tl and CsI:Tl are cost effective. Radioactive sources 109Cd (1 µCi), 57Co (1 µCi),
137Cs (0.1 µCi), 152Eu (0.5 µCi), and 22Na (1 µCi) were considered in this study as
they are commonly found in R&N scenarios and provide a 30 keV to 2 MeV energy
range where major spectral features such as photopeaks, Compton edges, Compton
backscatter peaks, and Compton plateaus can be investigated. The simulation plat-
form was experimentally benchmarked by comparison to the energy spectrum obtained
for each scintillator crystal and isotope combination.

2. Method

2.1. Experimental Platform and Acquisition of Radiation Energy Spectra

An off-the-shelf SiPM-3000 from Bridgeport Instruments was chosen as the SiPM
and MCA platform for this work [9]. Motivated by R&N surveying applications, the
SiPM-3000 is desirable as it is operated using open-source interface software and is
composed of a rugged detector housing, read-out electronics, and a Broadcom AFBR-
S4N66C013 SiPM array, which has a maximum photodetection efficiency (PDE) over
55% [10]. The SiPM array consisted of a 4 × 4 array of SiPMs, each with a 6.14
mm side length and 0.32 mm gap between neighbouring SiPMs. Individual SiPMs
were composed of a 0.2 mm thick glass plate attached to a 0.1 mm thick silicon plate.
Scintillator crystals GAGG:Ce, CLLBC:Ce, BGO, NaI:Tl, and CsI:Tl were optically
bonded to the SiPM array in the SiPM-3000 using 1 mm thick EJ-560 optical pads.
Table (A.4) in the appendix summarises the dimensions, reflective materials, crystal
housing, optical window, and manufacturer for each scintillator crystal.

The system was placed in a custom-made detector holder and positioned in the
lab to minimise the chance of Compton scattering with the surrounding environment
(see Fig. (1a)). The five radioactive check sources (109Cd, 57Co, 137Cs, 152Eu, and
22Na) were placed on top of the scintillator crystal within the detector housing to
further minimise scattering. After allowing an hour for the SiPM-3000 to thermalise,
the detector was calibrated for each crystal type. The integration time, dead time,
electronic gain, pulse trigger, and noise trigger were optimised to minimise the noise
and low-level detection threshold. For this work, the low-level detection threshold
was defined as the minimum energy where the count rate exceeded 5% relative counts
to prevent detector noise defining the threshold. An integration time of 2 µs was
set for GAGG:Ce, BGO, and NaI:Tl, whereas CLLBC:Ce and CsI:Tl used 3 µs due
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(a) SiPM-3000 experimental platform (b) Geant4 simulation platform

Figure 1: SiPM-based scintillator detector platforms.

to their longer optical decay times (see Table (A.4) in the appendix). The SiPM-
3000 operating voltage was fixed at 33 V (default), yielding an overvoltage of 4.5
V. For each scintillator crystal and radioactive source combination, data acquisition
occurred over 30 minutes to reduce statistical noise in the energy spectrum and ensure
each photopeak could be resolved. Background measurements were also recorded over
30 minutes at standard temperature and pressure and subtracted from each energy
spectrum during post-processing.

2.2. Geant4 Simulation Platform Geometry, Materials, and Optical Data Tables

The Geant4 simulation platform was designed to emulate the experimental plat-
form described in Sec. (2.1). Scintillator crystal dimensions, material properties, and
encapsulation implemented in the simulation platform are summarised in Table (A.4).
The SiPM array and optical pad dimensions were consistent with the experimental
platform described in Sec. (2.1). Table (A.5) displays the optical material properties
for the SiPM, optical pad, and reflective materials implemented in the simulation plat-
form. SiPM-3000 read-out electronics, detector housing, detector holder, radioactive
check source, and lab environment were included in the Geant4 application. The de-
scription, dimensions, and materials for each geometry are summarised in Table (1).
Other lab components, e.g., the remaining walls, were disregarded as their contribution
of Compton scattering was assumed to be negligible as they were further away from
the detector. Surrounding environmental air was modelled using the builtin Geant4
material G4 AIR [11]. A wire trace visualisation of the detector, detector holder, and
each radioactive check source implemented in Geant4 is shown in Fig. (1b).
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Geometry
Name

Component
Name

Dimensions Materials

SiPM-3000

SiPM array
PCB

Disc (radius, z):
25.4, 1 mm

FR4
Internal

PCBs (2x)
Disc (radius, z):

25.4, 2 mm

Gasket
Annulus (thickness, radius, z):

12.5, 38, 2 mm

Rubber
H8C4

ρ = 0.95 g/cm3

Pin
connector

Annulus (thickness, radius, z):
1, 6.5, 12 mm

Plastic
H6C6O2

ρ = 1.3 g/cm3Plug
connector

Annulus (thickness, radius, z):
3.5, 9, 13 mm

Fixture
Annulus (thickness, radius, z):

20, 38, 8 mm

G4 Al

Lip
Annulus (thickness, radius, z):

1, 30.5, 16 mm

Join
Annulus (thickness, radius, z):

12.5, 38, 3 mm

Bulk
Annulus (thickness, radius, z):

3, 28.5, 13 mm
Detector
cover

Annulus (thickness, radius, z):
1.25, 31.75, 75 mm

Table

Legs (4x)
Box (x, y, z):
26, 26, 91 mm

Body
Annulus (thickness, x, y, z):

18, 520, 520, 708 mm

MDF
C:H:O

50%:6%:44%
ρ = 0.7 g/cm3

Detector
holder

Base
Annulus (thickness, radius, z):

12, 42, 6 mm
Perspex
H8C5O

ρ = 1.18 g/cm3

Legs (4x)
Box (x, y, z):
6, 8, 90 mm

Radioactive
check source

–
Disc (radius, z):
12.7, 3.2 mm

Environment

Wall 1
Box (x, y, z):
1, 1.45, 3 m

G4 CONCRETEWall 2
Box (x, y, z):
1, 3, 3 m

Floor
Box (x, y, z):

world x, world y, 1 m

Table 1: Name, dimensions, and materials of the SiPM-3000 and surrounding geometries implemented
in the Geant4 application.
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2.3. Geant4 Application Physics and Optical Surface Modelling

The Geant4 physics constructor QGSP BIC HP EMZ was used to model the gamma
ray, X-ray, and electron transport in the simulation platform [8, 11, 12]. The settings
for radioactive decay, atomic de-excitation, PIXE, auger electrons, and fluorescence
were enabled. Moreover, the particle production length cut was set to 100 µm and the
low energy cut off was fixed at 100 eV. Optical photon generation and transportation
through scintillation, absorption, refraction, and reflection were modelled using the
Geant4 implementation of the Unified model [11, 13]. Optical surfaces in contact with
the Teflon tape, ESR, and GORE diffuse reflector were defined as ‘dielectric-to-metal’,
whereas the remaining surfaces were defined using the ‘dielectric-to-dielectric’ surface
type. All optical surfaces were assumed to be highly polished and characterised by a
ground finish featuring a 0.1-degree surface roughness [12, 14, 15].

2.4. Geant4 Application Validation Simulations and Figures of Merit

The simulation platform was used to model twenty million radioactive decays for
each radioactive source and scintillator crystal combination, totaling 25 simulations.
For these simulations, the isotope particle gun was positioned at the centre of each
radioactive check source to approximate the isotope location. The optical photons
produced by the scintillator crystals were scored by the SiPM array according to the
integration time and wavelength-dependent PDE. The integration times were consis-
tent with the experiments as described in Sec. (2.1), and the PDE data was inter-
polated for an overvoltage of 4.5 V using the 3.5 V and 8 V overvoltage from the
AFBR-S4N66C013 SiPM array data sheet [10]. Energy calibration was implemented
by least squares fitting photopeak centroids to the corresponding gamma ray energy
and setting the minimum energy for the simulated data as the experimental low-level
detection threshold. Quadratic functions were fit to the centroids of 109Cd, 137Cs, and
22Na for GAGG:Ce, CLLBC:Ce, NaI:Tl, and CsI:Tl. A linear function was fit to the
137Cs and 22Na centroids for BGO as the 109Cd centroid was filtered by the low-level
detection threshold.

Two figures of merit were selected to benchmark the Geant4 application: full width
half maximum (FWHM) and normalised cross-correlation coefficient (NCCC). The
FWHM was used to quantify the performance of photopeaks in the simulation plat-
form. It was calculated from the standard deviation of a Gaussian function with a
quadratic background that was fit to each photopeak using linear least squares. The
NCCC was used to quantify the overall performance of the simulated energy spectrum
Esim compared to the experimental energy spectrum Eexp:

NCCC =
|
∑n

i=0Esim(i)Eexp(i)|
|
∑n

i=0E
2
sim(i)|1/2|

∑n
i=0E

2
exp(i)|1/2

, (1)

where values greater than 0.995, 0.999, and 0.9999 indicate ‘fair’, ‘good’, and ‘excellent’
fits respectively [16, 17]. For the NCCC calculations, the experimental energies were
used as the n+1 spectral channels in Eq. (1) and the corresponding simulation counts
were determined via interpolation.
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3. Results and Discussion

Figs. (2) to (6) present the simulated and experimental energy spectra for the five
scintillation materials. Overall, the Geant4 application accurately predicted the spec-
tral features observed in the experimental energy spectra. These features included
the Compton continuum, Compton edge, photopeaks, annihilation peaks, double-sum
peaks, and, in cases with sufficient low-level detection, X-ray peaks. The average dif-
ference between simulated and experimental photopeak FWHM was less than 2%, as
shown in Table (2). Moreover, NCCC values demonstrated overall agreement between
the experimental and simulated detector platforms (see Table (3)). This section dis-
cusses the performance of the simulation platform in more detail by comparing spectral
features and figures of merit to the energy spectra generated from the experimental
platform.

The experimental 22Na spectra for GAGG:Ce and BGO revealed a double-sum
peak at 1766 keV and 1769 keV (see Figs. (2c) and (4c)). This was caused by the 511
keV and 1275 keV gamma ray interacting with the SiPM in the same time window.
As the double-sum peaks were not 1786 keV (511 keV + 1275 keV), the SiPM did
not fully capture the optical response from the scintillator crystals. This was most
likely caused by X-ray escape. Double-sum peaks were negligible in the 22Na energy
spectra for CLLBC:Ce, NaI:Tl, and CsI:Tl (Figs. (3c), (5c), and (6c)) due to their
lower stopping power, making it less likely for both gamma rays to interact with them
in the same time window. GAGG:Ce and BGO’s high stopping power corresponded
to less statistical noise in the 137Cs spectra (Figs. (2d) and (4d)) compared to the
other scintillators. Statistical noise was more prevalent for 137Cs compared to other
isotopes because 137Cs had the lowest radioactivity. The peak immediately above the
low-level detection threshold observed in the 22Na and 137Cs experimental spectra (e.g.,
GAGG:Ce in Figs. (2c) and (2d)) can be attributed to electronic noise. This peak was
not observed in the simulated spectra because electronic noise was not accounted for
in the simulation platform.

The average difference between simulated and experimental photopeak FWHM was
<1% for CsI:Tl, 1% for GAGG:Ce and CLLBC:Ce, 2% for NaI:Tl, and 4% for BGO.
For each scintillator, the energy resolution generally improved as the characteristic
gamma ray energy increased. Although this was true for 152Eu within the photopeaks
for the same source, it was not true between photopeaks of other isotopes. For example,
the 344 keV and 964 keV 152Eu photopeaks for CsI:Tl had a FWHM of 9.55% and
7.17% respectively, however the FWHM for the 662 keV photopeak was 6.93%. This
phenomena can be attributed to X-ray escape peak broadening and cascade summing
from multiple 152Eu radioactive decays. The poor energy resolution of BGO blurred
the 122 keV and 136 keV 57Co photopeaks together so that the 136 keV photopeak
could not be resolved, as shown in Fig. (4b) and Table (2). Moreover, the poor energy
resolution of BGO was attributed to the 16% difference between the simulated and
experimental 245 keV 152Eu photopeak FWHM. Overall, CLLBC:Ce had the best
energy resolution (lowest photopeak FWHM) across the 30 keV to 2 MeV energy
range. For the simulated 662 keV photopeak, CLLBC:Ce had an energy resolution of
3.52%, NaI:Tl with 6.70%, GAGG:Ce with 6.83%, CsI:Tl with 6.93%, and BGO with
13.4%.
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The NCCC values for NaI:Tl were ∼ 0.99 for the 57Co and 22Na energy spectra
but 0.308, 0.798, and 0.758 for 109Cd, 137Cs, and 152Eu. Across all isotopes, the NCCC
value for CsI:Tl was > 0.98. The differences in NCCC values between the NaI:Tl
and CsI:Tl simulations were attributed to the differences in gamma ray interaction
between sodium and caesium in the scintillators. As sodium is a low Z material, the
gamma ray is more likely to Compton scatter out of the NaI:Tl and interact with
the detector and surrounding environment. Smaller NCCC values were observed in
the scintillators where more Compton scattering occurred, indicating a discrepancy
in the likelihood of Compton scattering in the simulation platform compared to the
experimental platform. This can be attributed to lower fidelity electronic modelling
and geometry approximations made in the Geant4 application. Discrepancies in NCCC
values for BGO can also be attributed to scintillator non-proportionality, which was not
accounted for in the energy calibration process due to limited low energy photopeaks.
For example, the 109Cd energy spectrum had an NCCC value of 0.750, caused by the
misaligned 88 keV photopeaks (see Fig. (4a)).

4. Conclusion

A detailed SiPM-based scintillator detector simulation platform was developed in
Geant4. The response of GAGG:Ce, CLLBC:Ce, BGO, NaI:Tl, and CsI:Tl to charac-
teristic gamma rays with energies between 30 keV to 2 MeV were simulated. These
results were benchmarked against experiments. The simulation platform successfully
predicted the spectral features measured in the experiments. Moreover, the average
simulated photopeak FWHM was within 2% of the experiments and the NCCC val-
ues indicated overall agreement between simulated and experimental energy spectra.
There were minor discrepancies in the simulated FWHM and NCCC values, which
can be attributed to: (1) variations in the Compton continuum caused by geometry
approximations, and (2) detector signal processing electronics modelling.
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(a) 109Cd (b) 57Co

(c) 22Na (d) 137Cs

(e) 152Eu

Figure 2: Experimental and simulated gamma ray energy spectra for the GAGG:Ce scintillator
detector.
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(a) 109Cd (b) 57Co

(c) 22Na (d) 137Cs

(e) 152Eu

Figure 3: Experimental and simulated gamma ray energy spectra for the CLLBC:Ce scintillator
detector.
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(a) 109Cd (b) 57Co

(c) 22Na (d) 137Cs

(e) 152Eu

Figure 4: Experimental and simulated gamma ray energy spectra for the BGO scintillator detector.
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(a) 109Cd (b) 57Co

(c) 22Na (d) 137Cs

(e) 152Eu

Figure 5: Experimental and simulated gamma ray energy spectra for the NaI:Tl scintillator detector.
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(a) 109Cd (b) 57Co

(c) 22Na (d) 137Cs

(e) 152Eu

Figure 6: Experimental and simulated gamma ray energy spectra for the CsI:Tl scintillator detector.
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Characteristic
gamma ray

(keV)
GAGG:Ce CLLBC:Ce BGO NaI:Tl CsI:Tl

Exp Sim Exp Sim Exp Sim Exp Sim Exp Sim
109Cd: 88.03 18.7 16.0 11.8 9.62 30.2 34.4 14.2 17.8 17.2 18.2
57Co: 122.06 15.4 13.6 9.59 8.20 34.8 31.4 12.9 14.5 15.2 15.4
57Co: 136.47 13.9 12.2 8.58 7.33 N/A N/A 11.4 13.1 13.5 13.9
152Eu: 244.70 10.4 10.4 6.64 5.95 38.4 54.9 11.0 10.8 11.0 11.1
152Eu: 344.28 8.96 8.67 5.48 4.75 16.9 18.5 10.3 8.61 10.4 9.55
22Na: 511.00 7.32 7.55 4.72 4.00 13.0 15.1 8.78 7.59 8.72 7.88
137Cs: 661.66 6.43 6.83 4.19 3.52 11.2 13.4 8.09 6.70 7.72 6.93
152Eu: 778.90 6.38 6.66 4.18 3.36 11.3 12.6 7.69 6.15 7.00 6.63
152Eu: 964.06 7.34 9.18 3.50 2.49 12.4 16.0 7.86 6.91 6.73 7.17
22Na: 1274.54 4.62 5.37 3.27 2.55 7.83 11.1 6.32 4.89 5.94 5.06
152Eu: 1408.01 6.33 7.57 3.29 2.29 9.58 11.7 7.69 5.79 6.31 6.76

Table 2: Experimental and simulated full width half maximum (%) extracted from the energy spectra.

Radioactive
source

GAGG:Ce CLLBC:Ce BGO NaI:Tl CsI:Tl

109Cd 0.987 0.275 0.750 0.308 0.999
57Co 0.996 0.993 0.998 0.996 0.989
137Cs 0.987 0.978 0.987 0.798 0.997
152Eu 0.965 0.962 0.972 0.758 0.982
22Na 0.996 0.991 0.995 0.988 0.995

Table 3: NCCC between experimental and simulated energy spectra.
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Appendix A. Geant4 Material Properties

This appendix contains the density, elemental composition, and optical/ scintilla-
tion properties of all materials used in the Geant4 simulation platform. Scintillator ma-
terial properties for GAGG:Ce, CLLBC:Ce, BGO, NaI:Tl, and CsI:Tl are summarised
in Table (A.4) with reference to scintillator refractive index, emission spectrum, and
absorption length data in Figs. (A.7c) and (A.7d). Material properties for EPO-TEK-
301, Teflon tape, ESR, GORE diffuse reflector, glass, SiPM pixel, and EJ-560 optical
pad can be seen in Table (A.5) with refractive index and optical reflectivity/ efficiency
data presented in Figs. (A.7a) and (A.7b).
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Microscopic parametrization of the near threshold oscillations
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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 Q2-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 [1] experiment measured the
time-like nucleon form factors (FFs) at center-of-mass
energies between 2.0 GeV and 3.5 GeV [2–6]. These data
present an oscillating behavior [7–12], 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 “+” component of the
hadronic current Jµ, 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 LQCD 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 (x1, x3) = {(x1, x3) ∈ R : x1 > 0, x3 > 0, x1 + x3 < 1},
where xi = k+i /P

+ are the quark’s light front momen-
tum fractions along is the (+) direction and so the fol-

lowing relation holds:
∑3

i=1 xi = 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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2

have

|baryon⟩ = |0⟩+ |qqq⟩+ |qqqg⟩+ |qqqqq̄⟩+ . . . , (1)

where the three-quark state can be expanded in a Lorentz
series of its matrix element between the vacuum and the
particle states. The expansion has already been per-
formed in Ref. [15], e.g., for the proton has the form

⟨0| εijkui
α (a1z)u

j
β (a2z) d

k
γ (a3z) |P ⟩

=
1

4

[
S1MCαβ

(
γ5N

+
)
γ
+ V1

(
/pC
)
αβ

(
γ5N

+
)
γ

+P1M (γ5C)αβ N
+
γ +A1

(
/pγ5C

)
αβ

N+
γ

+ T1 (iσ⊥pC)αβ
(
γ⊥γ5N

+
)
γ
+ . . .

]
, (2)

where the functions S1, V1, P1, A1 and T1 are called
light cone distribution amplitudes, they are functions of
the scalar product P · z, z being a light like four-vector.
The dots in Eq. (2) indicate that the expansion has been
written explicitly only for twist-3 LCDAs, while the com-
plete expansion includes 24 LCDAs.

Considering now the whole expansion, we can find
some conditions for the LCDAs imposing that the nu-
cleon state isospin is 1/2. For example, for twist-3
LCDAs, the following equation holds

2T1 (x1, x2, x3) = [V1 −A1] (x1, x3, x2)

+ [V1 −A1] (x2, x3, x1) ,

which allows to restrict the study of twist-3 LCDAs to a
single function, which is chosen to be

φN (x) = V1 (x)−A1 (x) ,

where x is 3-vector (x1, x2, x3). Taking advantage
from the conformal symmetry of the Lagrangian density
LQCD, the twist-3 LCDA φN can be expanded over the
orthonormalized Appell polynomials set {Pn (x)}n as fol-
lows

φN

(
x, Q2

)
= 120x1x2x3

∑
n

Bn

(
Q2
)
Pn (x) .

The set of non-perturbative coefficients {Bn}n is un-
known and contains all the information about the form
factor for the leading twist.

Each coefficient Bn is linked to the φN LCDA’s mo-
menta. The first coefficient B0 is fixed being linked to
the normalization of φN , i.e.,

B0 =

∫ 1

0

dx1

∫ 1

0

dx2

∫ 1

0

dx3φN

(
x, Q2

)
= 1 .

As already stated, since we are considering the non per-
turbative aspect of the LCDAs, we can perform an ex-
pansion over the negative powers of the four-momentum
squared,

Bn

(
Q2
)
=

Mn∑
k=0

b
(n)
k Q−2k, (3)

where Q2 = −q2,
{
{b(n)k }Mn

k=0

}
n
is the set of coefficients

and Mn is the maximum power of Q−2 in the expansion
of the nth parameter Bn.

III. LEADING ORDER CONTRIBUTING
DIAGRAMS

Taking the leading order into account, the minimum
number of contributing diagrams has been evaluated in
Ref. [15], where fourteen diagrams have been considered.
The Sachs form factors which we are interested in are
related to the Pauli and Dirac ones by the relations

GE

(
Q2
)

= F1

(
Q2
)
− τF2

(
Q2
)
,

GM

(
Q2
)

= F1

(
Q2
)
+ F2

(
Q2
)
,

where τ = Q2/
(
4M2

B

)
. We performed our fit over the

effective form factor data, which is linked to the Sachs
form factors by the relation

|Geff| =

√
|GE |2 + 2τ |GM |2

1 + 2τ
.

Following the works of Brodsky and Lepage [16], the
light front EMFF can be written as the convolution of
three probabilities, namely the probability of describ-
ing the baryon and antibaryon as a system of three
collinear quarks, φN

(
x, Q2

)
, and the probability of find-

ing a certain strong interaction, known as hard scatter-
ing kernel KH . At the leading order, each of the four-
teen contributing diagrams corresponds to a hard scat-
tering kernel Ki (x,y), here φN (x) = V1 (x) − A1 (x),
and T (x) = T1 (x) are the light cone distribution ampli-
tudes involved in the calculation.
In order to evaluate the form factor GM , we used the
Chernyak-Zhitnitsky [15] asymptotic formula

q4GM

(
q2
)
→ (4πᾱs)

2

54
|fN |2∫

[dx]

∫
[dy]

(
2

7∑
i=1

eiKi (x,y) +

14∑
i=8

eiKi (x,y)

)
, (4)

where [dx] = δ
(
1−

∑3
i=1 xi

)
dx1dx2dx3 and ᾱs is the

modified coupling constant. For the evaluation of the
modified coupling constant ᾱ2

s, we follow the procedure
proposed by Chernyak and Zhitnitsky in Ref. [15]. The
value of ᾱ2

s is given by the product of the coupling con-
stants for the two subprocesses, namely the two gluon
exchanges which appear in the tree-level diagrams shown
in Table I. The average virtuality q̄21 of the lightest gluon
is x̄3ȳ3q

2, while the rest gluon has an averaged virtu-
ality q̄22 = (1− x1) (1− y1)q

2. The typical values of a
realistic nucleon wave function for the x̄i are x̄1 ≃ 2/3,
x̄2 ≃ x̄3 ≃ 1/6. Therefore ᾱ2

s

(
q2
)
= αs

(
1
36q

2
)
αs

(
1
9q

2
)
.
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TABLE I. Diagrams and leading twist baryon wave func-
tions [15].

Index i Diagram Ki(x,y)

1
φN (x)φN (y) + 4T (x)T (y)

(1− x1)2x3(1− y1)2y3

2 0

3
−4T (x)T (y)

x1x3(1− x2)y1y3(1− y1)

4
φN (x)φN (y)

x1x3(1− x3)y1y3(1− y1)

5
−φN (x)φN (y)

x2x3(1− x3)y2y3(1− y1)

6 0

7

(
1

x1y1
+

1

x2y2

)
φN (x)φN (y)

(1− x3)2(1− y3)2

8 0

9
φN (x)φN (y) + 4T (x)T (y)

(1− x1)2x2(1− y1)2y2

10
φN (x)φN (y) + 4T (x)T (y)

(1− x1)2x2(1− y1)2y2

11 0

12
−φN (x)φN (y)

x1x2(1− x3)y1y2(1− y1)

13
4T (x)T (y)

x1x2(1− x1)y1y2(1− y2)

14
−φN (x)φN (y)

x1x2(1− x1)y1y2(1− y3)

The integrals in Eq. (4) are (weakly) convergent, it is
possible to solve them analytically. The results have al-
ready been obtained in Ref. [14], and are reported in Ap-
pendix C. Non-perturbative-QCD effects are accounted
for by considering the Q2-dependence of the Bn defined
in Eq. (3) as truncated expansions in powers of Q−2. The
first parameter B0 is fixed to 1 and is related to the zero
order of the LCDA φN , so it is considered a constant. As
for the other parameters, we are for now limiting our dis-
cussion to the LCDA’s second order momenta, so we are
only interested in the first six parameters, namely those
of the set {Bn}5n=0.

For the truncated expansion, we propose M0 = 0,
M1 = M2 = 1, M3 = M4 = M5 = 2, so that

B0 = 1 ,

Bn(Q
2) = b

(n)
0 +

b
(n)
1

Q2
, n = 1, 2 ,

Bm(Q2) = b
(m)
0 +

b
(m)
1

Q2
+

b
(m)
2

(Q2)2
, m = 3, 4, 5 . (5)

We obtain a closed expression of the form factor GM de-
pending only on the non-perturbative parameters for the

proton and the neutron. Since the nucleons are related
by the isospin symmetry, their parameters are the same
we can performed a simultaneous fit to the recent BESIII
data on proton and neutron cross sections to determine

the sets of coefficients
{
{b(n)k }Mn

k=0

}5

n=0
. The fit is per-

formed using the ROOT Data Analysis Framework [17]
program.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Figure 1 shows the results for the effective proton (up-
per panel) and neutron (lower panel) form factors in com-
parison with the experimental values measured by the
BESIII experiment [2–4]. The fit functions depend on 13
free parameters, which are the coefficients of the expres-
sions of Eq. (5). The normalized minimum χ2 is

χ2

nDoF
=

79.93

43
≃ 1.79 .

It has been obtained by using 48 data points of the pro-
ton cross section and 18 of the neutron one. The error
bands have been determined by considering both the er-
rors of data, and the theoretical systematic error of the
model, which has ben estimated by using expressions
for the Bn(Q

2) parameters with the additional power(
Q−2

)Mn+1
.
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FIG. 1. The bands represent the fit results for the proton
(upper panel) and neutron (lower panel) effective form factor.
The data are from the BESIII experiment [2–4].

Figure 2 shows the twist-3 nucleon distribution amplitude
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FIG. 2. The nucleon distribution function φN (x) obtained at√
−Q2 = 2.5 GeV as a function of x1 and x3.

φN (x) evaluated at
√
−Q2 = 2.5 GeV. The maximum

value is reached at the light-cone momentum fractions

x1 ≃ 0.49 , x2 ≃ 0.24 , x3 ≃ 0.27 ,

which agree with the assumption made in the Chernyak-
Zhitnitsky formula [15] that the first quark has a momen-
tum fraction about 50% larger than the other two, which
equally divide the remaining momentum fraction.

Summarizing, a coherent model has been developed to
reproduce the data on proton and neutron EMFFs, re-
cently obtained by the BESIII collaboration. The model
is based on a parameterization of the light-cone distribu-
tion amplitudes, and obeys conformal symmetry of the
QCD Lagrangian.

The light-front quantization allows us to express the
three-quark operator, occurring in the expression of the
hard scattering kernel, as the Fourier transform of the
light-cone distribution amplitudes, which, in turn, de-
scribe the behaviour of the three valence quarks consti-
tuting the baryon in a light-cone system. Always under
the aegis of the QCD-Lagrangian conformal symmetry
we expanded the leading-twist baryon distribution ampli-
tudes over a set of Appell polynomials, which diagonal-
ize the one gluon exchange kernel. The non-perturbative
nature of the baryon distribution amplitudes is imple-
mented by considering a Q2-dependence of the expansion
parameters {Bn}n. We have restricted our calculations
to the first six Appell polynomials.

These distribution amplitudes have been used to calcu-
late the near threshold behaviour of the nucleon effective
form factors, extending the valence of an asymptotic for-
mula to the low-momentum transfer region. Such a near-
threshold extension has been obtained by considering a
Q2-dependence of the expansion parameters

{
Bn(Q

2)
}
n
,

as polynomials of zero, first and second degree of Q−2.
Moreover, since the nucleon EMFFs are linked by the

isospin symmetry, the same set
{
Bn(Q

2)
}
n
can be used

and the free coefficients of their power series can be de-
termined by means a simultaneous fit to the proton and
neutron data. The error bands of the near-threshold ef-
fective nucleon form factors, have been obtained by con-
sidering the experimental uncertainties of the data, used
to determine the free parameters of the model and the
theoretical systematic uncertainties due to the particular
parametrization used.
This study aims to identify the origin or at least the

dominant cause of the oscillatory behaviour of the effec-
tive nucleon form factors. In particular, we would like to
distinguish between two hypotheses about the oscillation
phenomenon: the intrinsic dynamical origin and the final
state interaction. In the first case, the oscillations appear
at the form factor level, while in the second case, they
are due to re-scattering reactions that happen when the
nucleons are already formed. A necessary condition in
favour of the intrinsic origin is that there exists a micro-
scopic model of nucleons that can give oscillatory form
factors.
Even though for the neutron effective form factor the

model reproduces quite well the oscillatory behaviour,
it seems to fail in the case of the proton. Indeed, the
obtained behaviour of the effective proton form factor,
the orange band shown in the upper panel of Fig. 1,
is compatible with the so-called regular background of
Refs. [7, 8, 11]. It can be interpreted as the contribution
due to the short distance quark-level dynamics [18, 19],
i. e., the pp̄ final state is produced by the creation of
quark-antiquark pairs within a small volume, with a lin-
ear dimension much smaller than the standard hadron
size of about 1 fm.
Nevertheless, the model has the added value of prov-

ing that a unique parametrization in all the kinematical
ranges where data are present is effective both for proton
and neutron FFs. This is in contrast to previous works,
where a common fit could only be achieved either in a
restricted kinematical region, concluding in a change of
the phase [3], or at the price of three different models
applicable in different kinematical regions [5].
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Appendix A: Contributing diagrams computation

Using the expressions [15]

φN (x) = 120x1x2x3

(
ax2

1 + bx2
2 + cx2

3 + dx3 + e
)
,

T (x) = 120x1x2x3

[
a+ c

2

(
x2
1 + x2

2

)
+ bp23+

d

2
(1− x3) + e

]
, (A1)

where the values of the coefficients a, b, c, d, e and f are
given in Ref. [15], the analytic solutions of the integrals
of Eq. (4), namely the ten non-vanishing expressions

Ki =

∫
[dx]

∫
[dy]Ki(x,y) , (A2)

where the functions Ki(x,y) are given in Table I, with
i ∈ {1, 3, 4, 5, 7, 9, 10, 12, 13, 14}, are:

K1 =
(
I
(1)
1

)2
+ 4

(
I
(2)
1

)2
,

I
(1)
1 =

5

12
(36a+ 6b+ 2c+ 12d+ 72e) ,

I
(2)
1 =

5

12
(21a+ 20b+ 3c+ 32d+ 72e) ; (A3)

K3 = −4I
(1)
3 I

(2)
3 ,

I
(1)
3 =

5

3
(10a+ 2b+ 10c+ 15d+ 36e) ,

I
(2)
3 =

5

12
(15a+ 6b+ 15c+ 28d+ 72e) ; (A4)

K4 = I
(1)
4 I

(2)
4 ,

I
(1)
4 =

5

2
(a+ 3b+ 2(c+ 2d+ 6e)) ,

I
(2)
4 =

5

6
(6a+ 9b+ 3c+ 8d+ 36e) ; (A5)

K5 = −I
(1)
5 I

(2)
5 ,

I
(1)
5 =

5

2
(3a+ b+ 2(c+ 2d+ 6e))

I
(2)
5 =

10

3
(9a+ b+ c+ 3d+ 18e) ; (A6)

K7 =
(
I
(1)
7

)2
+
(
I
(2)
7

)2
,

I
(1)
7 =

5

6
(a+ 3(b+ 6c+ 8d+ 12e)) ,

I
(2)
7 =

5

6
(3a+ b+ 6(3c+ 4d+ 6e)) ; (A7)

K9 = K10 =
(
I
(1)
9

)2
+ 4

(
I
(2)
9

)2
,

I
(1)
9 =

5

6
(18a+ b+ 3c+ 8d+ 36e) ,

I
(2)
9 =

5

12
(19a+ 6b+ 19c+ 28d+ 72e) ; (A8)

K12 = −I
(1)
12 I

(2)
12 ;

I
(1)
12 =

10

3
(a+ b+ 9c+ 12d+ 18e) ,

I
(2)
12 =

5

6
(6a+ 3b+ 9c+ 16d+ 36e) ; (A9)

K13 = 4I
(1)
13 I

(2)
13

I
(1)
13 =

5

12
(−3a+ 90b− 3c+ 100d+ 360e) ,

I
(2)
13 =

5

12
(9a+ 18b+ 9c+ 20d+ 72e) ; (A10)

K14 = −I
(1)
14 I

(2)
14 ,

I
(1)
14 =

5

6
(6a+ 3b+ 9c+ 16d+ 36e) ,

I
(2)
14 =

10

3
(a+ b+ 9c+ 12d+ 18e) . (A11)

Appendix B: Distribution amplitudes computation

1. Quark distribution amplitudes complex
conjugate computation

Omitting the color and current indices, there is a pro-
portionality between the hadronic current matrix element
and the quark distribution amplitudes, given by

⟨P ′|J |P ⟩ ∝ ⟨P ′|ūµūν d̄ρ|0⟩ ⟨0|Kµνραβγ
H |0⟩ ⟨0|uαuβdγ |P ⟩ ,

(B1)
so that the transition amplitude is proportional to the
vacuum expectation value of the hard scattering kernel.
The Feynman diagram is depicted in Fig. 3.

Kµνραβγ
H

uα

uβ

dγ

ūµ

ūν

d̄ρ

FIG. 3. Basic graph for the hard scattering kernel.

The hard scattering structure Kµνραβγ
H is given by a

product of the three Lorentz structures which give the
coupling of the three fermion lines:

Kµνραβγ
H = Γαµ

1 Γβν
2 Γγρ

3 . (B2)

First of all, we need to write the complex conjugate of
the matrix element representing the distribution ampli-
tude φN (x). We calculate this directly as we can take
the complex conjugate of the three parts composing the
matrix element expansion:

⟨0|uαuβdγ |P ⟩∗ = ⟨P | d†γu
†
βu

†
α |0⟩

= ⟨P | d̄iūj ūk |0⟩ γ0
iγγ

0
jβγ

0
kα . (B3)
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For the axial component we have

⟨P | d̄iūj ūk |0⟩A = A∗
1

(
/Pγ5C

)∗
αβ

N (P )
∗
γ γ

0
γiγ

0
βjγ

0
αk

= A∗
1

((
/Pγ5C

)†)
βα

N̄ (P )i γ
0
βjγ

0
αk

= A∗
1

(
Cγ5 /P

)
jk

N̄ (P )i , (B4)

for the vector one

⟨P | d̄iūj ūk |0⟩V = V ∗
1

(
/PC
)∗
αβ

(γ5N (P ))
∗
γ γ

0
γiγ

0
βjγ

0
αk

= −V ∗
1

((
/PC
)†)

βα

(
N̄ (P ) γ5

)
i
γ0
βjγ

0
αk

= −V ∗
1

(
C /P
)
jk

(
N̄ (P ) γ5

)
i
, (B5)

and finally for the tensorial part

⟨P | d̄iūj ūk |0⟩T = T ∗
1 (σ↔µνPνC)

∗
αβ (γµγ5N (P ))

∗
γ

γ0
γiγ

0
βjγ

0
αk

= −T ∗
1

(
(σ↔µνPνC)

†
)
βα

(
N̄ (P ) γ5γµ

)
i

γ0
βjγ

0
αk

= −T ∗
1 (CPνσ

↔µν)jk
(
N̄ (P ) γ5γµ

)
i
.

(B6)

2. Distribution amplitudes convolutions

Here we compute the convolution of the distribution
amplitudes used for the evaluation of the contributing
diagrams. In each of the following calculations we use
the anti-commutative properties of the gamma matrices,
in particular the fact that the γ5 matrix anti commutes
with every component of the matrix four-vector γµ, while
for the charge conjugation matrix C the following rule
holds:

CγµC = − (γµ)
T
. (B7)

The axial, vector, tensor, and axial-vector components of
the hadronic-current matrix element are, respectively,

⟨P ′|J |P ⟩A = ⟨P ′|ūµūν d̄ρ|0⟩A⟨0|K
µνραβγ
H |0⟩⟨0|uαuβdγ |P ⟩A

= A∗
1

(
Cγ5 /P

′
)
µν

(
N̄P ′)

ρ
Γµα
1 Γνβ

2 Γργ
3 A1(

/Pγ5C
)
αβ

N (P )γ

= |A1|2 N̄ (P ′) Γ3N (P )[
−Γµα

1

(
/Pγ5C

)
αβ

(
ΓT
2

)βν (
Cγ5 /P

′
)
νµ

]
= − |A1|2 N̄ (P ′) Γ3N (P )

Tr
[
Γ1 /Pγ5CΓT

2 Cγ5 /P
′
]

= (−1)
1+2n2 |A1|2 N̄ (P ′) Γ3N (P )

Tr

[
Γ1 /P

↔
Γ2 /P

′
]
; (B8)

⟨P ′|J |P ⟩V = ⟨P ′|ūµūν d̄ρ|0⟩V ⟨0|K
µνραβγ
H |0⟩ ⟨0|uαuβdγ |P ⟩V

= −V ∗
1

(
C /P

′
)
µν

(
N̄ (P ′) γ5

)
ρ
Γµα
1 Γνβ

2 Γργ
3

V1

(
/PC
)
αβ

(N (P ) γ5)γ

= (−1)
1+n3 |V1|2 N̄ (P ′) Γ3N (P )[

(Γ1)µα
(
/PC
)
αβ

(
ΓT
2

)
βν

(
C /P

′
)
νµ

]
= (−1)

1+n3 |V1|2 N̄ (P ′) Γ3N (P )

Tr
[
Γ1 /PCΓT

2 C /P
′
]

= (−1)
1+n2+n3 |V1|2 N̄ (P ′) Γ3N (P )

Tr

[
Γ1 /P

↔
Γ2 /P

′
]

= − |V1|2 N̄ (P ′) Γ3N (P ) Tr

[
Γ1 /P

↔
Γ2 /P

′
]
; (B9)

⟨P ′|J |P ⟩T = ⟨P ′|ūµūν d̄ρ|0⟩T ⟨0|K
µνραβγ
H |0⟩⟨0|uαuβdγ |P ⟩T

= T ∗
1

(
CP ′

λσ
↔δλ

)
µν

(
N̄ (P ′) γ5γδ

)
ρ
Γµα
1 Γνβ

2 Γργ
3

T1 (σ
↔ηκPκC)αβ (γηγ5 (N (P )))γ

= |T1|2 P ′
λPκN̄ (P ′) γδΓ3γηN (P )[

Γµα
1 (σ↔ηκC)αβ

(
ΓT
2

)
βν

(
Cσ↔δλ

)
νµ

]
= |T1|2 P ′

λPκN̄ (P ′) γδΓ3γηN (P )

Tr
[
Γ1σ

↔ηκCΓT
2 Cσ↔δλ

]
= |T1|2 P ′

λPκN̄ (P ′) γδΓ3γηN (P )

Tr

[
Γ1σ

↔ηκ
↔
Γ2σ

↔δλ

]
; (B10)

⟨P ′| ūµūν d̄ρ |0⟩A ⟨0|Kµνραβγ
H |0⟩ ⟨0|uαuβdγ |P ⟩V

+ ⟨P ′| ūµūν d̄ρ |0⟩V ⟨0|Kµνραβγ
H |0⟩ ⟨0|uαuβdγ |P ⟩A

=
[
A∗

1

(
Cγ5 /P

′
)
µν

(
N̄ (P ′)

)
ρ
V1

(
/PC
)
αβ

(N (P ) γ5)γ

− V ∗
1

(
C /P

′
)
µν

(
N̄ (P ′) γ5

)
ρ
A1

(
/Pγ5C

)
αβ

N (P )γ

]
Γµα
1 Γνβ

2 Γργ
3

= − (V1A
∗
1 + V ∗

1 A1) N̄ (P ′) Γ3γ5N (P ) Tr

[
Γ1 /P

↔
Γ2 /P

′
]
.

(B11)

Appendix C: Contributing diagrams in terms of the
non-perturbative parameters

Here we write the integrals used for the calculation of
the nucleon form factors Gp,n

M . The Chernyak-Zhitnitsky
formula is

q4Gp,n
M

(
q2
)
→ (4πᾱs)

2

54
|fN |2 Ip,n , (C1)
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where the integrals Ip,n up to the second degree polyno-
mials are

Ip = 1400B0B1 +
2000

9
B2

1 + 1800B0B2 +
2800

3
B1B2

+1200B2
2 + 6600B0B3 +

22000

9
B1B3 + 4800B2B3

+
18800

3
B2

3 − 1000

3
B0B4 −

2600

27
B1B4 −

2200

9
B2B4

−4600

9
B3B5 +

2600

243
B2

4 − 1400B0B5 −
3500

9
B1B5

−1100

3
B2B5 −

5900

3
B3B5 +

4100

81
B4B5 +

7700

27
B2

5 ;

In = 1800B2
0 − 1400B0B1 +

2000

9
B2

1 − 1800B0B2

−2800

3
B1B2 − 200B2

2 − 1000B0B3 −
22000

9
B1B3

−2000B2B3 −
17000

9
B2

3 +
1000

3
B0B4 −

2600

27
B1B4

+
2200

9
B2B4 +

4600

9
B3B5 +

2600

243
B2

4 +
2000

3
B0B5

+
3500

9
B1B5 +

500

9
B2B5 +

6500

9
B3B5 −

4100

81
B4B5

−7250

81
B2

5 , (C2)

where the coefficients {Bn}5n=0 are the ones appearing in

the expansion of the LCDA φN

(
x, Q2

)
, and their oper-

ative form is given in Eq. (5).
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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 B+ → K+νν̄, 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 Bs → µ−µ+. We introduce in the model the following dark particles:

a neutral singlet Dirac-type lepton (N); two inert Higgs doublets (η1,2), with one of which carrying

a lepton number; a charged singlet dark scalar (χ+), and a singlet vector-like up-type dark quark

(T ). The first two entities are responsible for the radiative neutrino mass, and χ+ couples to right-

handed quarks and leptons and can resolve the tensions existing in muon g − 2 and Bs → µ−µ+.

Furthermore, the BR of B+ → K+νν̄ can be enhanced up to a factor of 2 compared to the SM

prediction through the mediations of the dark T and the charged scalars. In addition, we also

study the impacts on the K → πνν̄ decays.

∗E-mail: physchen@mail.ncku.edu.tw
†E-mail: chengwei@phys.ntu.edu.tw

1

ar
X

iv
:2

40
3.

02
89

7v
1 

 [
he

p-
ph

] 
 5

 M
ar

 2
02

4

mailto:physchen@mail.ncku.edu.tw
mailto:chengwei@phys.ntu.edu.tw


I. INTRODUCTION

Under an enormous number of experimental tests and with great success in most of them,

the standard model (SM) has been established as a very good effective theory at and below

the electroweak scale. However, certain empirical observations, such as the existence of

neutrino mass and dark matter (DM), still await definitive resolutions. In addition, a long-

standing issue in the anomalous magnetic dipole moment of muon (muon g − 2), observed

in BNL [1] and further confirmed by Fermilab experiments [2], strongly hints at possibly a

new interaction in the lepton sector.

Recently, the Belle II Collaboration with 362 fb−1 of data has observed the first evidence

of B+ → K+νν̄ decay, and the resulting branching ratio (BR) is reported as [3]:

B(B+ → K+νν̄) = [2.3± 0.5 (stat) +0.5
−0.4 (syst)]× 10−5 = (2.3± 0.7)× 10−5 . (1)

When combined with earlier results measured by BaBar [4, 5] and Belle [6, 7], the weighted

average is given by B(B+ → K+νν̄) = (1.3±0.4)×10−5. Compared to the SM prediction of

B(B+ → K+νν̄)SM = (4.92±0.30)×10−6 [8], the current data shows a 2.7σ deviation. This

difference hints at the possibility of some peculiar interactions, predominantly manifesting

in the b → sνν̄ or b → s + invisible transitions [9–23], rather than in b → sℓ−ℓ+ that is

subject to strict constraints from B → Xsℓ
−ℓ+ and Bs → µ−µ+ decays.

A primary motivation of this study is to extend the existing scotogenic model [24] to

enhance the di → djνν̄ decays and muon g−2 while simultaneously explaining the observed

neutrino data and dark matter relic density. To radiatively generate Majorana neutrino

mass in a scotogenic model, lepton number-violating couplings are essential. Such violation

of the lepton number could stem from the leptonic right-handed Majorana neutrino mass

term, like in the type-I seesaw mechanism [25–28]. However, to prevent the mass scale of the

introduced Majorana fermion from reaching an undetectable energy scale when the Yukawa

couplings are of O(mτ/v), either the Majorana fermion does not carry a lepton number [24]

or a Dirac-type neutral fermion should be used instead [29]. In other words, the new heavy

fermion mass term is unrelated to or retains the lepton number conservation. Therefore,

within the framework of scotogenesis, the lepton number symmetry should be violated in

some scalar coupling, for instance, a non-Hermitian quartic term, where the involved exotic

scalar field carries a dark charge and is assigned a lepton number as proposed in the Ma

model [24]. Since the lepton number symmetry will be restored when the scalar coupling,
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which violates the lepton number, approaches zero, it can be considered as a technical

naturalness if the scalar coupling is small [30].

If we focus on leptonic processes, one Higgs doublet, which carries a dark charge and

lepton number, associated with 2 or 3 dark right-handed Majorana fermions in the Ma

model can successfully account for the neutrino data observed from the neutrino oscillation

experiments [24]. For simplicity, we will refer to a scalar carrying a dark charge as an inert

scalar. As a result, this model has implications for rare leptonic decays, such as µ → eγ,

µ → 3e, µ − e conversion in nucleus processes [31, 32], and DM candidate [24]. However,

due to the absence of the lepton quantum number in quarks, the lepton number-carrying

Higgs doublet in the Ma model has no interactions with the quarks. This remains true even

with the introduction of a new heavy quark carrying a dark charge; otherwise, the lepton

number violation will occur in the quark Yukawa couplings, leading to the breakdown of

Rp-parity, defined as Rp = (−1)3B+L+2S, where B, L, and S denote the baryon, lepton, and

spin quantum numbers of a particle.

To incorporate the effects responsible for the loop-induced neutrino mass into the rare

flavor-changing neutral-current (FCNC) B and K decay processes, a suitable extension of

the Ma model is called for. We, therefore, aim to identify a minimal extension that not only

addresses the issues of neutrino mass, DM relic density, and muon g−2 but also significantly

enhances the BRs in the di → djνν̄ decays.

We find that the essential part to achieve our goal is the introduction of an inert Higgs

doublet in the absence of the lepton number association. To preserve the lepton number

conservation in the Yukawa sector, it is imperative to replace the Majorana-type neutral

fermion used in the Ma model with a vector-like Dirac-type neutral lepton. Furthermore,

to establish the connection between the SM quarks and the particles within the dark sector

through the non-leptonic inert Higgs, it is necessary to introduce a new quark with an

appropriate dark charge. For the sake of gauge anomaly-free conditions, the minimal choice

of the new dark quark is an SU(2)L singlet vector-like up-type quark.

Since the non-leptonic inert Higgs is an SU(2)L doublet, the Yukawa couplings only in-

volve the left-handed SM quarks. In other words, when di → djνν̄ are enhanced, the effects

contributing to Bs → µ−µ+ align with the SM contribution and could result in constructive

interference and pushing its BR above the current experimental data. To address the con-

straint arising from Bs → µ−µ+, a right-handed quark current used to cancel the effect from
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the left-handed current in the b → s transition becomes helpful. What is more is that in

fact, the SM predicts B(Bs → µ−µ+) = 3.78+0.15
−0.10 × 10−9 [8], slightly higher than the current

experimental measurement B(Bs → µ−µ+) = (3.01± 0.35)× 10−9 [33]. The introduction of

right-handed quark currents helps alleviate this tension.

Because the right-handed quarks and leptons in the SM and the introduced dark quark

are SU(2)L singlet, we can employ an SU(2)L singlet electrically charged dark scalar to

couple these particles. As a result, the right-handed currents for the b → s transition can be

generated from one-loop Feynman diagrams. Moreover, through mixing with the inert Higgs

doublet, the left- and right-handed leptons can couple to the physical inert charged scalars.

This results in the corrections to lepton g − 2 being linear in the lepton mass. Therefore,

the muon g − 2 can be significantly enhanced in the model. Based on the above analysis,

the additional dark particles introduced in the model to explain the neutrino measurements

and the muon g− 2, to fit B(Bs → µ−µ+), and to enhance the di → djνν̄ processes are: the

non-leptonic inert Higgs doublet, the singlet vector-like up-type dark quark, and the singlet

dark-charged scalar.

The paper is structured as follows. We set up the scotogenic model and derive the Yukawa

and relevant gauge couplings in Sec. II. Utilizing the obtained Yukawa couplings and scalar

mixings, we formulate the loop-induced neutrino mass matrix and lepton g − 2 in Sec. III.

The constraints from b → sγ and |∆F | = 2 arising from box diagrams are analyzed. In

addition, the effective Hamiltonian for di → dj(νν̄, µ
−µ+), which arises from the Z-penguin

diagrams, is derived in this section. Based on the new interactions, the BRs for B → K(∗)νν̄,

K → πνν̄, B → Xsℓ
−ℓ+, and Bs → µ−µ+ are computed in Sec. IV. The detailed numerical

analysis and discussions of the phenomenological results are shown in Sec. V. The findings

of this study are summarized in Sec. VI.

II. THE MODEL AND COUPLINGS

As stated in the introduction, the Majorana neutrino mass can be radiatively generated in

the scotogenic model if lepton number violation originates from the coupling of the leptonic

inert Higgs doublet to the non-leptonic inert Higgs and the SM Higgs doublets in the scalar

potential. Moreover, by introducing an SU(2)L singlet vector-like up-type quark, we can

have interesting phenomenological contributions to the FCNC B and K decays. Therefore,
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to investigate the impacts of new physics on the processes of di → dj(νν̄, ℓ
−ℓ+) while avoiding

the strict constraints from the B → Xsℓ
−ℓ+ and Bs → µ+µ− decays, we extend the SM by

adding two Higgs doublet η1,2, one charged scalar χ±, and singlet vector-like neutral leptons

NL,R and up-type quarks TL,R, one for each chirality.

It is found that with appropriate charge assignment to the new particles, a global U(1)X

dark symmetry exists in the model. Since a Z ′-guage boson is not necessary for the study, we

do not gauge the U(1)X symmetry. For clarity, we show the representations and assignments

of U(1)X charge and lepton number as follows:

η1 ∼ (2, 1, qX , 0) , η2 ∼ (2, 1, −qX ,−2) ,

NL,R ∼ (1, 0, qX , 1) , TL,R ∼ (1, 4/3, qX , 0) , χ+ ∼ (1, 2, qX , 0) ,
(2)

where the numbers in the parentheses denote in sequence the SU(2)L representation, the

U(1)Y charge, the U(1)X charge, and the lepton number. We note that both η2 and N

carry the lepton number. Moreover, to ensure the stability of a DM candidate in the model,

we assume that the U(1)X is exact, and the η1,2 are assumed to have no nonzero vacuum

expectation values (VEVs). Hence, the masses of the dark-charged scalars do not originate

from the electroweak symmetry breaking.

We will focus on the loop-induced quark flavor-changing processes in this work. Details

of the scalar potential, the scalar mixings, and the scalar mass spectra are presented in

Appendix A. The main free parameters associated with the scalar sector are the masses of

the inert charged Higgs bosons.

A. Yukawa couplings

Based on the representations and charge assignments in Eq. (2), the Yukawa couplings

for the new particles are given by:

−LY =Ly1 η̃1NR + Ly2 η̃2N
C
L + ℓR yℓ NLχ

− +mNNLNR

+QL y
R
T η̃1TR + dR yL

T TLχ
− +mTTLTR +H.c. ,

(3)

where the flavor indices are suppressed, L and QL denote respectively the left-handed lepton

and quark doublets in the SM, η̃j = iτ2η
∗
j , N

C = CN̄T is the charge conjugation of N , and

mN (mT ) is the mass of N (T ). After electroweak symmetry breaking, we introduce the

unitary flavor-mixing matrices V ℓ
R,L and V q

R,L to diagonalize the charged lepton and quark
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mass matrices. Since the neutrinos are still massless at the tree level, we can absorb the

lepton flavor-mixing matrices to the Yukawa couplings y1,2,ℓ. If we rotate away the weak

phase of y1, both y2 and yℓ in general contain complex parameters. Thus, y2 can lead to a

complex Majorana neutrino mass matrix through radiative corrections. Using the physical

charged and neutral scalar states defined in Eqs. (A5) and (A9), the lepton Yukawa couplings

can be obtained as:

−Lℓ
Y =νL y1NR (cϕ(S1 − iA1)− sϕ(S2 + iA2))

+ νL y2N
C
L (sϕ(S1 + iA1) + cϕ(S2 − iA2))− ℓL y2N

C
L η−2

− ℓL y1NR

(
cθH

−
1 − sθH

−
2

)
+ ℓR yℓ NL

(
sθH

−
1 + cθH

−
2

)
+mNNLNR +H.c. ,

(4)

where θ denotes the mixing angle between η±1 and χ±. Besides the masses of neutral scalars,

we will show later that the loop-induced Majorana neutrino mass matrix depends on y1,2

and the angle θ.

Before electroweak symmetry breaking, the weak phases of yR,T
T can be rotated away by

redefining the phases of the quark fields uL and dL,R. After the symmetry breaking, when

the quark-flavor mixing matrices are introduced for diagonalizing the quark mass matrices,

we can redefine V u
L y

R
T as yR

T in the ūLy
R
T TRη

0∗
1 term. As a result, the term related to

the left-handed down-type quark becomes d̄LV
†yR

T TRη
−
1 , where V = V u

L V
d†
L represents the

Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix. In terms of physical quark and scalar states,

the Yukawa couplings of the new quark in the model are expressed as:

−Lq
Y =uL y

R
T TR [cϕ(S1 − iA1)− sϕ(S2 + iA2)]

+ d̄
(
CRk

Ti PR +CLk
T PL

)
TH−

k +mTTLTR +H.c.
(5)

Here, C
R1(2)
T = −cθ(sθ)Y

R
T , and C

L1(2)
T = sθ(cθ)Y

L
T , with

YR
T = V †yR

T , YL
T = V d

R yL
T . (6)

From Eq. (5), it can be seen that the down-type quarks only couple to the charged Higgses.

Although the Yukawa couplings yR,L
T can be tightly restrained by the up-type quark processes

mediated by the scalars Si and pseudoscalars Ai, such as D − D̄ mixing, the constraint is

essentially close to that from the K − K̄ mixing. Without loss of generality, we will focus

on the charged Higgs-mediated phenomena.

If the up-type quarks in the weak eigenstates are initially aligned with their physical states

(i.e., V u
L = 1), we then have V = V d†

L , which is well-determined in experiments. Since there
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is no information on the right-handed quark flavor mixings, V d
R is essentially an unspecified

unitary matrix. To reduce the number of free parameters, we adopt the assumption that

V d
R = V d

L . Indeed, the assumption can be realized in the left-right symmetric model or model

with a Hermitian quark mass matrix. The unique CP-violating phase in the quark sector

then arises from the Kobayashi-Maskawa (KM) phase in the CKM matrix. We will apply

the assumption in the numerical analysis.

B. Gauge couplings

In addition to the Yukawa couplings, the alternative interactions essential for the study

of the FCNC B and K decays are the gauge couplings of the photon (Aµ) and Z-boson to

T , χ±, and η+1 . Being an SU(2)L singlet and charged under U(1)X , T does not mix with

the SM quarks or couple with the W boson.

To obtain the relevant guage interactions, we write the covariant derivatives of T , χ± and

ηi as:

DµT = (∂µ + iQTg
′Bµ)T ,

Dµχ
+ = (∂µ + ig′Bµ)χ

+ ,

Dµη1 =

(
∂µ + i

g

2
τ⃗ · W⃗µ + i

g′

2
Bµ

)
η1 ,

(7)

where the hypercharges of YT = 4/3 = 2QT , Yχ+ = 2 and Yη1 = 1 have been explicitly used.

Because η2 does not couple to quarks, we refrain from showing its gauge couplings. Using

the weak mixing angle, defined by cos θW = g/
√

g2 + g′2 and sin θW = g′/
√
g2 + g′2, and

the relation of g sin θW = g′ cos θW = e, we parametrize the photon and Z-boson states as:

Aµ = cWBµ + sWW 3
µ ,

Zµ = −sWBµ + cWW 3
µ ,

(8)

with cW ≡ cos θW and sW ≡ sin θW . The gauge couplings of Aµ and Zµ to the heavy new

quark can be found as:

LTTV = −eQT T̄ γµTA
µ − g

2cW

(
−2QT s

2
W

)
T̄ γµTZ

µ . (9)

Note that as T is a vector-like quark, it has a vectorial coupling to the Z gauge boson.

7



For the gauge couplings of the charged scalars H±
i , they can be obtained as:

LH−H+V = ieAµ

2∑
i=1

(H+
i ∂µH

−
i −H−

i ∂µH
+
i )

+ i
g

2cW
cZijZ

µ
(
(∂µH

−
i )H

+
j −H−

i ∂µH
+
j

)
, (10)

where cZ11 = c2θ−2s2W , cZ12 = cZ21 = cθsθ, and cZ22 = s2θ−2s2W . Because η±1 and χ± mix together

and belong to different SU(2)L representations, the Z couplings to these charged Higgs fields

are not diagonal. We note that the gauge couplings of scalars Si and pseudoscalars Ai to the

Z gauge boson can be expressed as Lkin ⊃ g/(2cW ) (Ai∂µSi − Si∂µAi)Z
µ. From the results

shown in Appendix A, Si and Ai are degenerate due to the U(1)X symmetry. Therefore,

these bosons cannot be the DM candidates; otherwise, the scalar boson scattering off the

nucleon, SiN → AiN or its inverse process, mediated by the Z gauge boson will lead to too

large a cross section that has already been excluded by the DM direct detection. Thus, the

neutral Dirac fermion N is the DM candidate in this model. Utilizing the Yukawa couplings

in Eq. (4), the annihilation cross section of NN̄ → fSMf̄SM can accommodate the observed

DM relic density when mN ≲ 600 GeV, as detailed in Ref. [29].

III. LOOP-INDUCED PROCESSES

In the following, we examine various loop-mediated processes that receive additional

contributions from the new particles in the model.

A. Radiative neutrino mass and muon g − 2

According to the lepton Yukawa couplings shown in Eq. (4), the Majorana neutrino mass

matrix elements mediated by the neutral scalars and N can be obtained as:

mν
ij =

sin(2ϕ)

32π2
yijmN

[
m2

S1

m2
S1

−m2
N

ln

(
m2

S1

m2
N

)
− m2

S2

m2
S2

−m2
N

ln

(
m2

S2

m2
N

)]
, (11)

where we have included the pseudoscalar Ai contributions, used the mass relationmAi
= mSi

,

and defined the symmetric Yukawa couplings yij in flavor indices as yij = y∗1iy
∗
2j + y∗2iy

∗
1j.

For illustration purposes, we take mS1 = 600 GeV, mS2 = 800 GeV, mN = 300 GeV,

ϕ ∼ O(10−7), and y1,2 ∼ O(10−2) which is the order of τ lepton Yukawa coupling in the

SM, and obtain mν
ij ∼ O(10−2) eV. To have more impacts on the lepton flavor-violating

8



processes, such µ → eγ, µ → 3e, and µ − e conversion, one can take y1,2 of O(1) while

keeping ϕ ∼ 10−11 or λ5 ∼ O(10−10). In the limit of λ5 = 0, the lepton number symmetry

is restored. Therefore, a small λ5 can be regarded as technically natural [30].

When considering the scheme with y1 ∼ O(1), one might anticipate significant effects on

di → s(νν̄, ℓ−ℓ+) from box diagrams, where the T -quark, N -lepton, and charged Higgses

run inside the loops. However, unlike the Z-penguin diagrams that induce dimension-4 di-

s-Z∗ couplings, the effective operators arising from the box diagrams for di → s(νν̄, ℓ−ℓ+)

are of dimension-6. In other words, the effective Wilson coefficients resulting from y1 are

suppressed bym2
W/m2

T . Consequently, the lepton Yukawa couplings cannot have a significant

effect on the quark flavor-changing processes.

Using the Yukawa couplings in Eq. (4), the radiative corrections to the muon magnetic

dipole moment mediated by H+
1,2 and N can be obtained as:

∆aµ = −mµs2θ
16π2

mN Re(yℓ2y
∗
12)

(
J1(wH+

1
)

m2
H+

1

−
J1(wH+

2
)

m2
H+

2

)
, (12)

where wH+
i
≡ m2

N/m
2
H+

i

, and J1 is a loop integral, defined as:

J1(w) =
1 + w

2(1− w)2
+

w lnw

(1− w)3
. (13)

Because η+1 and χ+ couple to the left-handed and right-handed leptons, respectively, the

resulting ∆aµ is proportional tomµ. The mass insertion factor occurring in theN propagator

further enhances ∆aµ. In addition, without introducing χ+, the contribution to ∆aµ from

η+1 would always have a negative sign. Assuming mH+
1

= 600 GeV, mχ+
1

= 800 GeV,

mN = 300 GeV, sθ = 0.1, and Re(yℓ2y
∗
12) = 0.2 as an illustration, we obtain ∆aµ ≃ 2.2×10−9.

The above numerical estimate demonstrates that the model can readily accommodate

the observed neutrino mass and the muon g − 2 anomaly. Since the purely lepton-related

processes in the model are similar to the study in Ref. [29], a detailed analysis can be found

therein. This study primarily focuses on exploring rare quark flavor-changing processes.

B. b → sγ

Due to the precision measurement of b → sγ decays, the new physics effects contributing

to b → s(νν̄, ℓ−ℓ+) are severely constrained. In this subsection, we examine the influence of

new couplings on the b → sγ decays.

9



The effective Hamiltonian for b → sγ(∗) from photon-penguin diagrams mediated by H±
1,2

and T can be parametrized as:

HNP
b→sγ = k2 s̄ γµ (ALPL + ARPR) bAµ + s̄ σµν (BLPL +BRPR) b Fµν , (14)

where kµ is the momentum of the emitted photon, and Fµν is the field strength tensor of

the electromagnetic field. For an on-shell photon, i.e., k2 = 0, only the dipole operators

contribute. By dimensional analysis, since AL and AR are associated with vector currents

and the chiralities in the initial and final states of quarks are the same, AL and AR are

proportional to 1/m2
T if T -quark is the heaviest particle in the model. As a result, the

processes b → s ℓ− ℓ+ from the off-shell photon are indeed suppressed and negligible.

The situation for the dipole operators is more complicated. By dimensional analysis,

BL,R can depend on mb/m
2
T and 1/mT , where mb arises from the application of the equation

of motion or chirality flip in the b-quark propagator. Since ms ≪ mb, we take ms ≈ 0.

In terms of the weak states of η+1 and χ+, one can easily understand that the contribution

from each of η+1 and χ+ results in the dependence of mb/m
2
T . Since η+1 and χ+ only couple

to the left-handed and the right-handed quarks, respectively, to flip the chirality of the b-

quark in the tensor-type weak currents, the mass effect of b-quark must appear. Hence, the

dimension-4 Hamiltonian mediated by η+1 /χ
+ leads to BR,L ∝ mb/m

2
T .

When considering the mixing effect of η+1 and χ+, the chirality flip in the tensor-type

current is automatically satisfied. Moreover, instead of the mb effect, a mass insertion factor

appears in the propagator of T that runs in the photon-penguin loop. Consequently, the

contributions from the η+1 -χ
+ mixing are expected to be BL,R ∝ cθsθ/mT , which are larger

than those from the individual η+1 and χ+ contributions. The dominant effects of BL,R can

then be expressed as:

BL =
(2 +QT )cθsθ

32π2mT

Y L
T2Y

R∗
T3

(
J1(zH+

2
)− J(zH+

1
)
)
,

BR =
(2 +QT )cθsθ

32π2mT

Y R
T2Y

L∗
T3

(
J1(zH+

2
)− J(zH+

1
)
)
,

(15)

with zH+
i
≡ m2

H+
i

/m2
T . To avoid the constraint on YR,L

T from b → sγ, we can either consider

sθ to be sufficiently small or mH+
1

∼ mH+
2

for a subtle cancellation in J1(zH+
2
) − J(zH+

1
).

For numerical illustration purposes, we rewrite Eq. (14) in terms of the standard magnetic

10



dipole operators as:

HNP
b→sγ = −GFV

∗
tsVtb√
2

(
CNP

7 O7γ + C ′NP
7γ O′

7γ

)
, (16)

O
(′)
7γ =

emb

4π2
s̄ σµνPR(L) b F

µν .

The SM results are CSM
7γ ≈ −0.3 and C ′SM

7γ ≈ 0. Using the typical values of the parameters:

mT = 1.2 TeV, mH+
1
= 0.6 TeV, mH+

2
= 0.8 TeV, sθ = 0.1, and Y L

T2Y
R∗
T3 ∼ Y L

T2Y
R∗
T3 ∼ 0.1, we

obtain |C(′)NP
7γ /CSM

7γ | ∼ 0.19. As no anomalous signals are found in the b → sγ processes,

we can simply suppress C
(′)NP
7γ without further limiting the Yukawa couplings YR,L

T , which

are the primary factors contributing to the |∆F | = 1 and |∆F | = 2 (F = K, Bd, and Bs)

processes in the model.

C. |∆F | = 2 from box diagrams

Among loop-induced FCNCs involving the down-type quarks, the essential and most well-

measured processes are K and Bq (q = d, s) meson oscillations, characterized by the mass

differences between their mass eigenstate, denoted by ∆mK,Bq . To evaluate the impact of

new physics effects in the model on the |∆F | = 2 processes, we derive the ∆mF , including

the SM contributions, as follows.

dj

di dj

di
η+

1 (χ+)

η+
1 (χ+)

T T

dj

di
dj

di
η+

1

χ+

TL

TR TR

TL

(a) (b)

FIG. 1: Selected Feynman diagrams for |∆F | = 2 processes.

Since there is no FCNC coupling at the tree level, the |∆F | = 2 processes have to arise

from the box diagrams, and the representative Feynman diagrams are sketched in Fig. 1,

where the left-handed plot shows the mediation of η+1 -η
+
1 and χ+-χ+, and the right-handed

plot shows that of η+1 -χ
+. Since the four fermions in the external legs of the box diagrams

11



lead to dimension-6 operators, the associated effective coefficients in the induced Hamiltonian

have to be proportional to 1/m2
T . Although a m2

T factor appears at the propagators of T

via the mass insertions, the dependence of 1/m2
T is not changed in Fig. 1(b) because the

denominator of the loop integrand has an eighth power of momentum in four-dimensional

momentum integral. Therefore, the final result still shows the dependence of 1/m2
T . Using

the Yukawa couplings shown in Eq. (5), the effective Hamiltonian for |∆F | = 2 can be

obtained as:

HNP(|∆F | = 2) =
c4θ

4(4π)2m2
T

(Y R
TiY

R∗
Tj )

2J1(zH+
1
) diγµPLdj diγ

µPLdj

+
c4θ

4(4π)2m2
T

(Y L
TiY

L∗
Tj )

2J1(zH+
2
) diγµPRdj diγ

µPRdj

− c4θ
(4π)2m2

T

(
Y L
TiY

L∗
Tj Y

R
TiY

R∗
Tj

)
J2(zH+

1
, zH+

2
) diPLdj diPRdj ,

(17)

where all involved Feynman diagrams have been considered, the small contributions from

the dependence of sθ and mb are neglected, and the flavor index pairs (i, j) = (2, 1), (3, 1),

and (3, 2) correspond to the K, Bd, and Bs mesons, respectively. The loop integral function

J1 is the same as that in Eq. (13), and J2 is given by

J2(w, x) = − 1

(1− w)(1− x)
− 1

w − x

[
w lnw

(1− w)2
− x lnx

(1− x)2

]
. (18)

The mass differences between the heavy and light neutral K/Bq mesons are defined as:

∆mK = 2 Re(MK
12) = 2 Re(⟨K̄|H(|∆S| = 2)|K⟩) ,

∆mBq = 2 |MBq

12 | = 2 |⟨B̄q|H(|∆S| = 2)|Bq⟩| .
(19)

To estimate the matrix elements of MK
12 and M

Bq

12 contributed from the new physics effects,

we apply the results obtained in Ref. [34], where the QCD renormalization group effects

from a high energy scale to a low µ scale are included. To apply the results from Ref. [34],

the |∆F | = 2 Hamiltonian is parametrized by

H(|∆F | = 2) =
G2

F

16π2
m2

W

∑
i

Ci(µ)Qi , (20)
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where the operators Qi are defined as [34]:

QVLL
1 = (diγµPLdj)(diγ

µPLdj) , (21a)

QLR
1 = (diγµPLdj)(diγ

µPRdj) , (21b)

QLR
2 = (diPLdj)(diPRdj) , (21c)

QSLL
1 = (diPLdj)(diPLdj) , (21d)

QSLL
2 = (diσµνPLdj)(diσ

µνPLdj) . (21e)

Here we have suppressed the color indices. Since the matrix elements of the operators VRR

and SRR are the same as those of VLL and SLL, we do not explicitly show these operators in

Eq. (21). The master formula for the meson-antimeson matrix element is expressed as [34]:

MF,NP
12 =

G2
F

16π2
m2

W

F 2
FmF

3

[
PVLL
1

(
CVLL

1 + CRLL
1

)
+ P LR

1 CLR
1 + P LR

2 CLR
2

+P SLL
1

(
CSLL

1 + CSRR
1

)
+ P SLL

2

(
CSLL

2 + CSRR
2

)]
,

(22)

where Pα
i include the non-perturbative bag parameters and QCD running factors, Cα

i denote

the effective coefficients at the high energy scale, and FF is the decay constant of meson F .

The values of Pα
i are shown in Table I [34]. We note that with the exception of PVLL

1 , the

values of Pα
i in the K meson are one order of magnitude larger than those in the Bq meson

due to the factor of m2
F/(mdi + mdj)

2. This factor in K is approximately 20 times larger

than that in Bq.

TABLE I: Values of Pα
i used to estimate the matrix elements of the K, Bd, and Bs mesons.

PVLL
1 PLR

1 PLR
2 PSLL

1 PSLL
2

K 0.48 −36.1 59.2 −18.1 −32.2

Bd 0.84 −1.62 2.46 −1.47 −2.98

Bs 0.94 −1.83 2.78 −1.66 −3.37

From Eq. (17), the involved four-fermion operators are QVLL,VRR
1 and QLR

2 . Using the

master formula in Eq. (22), the resulting mixing matrix element for F transition to F̄ can

13



then be written as:

MF,NP
12 =

F 2
FmF c

4
θ

48π2m2
T

[
P V LL
1

4

(
(Y R

TiT
R∗
Tj )

2J1(zH+
1
) + (Y L

TiT
L∗
Tj )

2J1(zH+
2
)
)

− PLR
2

(
Y R
TiY

R∗
Tj

) (
Y L
TiY

L∗
Tj

)
J2(zH+

1
, zH+

2
)

]
.

(23)

In order to combine the SM contributions, we write the SM results as [35]:

MK,SM
12 =

G2
Fm

2
W

12π2
F 2
KmKB̂K

[
λ2
cξ1S0(xc) + λ2

t ξ2S0(xt) + 2λcλtξ3S0(xc, xt)
]

M
Bq,SM
12 =

G2
Fm

2
W

12π2
λ2
tF

2
Bq
mBqB̂BqξBS0(xt) ,

(24)

where λk = V ∗
kiVkj; ξ1,2,3 = (1.87 ± 0.76, 0.5765 ± 0.0065, 0.496 ± 0.047) [36] and ξB =

0.5510 ± 0.0022 [37, 38] are the QCD correction factors, and B̂F is the renormalization

scale-independent bag parameter. With xf ≡ m2
f/m

2
W , the S0 functions are read as [35]:

S0(xc) = xc ,

S0(xt) =
4xt − 11x2

t + x3
t

4(1− xt)2
− 3x3

t lnxt

2(1− xt)3
,

S0(xc, xt) = xc

(
ln

xt

xc

− 3xt

4(1− xt)
− 3x2

t lnxt

4(1− xt)2

)
.

(25)

Accordingly, the transition matrix element by combining the SM result and the charged-

Higgs mediated effects is given by MF
12 = MF,SM

12 + MF,NP
12 . Using Eq. (19), we can obtain

∆mF .

D. Z-penguin induced di → dj(νν̄, ℓ
−ℓ+)

As alluded to earlier, the di → djℓ
−ℓ+ processes mediated through the photon-penguin

diagrams have negligible contributions due to the 1/m2
T suppression. Box diagrams, medi-

ated by T and N and governed by the Yukawa couplings y1, can also induce di → djℓ
−ℓ+.

However, similar to the |∆F | = 2 case, the induced dimension-6 four-fermion operators

of didjℓ
−ℓ+ are suppressed by 1/m2

T . Therefore, the primary contributions to di → djℓ
′ℓ′

(ℓ′ = νℓ, ℓ
±) in the model are predominantly from the Z-penguin diagrams. The dominant

Feynman diagram is depicted in Fig. 2.

Analogous to Eq. (14), the loop-induced didjZ
∗ vertices generally contain structures

of vector and tensor currents. Through dimensional analysis and consideration of quark
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ν, ℓ+

ν, ℓ−

di dj

Z

T

H+
1,2

FIG. 2: Dominant Z-penguin Feynman diagrams for di → dj(νν̄, ℓ
−ℓ+).

chirality, it can be found that the effective coefficients associated with the tensor currents are

proportional to cθ mdi/m
2
T and sθ/mT , where the former corresponds to the contributions

from η+1 (χ
+), and the latter is from the mixing of η+1 and χ+. As the tensor operator

djσµνdiZ
µν relates to the transition momentum kµ = pi− pj, roughly of the order of mdi , its

contributions to di → djℓ
′ℓ′ are indeed suppressed by cθ mdiO(mdi)/m

2
T and sθO(mdi)/mT .

Hence, we can neglect the effects of the tensor operators.

Furthermore, when all Feynman diagrams, including self-energy diagrams, are considered

to cancel the ultraviolet divergences, the dominant effects of Fig. 2 arise from the vector

currents. Retaining the same chirality in the initial and final quarks requires a double mass

insertion in the T -quark propagator; thus, the suppression factor of 1/m2
T is replaced by the

factor of m2
T in the induced effective coefficients. As a result, the effective Hamiltonian for

di → djℓℓ′ can be derived as:

HNP
di→djℓ′ℓ′

= −
√
2GF djγµ

(
CL

ZjiPL + CR
jiPR

)
di ℓ′γ

µ
(
cℓ

′

V − cℓ
′

Aγ5

)
ℓ′ , (26)

where cℓ
′
V = I3ℓ′ − 2s2WQℓ′ and cℓ

′
A = I3ℓ with I3ℓ′ being the third weak isospin of ℓ′, and the

induced coefficients CL,R
Z and loop integral function JZ are given as:

CL
Zji =

2QT s
2
W c2θ

16π2
Y R
TjY

R∗
T i JZ

(
zH+

1

)
,

CR
Zji =

2QT s
2
W c2θ

16π2
Y L
TjY

L∗
T i JZ

(
zH+

2

)
,

JZ(x) =
1

1− x
+

x lnx

(1− x)2
.

(27)

When x → 0 and x → 1, the asymptotic values of JZ(x) are 1 and 1/2, respectively.
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Therefore, if we take the scheme of sθ ≪ 1, the primary free parameters in the matrices

CL,R
Z are YL,R

T .

IV. OBSERVABLES IN RARE B AND K DECAYS

Based on the Z-mediated interactions shown in Eq. (26), we discuss their contributions

to the rare B and K decays in this section. The processes of interest inlcude B → K(∗)νν̄,

K+ → π+νν̄, KL → π0νν̄, Bs → µ−µ+, and inclusive B → Xsℓ
−ℓ+ decays. Since the

influence on the angular observables of B → K∗ℓ−ℓ+ is found to be insignificant for the

parameters that enhance the BR of B+ → K+νν̄, we do not discuss them in this study.

A. B → (K,K∗)νν̄

Combining Eq. (26) with the interactions in the SM, the effective Hamiltonian for b → sνν̄

is written as:

Hb→sνν̄ =
4GF√

2

α

2πs2W

[(
V ∗
tsVtbXt −

√
2GFC

L
Z23

Cν
SM

)
s̄γµPLbν̄γµPLν

−
√
2GFC

R
Z23

Cν
SM

s̄γµPRbν̄γµPLν

]
,

(28)

where the neutrino flavors are suppressed, α = e2/4π, Xt = 1.481 ± 0.009 [39], and Cν
SM =

2GFα/(
√
2πs2W ). The q2-dependent differential decay rate of B → Kνν̄ is obatined as:

dΓ

dq2
(B̄ → Kνν̄) =

dΓSM

dq2
(B → Kνν̄)

∣∣∣∣∣1−
√
2GF (C

L
Z23 + CR

Z23)

V ∗
tsVtbXtCν

SM

∣∣∣∣∣
2

. (29)

Since the new interactions are lepton flavor-conserving and involve only the vector currents,

we can factorize the new physics effects as a q2-independent scalar factor. Therefore, the

ratio of BR in the model to the SM prediction can be simplified as:

Rν
K =

B(B+ → K+νν̄)

B(B+ → K+νν̄)SM
=

∣∣∣∣∣1−
√
2GF (C

L
Z23 + CR

Z23)

V ∗
tsVtbXtCν

SM

∣∣∣∣∣
2

. (30)

Using the form factors of B̄ → K∗ defined in Appendix B, the partial differential decay
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rate for B → K∗νν̄ is

dΓ

dq2
(B → K∗νν̄) =

G2
Fα

2

256π5s4Wm3
B

q2
√
λK∗

∣∣∣∣∣V ∗
tsVtbXt +

√
2GF

Cν
SM

(CL
Z23 − CR

Z23)

∣∣∣∣∣
2

H2
V,0

+

∣∣∣∣∣V ∗
tsVtbXt +

√
2GFC

L
Z23

Cν
SM

∣∣∣∣∣
2

+

∣∣∣∣∣
√
2GFC

R
Z23

Cν
SM

∣∣∣∣∣
2
(H2

V,+ +H2
V−
)

−4Re

((
V ∗
tsVtbXt +

√
2GFC

L
Z23

Cν
SM

) √
2GFC

R
Z23

Cν
SM

)
HV,+ HV,−

]
,

(31)

where the q2-dependent λK∗ and polarization factors HV,0(±) of K
∗ are defined as [10]:

λP (q
2) = m4

B +m4
P + q4 − 2m2

Bm
2
P − 2m2

P q
2 − 2m2

Bq
2 , (32a)

HV,0(q
2) =

8√
q2
mBmK∗A12(q

2) , (32b)

HV,±(q
2) = (mB +mK∗)A1(q

2)∓
√
λK∗

mB +mK∗
V (q2) , (32c)

with A12(q
2), A1(q

2), and V (q2) being the B̄ → K∗ transition form factors. In our numerical

estimates, we use the B̄ → K form factors obtained from the lattice QCD calculations [40],

and the B̄ → K∗ form factors obtained from the combination of light-cone sum rule and

lattice QCD calculations [41]. To illustrate the influence of new physics, we define analogous

to Eq. (30) the ratio:

Rν
K∗ =

B(Bd → K∗0νν̄)

B(Bd → K∗0νν̄)SM
. (33)

B. K+ → π+νν̄ and KL → πνν̄

The effective Hamiltonian for d → sνν̄ in the model is written as:

Hd→sνν̄ =Cν
SM

∑
ℓ=e,µτ

[(
V ∗
csVcdX

ℓ
NNL + V ∗

tsVtdXt −
√
2GFC

L
Z21

Cν
SM

)
s̄γµPLd

−
√
2GFC

R
Z21

Cν
SM

s̄γµPRd

]
ν̄ℓγµPLνℓ ,

(34)

where Xℓ
NNL denotes the contributions from the charm quark with the QCD corrections

calculated up to next-to-next-to-leading (NNL) order [42, 43], and the two-loop electroweak

corrections also included [44]. Using the results formulated in Refs. [39, 45], the BRs of the
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K+ → π+νν̄ and KL → π0νν̄ decays can be obtained respectively as:

B(K+ → π+νν̄) = κ+(1 + ∆EM)

[(
ImXeff

λ5

)2

+

(
Re(V ∗

csVcd)

λ
Pc(X) +

Re(Xeff)

λ5

)2
]

,

B(KL → π0νν̄) = B(KL → π0νν̄)SM

∣∣∣∣∣1−
√
2GF Im(CL

Z21 + CR
Z21)

Im(V ∗
tsVtd)XtCν

SM

∣∣∣∣∣
2

,

(35)

where ∆EM = −0.003 is the electromagnetic radiative corrections, and κ+ = (5.173±0.025)×
10−11(λ/0.225)8. Here Pc(X) = P SD

c (X) + δPc,u = 0.405 ± 0.024 denotes the charm-quark

loop contributions, in which the short-distance part is given by [39]:

P SD
c (X) =

1

λ4

(
2

3
Xe

NNL +
1

3
Xτ

NNL

)
= 0.365± 0.012 , (36)

and the long-distance contribution is estimated as δPc,u = 0.04± 0.02 [46]. The factor Xeff

that combines the SM and new physics effects is:

Xeff = V ∗
tsVtdXt −

√
2GF

Cν
SM

(CL
Z21 + CR

Z21) . (37)

Similar to Rν
K,K∗ , we will explore the new physics effects contributing to rare K decays by

using the ratio of the BR in the model to the SM prediction, defined as:

Rν
π =

B(K → πνν̄)

B(K → πνν̄)SM
, (38)

where π = π+(π0) when K = K+(KL).

It is worth mentioning that the new physics effects on B+ → K+νν̄ and KL → π0νν̄

can be factorized as a multiplicative factor as shown in Eqs. (30) and (35). Since we adopt

V d
R = VCKM in this study, the multiplicative factor in both equations indeed is approximately

the same when the Yukawa couplings follow the hierarchy of y
R(L)
T1 ≪ y

R(L)
T2 ≪ y

R(L)
T3 due to

the constraints from the |∆F | = 2 processes. If the small CP phase of Vts is neglected, the

new physics effect in Eqs. (30) and (35) can be expressed as:

(CL
Z23 + CR

Z23)

V ∗
tsVtb

≈ Im(CL
Z21 + CR

Z21)

Im(V ∗
tsVtd)

≈ 2QT s
2
W c2θ

16π2

[(
yRT3 +

yRT2

Vts

)
yRT3 +R → L

]
. (39)

That is, we obtain Rν
K ≃ Rν

π0 in the model. We will explicitly demonstrate the relationship

in the numerical analysis.
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C. B → Xsℓ
−ℓ+ and Bs → µ−µ+

The effective Hamiltonian for the inclusive and exclusive b → sℓ−ℓ+ decays, including

the loop matrix element effects that arise from the tree- and penguin-induced four-quark

operators, is given as:

Hb→sℓ−ℓ+ = −4GF√
2

α

4π
V ∗
tsVtb

[ ∑
k=9,10

(
Ceff

k Ok + C ′eff
k O′

k

)
− 2mb

q2
Ceff

7 O7

]
. (40)

The effective operators in the model are

O(′)
9 =

(
s̄γµPL(R)b

) (
ℓ̄γµℓ

)
, (41a)

O(′)
10 =

(
s̄γµPL(R)b

) (
ℓ̄γµγ5ℓ

)
, (41b)

O7 = (s̄iσµνq
νPRb)

(
ℓ̄γµℓ

)
, (41c)

and the effective coefficients, combining the SM contributions and the effects from the new

Z-penguin diagrams, are given as:

Ceff
9 = Ceff,SM

9 +

√
2GF

Cℓ
SM

cℓVC
L
Z23 , (42a)

C ′eff
9 =

√
2GF

Cℓ
SM

cℓVC
R
Z23 , (42b)

Ceff
10 = Ceff,SM

10 −
√
2GF

Cℓ
SM

cℓAC
L
Z23 , (42c)

C ′eff
10 = −

√
2GF

Cℓ
SM

cℓAC
R
Z23 , (42d)

with Cℓ
SM = GFαV

∗
tsVtb/(

√
2π). The SM results, obtained by ignoring the q2-dependence

at the energy scale of µb = 4.2 GeV, are Ceff,SM
9 ≈ 4.114, Ceff,SM

10 ≈ −4.193, and Ceff
7 =

Ceff,SM
7 ≈ −0.2957 [47]. Their detailed NNLO results can be found in Refs. [48–50].

Since the new Z-mediated contributions to the angular observables of B → K∗ℓ−ℓ+ are

insignificant for the effects that enhance the di → sνν̄ processes, our attention focuses on

the contributions to the B → Xsℓ
−ℓ+ and Bs → µ−µ+ processes, where both processes

play a crucial role in constraining the parameters related to the b → s transition. Applying

the interactions in Eq. (40), the differential decay rate for b → Xsℓ
−ℓ+ as a function of
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s = q2/m2
b can be obtained as:

Γ(b → Xsℓ
−ℓ+)

ds
=
( α

4π

)2 G2
Fm

5
b

48π3
|V ∗

tsVtb|2 (1− s)2

[(
4 +

8

s

)
|Ceff

7 |2 + (1 + 2s)
(
|Ceff

9 |2

+|C ′eff
9 |2 + |Ceff

10 |2 + |C ′eff
10 |2

)
+ 12Ceff

7 Re(Ceff
9 + C ′eff

9 )

]
.

(43)

Notably, O(′)
9 and O7 do not contribute to the chirality suppression process Bs → µ−µ+.

The BR for Bs → µ−µ+ arising from O(′)
10 is given as [54–56]:

B(Bs → µ−µ+) = τµ−µ−
G2

F

π

∣∣∣∣αV ∗
tsVtb

4π

∣∣∣∣2 F 2
Bs
mBsm

2
µ

√
1− 4m2

µ

mBs

|C ′
10 − C10|2 , (44)

where τµ−µ+ is the effective lifetime of Bs in the time-dependent Bs → µ−µ+ decay and is

related to the width difference between heavy and light Bs mesons. The simplified relation

can be written as τµ−µ+ = τBs/(1 − ys) with 2ys = τBs∆Γs = 0.128 ± 0.007 [51] and τBs

being the Bs lifetime. The Wilson coefficients C
(′)
10 are C ′

10 = C ′eff
10 and

C10 = ηeff
0.315x0.78

t

s2W
−

√
2GF

Cℓ
SM

cℓAC
L
Z23 , (45)

where ηeff = 0.9882± 0.00024 represents the QCD and electroweak corrections [52, 53].

V. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS AND DISCUSSIONS

There are only seven observables measured from the neutrino oscillation experiments.

Therefore, the free parameters in the one-loop induced neutrino mass matrix given in

Eq. (11), such as mS1,2,N , ϕ, and y1i,2i, cannot be completely fixed. More related pro-

cesses, such as ℓi → ℓjγ, µ → 3e, µ− e conversion, and muon g− 2, should be included and

analyzed together. Since the mN , ϕ, and y1i,2i parameters are irrelevant to the semileptonic

B and K decays, we don’t repeat the numerical analysis of the neutrino physics and lepton

flavor-violating processes in this work. The relevant study with detailed analysis can be

found in Ref. [29]. Hence, we focus on the contributions from the parameters yR,L
T , mH+

1,2

and their mixing angle θ, and mT .

A. Numerical inputs and parameter constraints

As discussed earlier, the weak phases of yR,L
T can be rotated away; therefore, six free

parameters are involved in the quark Yukawa couplings. To satisfy the perturbativity re-
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quirement, we assume their upper limits to be |yR,L
Ti | <

√
4π. According to the fact that

∆mK ≪ ∆mBd
< ∆mBs and ∆mexp

Bd
/∆mexp

Bs
∼ ∆mSM

Bd
/∆mSM

Bs
∼ λ2 with λ ≈ 0.225 being

one of the Wolfenstein parameters, we further restrict the upper bounds on the parameters

to be |yR,L
T3 | ≲ 3.5, |yR,L

T2 | ≲ 1, and |yR,L
T1 | ≲ 0.5 in the numerical calculations.

For the mass limit of the heavy quark T , we adopt the constraints based on the stop

searches in R-parity conserving supersymmetry (SUSY). The data, obtained with an inte-

grated luminosity of 139 fb−1 at
√
s = 13 TeV by ATLAS [57], show that mass below 1 TeV

has been excluded when the neutralino mass is around 100 GeV. Since the lightest neutral

inert scalar cannot be the DM in the model, i.e., mS1,2 > mN , the inert charged scalar should

also be heavier than N . Thus, to reduce the number of free parameters in our numerical

analysis, we fix the masses as follows: mT = 1.2 TeV, m2
H+

1

/m2
T = 0.3, and m2

H+
2

/m2
T = 0.4.

For the scenario with a small mixing angle θ, we fix sθ = 0.1 in the numerical estimates.

With the above-specified values of mT and mH+
1,2
, more than six experimental observables

are required to determine the allowed ranges of yR,L
T . Since we want to consider the processes

of B → K(∗)νν̄ and KL → π0νν̄ as predictions in the model, they should be excluded from

the inputs. Based on the discussions in Secs. III and IV, the experimental inputs can be

∆mK,Bq , Bs → µ−µ+, B → Xsℓ
−ℓ+, K+ → π+νν̄ as well as the CP asymmetry in the

B → J/ΨK decay, denoted as SJ/ΨK0 . Thus, we can use these seven observables to put

bounds on the six free parameters. Their SM predictions and current experimental values

are shown in Table II.

TABLE II: The experimental measurements and the SM predictions.

Obs. ∆mK · 1015 [GeV] ∆mBd
· 1013 [GeV] ∆mBs · 1012 [GeV] SJ/ΨK0

Exp [33] 3.482± 0.006 3.332± 0.013 11.688± 0.004 0.699± 0.017

SM 5.8± 2.4 [58] 3.618+1.052
−0.987 [38] 11.053+3.618

−2.237 [38] 0.831± 0.116 [38]

Obs. B(Bs → µ−µ+) · 109 B(b → Xsℓ
−ℓ+) · 106 B(K+ → π+νν̄) · 1011 B(KL → π0νν̄) · 1011

Exp 3.01± 0.35 [33] 5.8± 1.3 [33] 11.4+4.0
−3.3 [33] < 2× 10−9 [59]

SM 3.78+0.15
−0.10 [8] 4.15± 0.7 [60] 8.60± 0.42 [8] 2.94± 0.15 [8]

To determine the ranges of the free parameters that are consistent with the chosen ex-
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perimental data, we employ the minimum chi-square approach, where the weighted χ2 is

defined as follows:

χ2 =
∑
i

(Oth
i −Oexp

i )2

σ2
i

. (46)

Here Oth
i and Oexp

i represent the central values of the i-th observable predicted by the model

and measured in experiments, respectively. The weight factor σ2
i = (σSM

i )2 + (σexp
i )2 [61]

combines the uncertainties from both SM predictions and experimental data.

With the assumed values of masses and ranges of Yukawa couplings, the minimum value

of the weighted χ2 for the seven observable inputs is χ2
min = 0.23, while the χ2 value in

the SM is χ2
SM = 4.93. The best-fit parameter values are yL,min

T ≃ (0.032, 0.150, 0.893) and

yR,min
T = (0.024, 0.111, 0.813). To clearly understand the parameter correlations, we show

contours of the χ2 function in the planes of yRT3-y
R
T2, y

R
T3-y

R
T1, y

L
T3-y

L
T2, and yLT3-y

L
T1 in Fig. 3(a)-

(d), where the shaded areas represent probabilities of the χ2 distribution within 68.27%,

95.45%, and 99.73% confidence level (CL), respectively. Note that when two parameters are

selected as variables for the two-dimensional contours, the other parameters are held fixed

at their best-fit values.

B. Numerical analysis of observables in rare B and K processes

Based on the results in Figs. 3(b) and (d), it is seen that the ranges of yR,L
T1 are localized

in narrow regions at around yR,min
T1 and yL,min

T1 . To efficiently illustrate numerical results

for the studied processes in two-dimensional contour plots, we always fix yRT1 = yR,min
T1 and

yLT1 = yL,min
T1 . Since the areas within 2σ CL in the yRT3-y

R
T2 and yLT3-y

L
T2 planes with yR,T

T3 > 0

have similar patterns and regions of parameters, we will demonstrate the observables in the

rare B andK meson decays in the yRT3-y
R
T2 and yLT3-y

R
T3 planes. When we vary the parameters

in the planes of yRT3-y
R
T2 and yLT3-y

R
T3 within the above-mentioned contour regions, the other

parameters including yR,L
T1 are fixed at yR,min

T and yL,min
T .

According to Rν
K and Rν

K∗ defined in Eqs. (30) and (33), the contours for Rν
K (dashed)

and Rν
K∗ (dot-dashed) in the yRT3-y

R
T2 plane are shown in Fig. 4(a), with the values Rν

K =

(1, 5, 1.8, 2.0) and Rν
K∗ = (0.9, 1.0, 1.1, 1.2). The results indicate that Rν

K can reach up to

a factor of 2, while the influence of new physics effects in the model on B → K∗νν̄ is mild.

Additionally, we show the BR of Bs → µ−µ+ within the 1σ error of the experimental value

in dotted curves. As stated in the introduction, a tension exists between the experimental
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FIG. 3: Probabilities of χ2 distribution within 68.27%, 95.45%, and 99.73% shown in the planes

of (a) yRT3-y
R
T2, (b) y

R
T3-y

R
T1, (c) y

L
T3-y

L
T2, and (d) yLT3-y

L
T1.

data and SM prediction for B(Bs → µ−µ+). Interestingly, the Z-penguin diagrams mediated

by the inert charged scalars can resolve this tension and significantly enhance Rν
K . For

comparison, we show the χ2 contours within the 3σ CL in the plot.

From the definition in Eq. (38), we show the contours for Rν
π+ (dot-dashed) and Rν

π0

(double-dot-dashed) in the plane of yRT3 and yRT2 in Fig. 4(b), with the values Rν
π+ =

(0.9, 1.3, 1.8) and Rν
π0 = (1.2, 1.4, 1.8, 2.0), where the values of Rν

π+ correspond the current

experimental data with the 1σ error. The results indicate that Rν
π0 = 2 can be achieved

within the 3σ CL in the model, and the BR for K+ → π+νν̄ can be enahnced up to the

+1σ upper value of B(K+ → π+νν̄) ≃ 15.4× 10−11 at yRT2 ∼ 0.3 and −0.2.

In Figs. 4(c) and (d), we project the allowed parameter space onto the yRT3-y
L
T3 plane
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FIG. 4: Contours in the yRT3-y
R
T2 plane for the observables of (a) Rν , Rν

K∗ , and B(Bs → µ−µ+)

and of (b) Rν
π+ and Rν

π0 , where values of the parameters other than yRT3,T2 are taken to be their

best-fit values at χ2
min. In the plots, ±σ denotes that the experimental data within one standard

deviation are applied. Plots (c) and (d) resemble plots (a) and (b), but in the yLT3-y
R
T3 plane.

the same physical quantities as those shown in Figs. 4(a) and (b), where yL,RT3 are the only

Yukawa couplings that can be of O(1) in our setting. Note that the contour of the +1σ upper

value Rν
π+ = 1.8 is outside the range, and we use Rν

π+ = 1.6 instead. It is observed that

the contours of these observables in the yRT3-y
L
T3 plane exhibit distinct patterns. Rν

K∗ and

B(Bs → µ−µ+) behave like hyperbolic curves, while Rν
K and Rν

π exhibit circular patterns. In

Fig. 4(b), the Rν
π0 = 1.2 and 1.4 contours do not overlap with the parameter region within

the 3σ CL; however, the Rν
π0 = 1.2 and 1.4 contours do cross over the region when viewed

in the yRT3-y
L
T3 plane of Fig. 4(d).
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According to the results in Fig. 4, we observe that when y
R(L)
T3 ∼ y

R(L),min
T3 , Rν

K,π+,π0 can

be significantly enhanced and that B(Bs → µ−µ+) can fit the experimental central value.

Thus, it is interesting to explore the dependence of the considered processes on the yR,L
T2

parameters, with the other parameter values fixed at yR,min
T and yL,mini

T . For illustration

purposes, we show the contours as functions of yLT2 and yRT2 for R
ν
K,K∗ and B(Bs → µ−µ+) in

Fig. 5(a) and for Rν
π+,π0 in Fig. 5(b). From the plots, it is evident that each observable in the

selected values of contours can match the area within the 3σ CL. However, from Fig. 5(a),

the curves of Rν
K∗ = 0.9 and 1.2 do not overlap with the contours of Bs → µ−µ+ in the

Rν
K-enhanced region within the 1σ error. The same behavior is also shown in Fig. 4(c).

Hence, Rν
K∗ can be strictly bound by the measurement of B(Bs → µ−µ+).

FIG. 5: Contours in the yLT2-y
R
T2 plane for the observables of (a) Rν , Rν

K∗ , and B(Bs → µ−µ+)

and of (b) Rν
π+ and Rν

π0 , where the parameter values, except for yL,RT2 , are set to be y
R(L),min
T . In

the plots, ±σ denotes that the experimental data within one standard deviation are applied.

To examine the correlations between observables, we need to vary all parameters si-

multaneously instead of merely varying two parameters as before. Based on the above

analysis, except for y
R(L)
T1 , which are fixed at the values of y

R(L),min
T1 , we set the ranges of the

other parameters around y
R(L),min
T . We scan the parameters assuming a normal distribution

with y
R(L),min
T as the mean and setting the standard deviations as σ(y

R(L)
T2 ) = y

R(L),min
T2 and

σ(y
R(L)
T3 ) = 0.1. In addition to the 1σ experimental constraints shown in Table II, we further

require that χ2 − χ2
min ≲ 3.84.

Using 107 sampling points, Fig. 6 shows the scatter plot depicting the correlations between
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Rν
K and Rν

M with M = K∗, π+, π0 at 95% CL. As alluded to before, the result of Rν
K ≃ Rν

π0

given in Eq. (39) is numerically verified. Both ratios can be enhanced up to a factor of 2.

As expected, due to the introduction of right-handed quark currents, which are used to fit

the observed BR for Bs → µ−µ+, the influence of new physics effects on Rν
K∗ in the model

is mild. It is observed that both Rν
π+ and Rν

K increase simultaneously when Rν
K ≲ 1.4.

Subsequently, when Rν
K > 1.4, Rν

π+ decreases as Rν
K increases. This behavior of Rν

π+ can be

understood as follows. The imaginary part of Xeff , which also contributes toKL → π0νν̄ and

is defined in Eq. (37), increases linearly with Rν
K . However, the real part of Xeff decreases

after Rν
K ≃ 1.4. Since K+ → π+νν̄ is dominated by the CP-conserving effect, this leads to

a decrease in B(K+ → π+νν̄) for Rν
K > 1.4, although the BR of the CP-violating process

KL → π0νν̄ continues to increase. Since the resulting B(Bs → µ−µ+) can be within 1σ

errors of experimental data for any value of Rν
K in the region of (1.2, 2.2), the scatter plot

for the correlation between B(Bs → µ−µ+) and Rν
K is not shown. In all interesting regions of

Rν
K , the Z-penguin diagrams mediated by the charged Higgs bosons can alleviate the tension

observed in Bs → µ−µ+ between the experimental measurement and the SM prediction.

FIG. 6: Scatter plot illustrating the correlations between Rν
K and Rν

M with M = K∗, π+, and π0.
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VI. SUMMARY

Scotogenesis, typically used for lepton-related phenomena such as neutrino mass and

dark matter candidate, is rarely studied in the context of the quark flavor-related processes.

Moreover, the minimal scotogenic model [24] cannot accommodate the muon g−2 anomaly.

To apply the mechanisms in a scotogenic model to the quark FCNC processes and preserve

the characteristic features of scotogenesis, we propose in this work a scotogenic model whose

dark particles include a neutral Dirac-type dark lepton, two inert Higgs doublets with one

carrying a dark charge, a charged singlet dark scalar, and a singlet vector-like up-type dark

quark. As demonstrated above, each of these particles plays a crucial role in this study.

With appropriate dark charge assignments, the model has a dark U(1) symmetry with

which the scalar and pseudoscalar in the same inert Higgs doublet are degenerate in mass.

Consequently, the inert scalars cannot be dark matter candidates. Nevertheless, the singlet

dark neutral lepton does not couple to the Z boson and the SM Higgs boson, and can self-

scatter into the SM particles through the Yukawa couplings; thus, it can be dark matter in

the model.

With the introduction of a dark up-type quark, the SM quarks can couple to this dark

quark via the non-leptonic inert Higgs doublet. As a result, the loop-induced Z-penguin

diagrams make significant contributions to the B+ → K+νν̄ and K → πνν̄ processes.

Furthermore, with the introduction of a singlet dark-charged scalar, not only can muon

g − 2 be enhanced, but also the right-handed quark current for the b → s transition can

be induced. As a result, the tension in Bs → µ−µ+ between the experimental measurement

and the SM prediction can be resolved.
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Appendix A: Saclar potential and masses of scalars

The scalar potential for the SM Higgs H, η1,2, and χ+ is written as:

V =VSM + V (H, η1, η2, χ
±) ,

VSM =− µ2
HH

†H + λH(H
†H)2 ,

V (H, η1, η2, χ
±) =µ2

1η
†
1η1 + µ2

2η
†
2η2 + µ2

3χ
−χ+ + (µχη

T
1 iτ2Hχ− +H.c.) + λ1(η

†
1η1)

2

+ λ2(η
†
2η2)

2 + λ3(η
†
1η1)(η

†
2η2) + λ4(η

†
1η2)(η

†
2η1)

+
(
λ5(H

†η1)(H
†η2) + H.c.

)
+ λ6(H

†η1)(η
†
1H) + λ7(H

†η2)(η
†
2H)

+ λ8(H
†H)(η†1η1) + λ9(H

†H)(η†2η2) + λ10(χ
−χ+)2

+ (χ−χ+)(λ11H
†H + λ12η

†
1η1 + λ13η

†
2η2) .

(A1)

It can be seen that the non-self-Hermitian terms are the λ5 and µχ terms, where the former

violates the lepton number by two units and plays an important role in the radiative gener-

ation of the Majorana neutrino mass, and the latter leads to the mixing between η±1 and χ±.

In addition to the leptonic Yukawa couplings shown in Eq. (3), the tiny neutrino mass can

be achieved when λ5 ≪ 1. To spontaneously break the electroweak gauge symmetry, we take

µ2
H , λH > 0 as in the SM. The masses of η1,2 can be irrelevant to the electroweak symmetry

breaking, and we thus require µ2
1,2(λ1,2) > 0. Using the charge assignment shown in Eq. (2),

the scalar potential in Eq. (A1) has an unbroken global U(1)X symmetry. To preserve the

global U(1)X symmetry, the VEVs of η1,2 are kept zero. Therefore, the components of the

three doublet scalars are parametrized as follows (j = 1, 2):

H =

 G+

1√
2
(v + h+ iG0)

 , ηj =

 η+j
1√
2
(η0j + iaj)

 , (A2)

where G±,0 are the Goldstone bosons, v is the VEV of H, and h is the SM Higgs boson.

From Eq. (A1), η±2 does not mix with the other charged scalars. Its mass is given by:

m2
η±2

= µ2
2 +

λ9v
2

2
. (A3)

Because η±1 mixes with χ± via the µχ term, their mass-squared matrix is found to be:

(η−1 , χ
−)

m2
11 m2

12

m2
12 m2

22

 η+1

χ+

 ,

with m2
11 = µ2

1 +
λ8v

2

2
, m2

12 =
µχv√
2
, m2

22 = µ2
3 +

λ11v
2

2
. (A4)

28



The mass matrix can be diagonalized by a 2× 2 orthogonal rotation defined by H+
1

H+
2

 =

 cθ sθ

−sθ cθ

 η+1

χ+

 , (A5)

where cθ ≡ cos θ and sθ ≡ sin θ. As a result, the mass eigenvalues and the mixing angle are

obtained as:

m2
1(2) =

m2
11 +m2

22

2
± 1

2

√
(m2

22 −m2
11)

2 + 4(m2
12)

2 ,

s2θ = − 2m2
12

m2
2 −m2

1

, (A6)

where s2θ ≡ sin 2θ.

Since the terms (H†ηj)
2 are forbidden by the U(1)X symmetry, the scalar η0j and pseu-

doscalar aj are degenerate in mass. Although the λ5 term would mix η01(a1) and η02(a2), it

will not lift the degeneracy. To obtain the mass spectrum of the neutral scalar bosons, we

write the mass matrices for (η01, η
0
2) and (a1, a2) as follows:

m2
S =

 m̄2
11 m̄2

12

m̄2
12 m̄2

22

 , m2
A =

 m̄2
11 −m̄2

12

−m̄2
12 m̄2

22

 , (A7)

where the matrix elements are:

m̄2
11 = µ2

1 +
v2

2
(λ6 + λ8) ,

m̄2
22 = µ2

2 +
v2

2
(λ7 + λ9) ,

m̄2
12 =

v2

2
λ5 . (A8)

Analogous to the case of the charged scalar mass matrix, each of the two 2×2 mass-squared

matrices can be diagonalized by the corresponding orthogonal matrix O(θζ) (ζ = S,A)

through O(θζ)m
2
ζO

T (θζ), where

O(θζ) =

 cos θζ sin θζ

− sin θζ cos θζ

 . (A9)

Since the matrix elements in m2
A are the same as those in m2

S except for the sign change

in the off-diagonal elements, we therefore take θS = −θA ≡ ϕ. The eigenvalues of m2
S are

found to be:

m2
S1,2

=
1

2

[
m̄2

11 + m̄2
22 ±

√
(m̄2

22 − m̄2
11)

2 − 4(m̄4
12)

]
. (A10)
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For the physical pseudoscalars A1,2, we have m2
A1(2)

= m2
S1(2)

. The mixing angle ϕ is defined

by:

sin 2ϕ = − λ5v
2

m2
S2

−m2
S1

. (A11)

Since the λ5 term violates the lepton number and eventually leads to the Majorana mass,

its value has to be sufficiently small, i.e., λ5 ≪ 1. As a result, the off-diagonal mass matrix

element |m̄2
12| is suppressed and the mixing angle ϕ ≪ 1.

Appendix B: Form factors for B̄ → (K,K∗)

The q2-dependent form factors for B̄ → K are defined through the following relations:

⟨K(p2)|Vµ|B̄(p1)⟩ = f+(q
2)

(
Pµ −

P · q
q2

)
+

P · q
q2

f0(q
2) qµ,

⟨K(p2)|Tµνq
ν |B̄(p1)⟩ =

fT (q
2)

mB +mK

(
P · q qµ − q2Pµ

)
, (B1)

where P = p1+ p2, q = p1− p2; Vµ = s̄γµb, and Tµν = s̄iσµνb. For B̄ → K∗, the form factors

are parametrized as:

⟨K∗(p2, ϵ)|Vµ|B̄(p1)⟩ =i
V (q2)

mB +mK∗
εµαβρϵ

∗αP βqρ ,

⟨K∗(p2, ϵ)|Aµ|B̄(p1)⟩ =2mK∗A0(q
2)
ϵ∗ · q
q2

qµ + (mB +mK∗)A1(q
2)

(
ϵ∗µ −

ϵ∗ · q
q2

qµ

)
− A2(q

2)
ϵ∗ · q

mB +mK∗

(
Pµ −

P · q
q2

qµ

)
,

⟨K∗(p2, ϵ)|Tµνq
ν |B̄(p1)⟩ =− iT1(q

2)εµαβρϵ
∗αP βqρ ,

⟨K∗(p2, ϵ)|T 5
µνq

ν |B̄(p1)⟩ =T2(q
2)
(
ϵ∗µP · q − ϵ∗ · qPµ

)
+ T3(q

2)ϵ∗ · q
(
qµ −

q2

P · qPµ

)
.

(B2)

Here ϵ denotes the polarization vector of K∗, Aµ = s̄γµγ5b, and T 5
µν = s̄iσµνγ5b. It is useful

to define additional form factors A12(q
2) and T23(q

2):

16mBm
2
K∗A12(q

2) = (mB +mK∗)(m2
B −m2

K∗ − q2)A1(q
2)− λK∗(q2)

mB +mK∗
A2(q

2) , (B3)

8mBm
2
K∗T23(q

2) = (mB +mK∗)(m2
B + 3m2

K∗ − q2)T2(q
2)− λK∗(q2)

mB −mK∗
T3(q

2) . (B4)
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Macroscopic neutrinoless double beta decay: long range quantum coherence
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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− + ν̄e, is absorbed as a neutrino by another identical X nucleus via the inverse beta decay
reaction, νe +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
(0νDBD),

(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 0νDBD 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-

Y
X

e

X

e

Y

ν

-
-

Majorana

-

-

X

FIG. 1: Illustration 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 = (A,Z)
to daughter nucleus Y = (A,Z + 1),

X → Y + e− + ν̄e, (2)

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

νe +X → e− + Y ; (3)

the nucleus X can only absorb an electron neutrino, νe,
to reach the final state e− + 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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2

two sequential reactions, (2) and (3), is the macroscopic
neutrinoless double beta decay, illustrated in Fig. 1,

X +X ′ → Y + Y ′ + e− + e−, (4)

where we add a prime to indicate the freedom of the
two nuclei being different nuclides. This process is the
macroscopic analog of the conventional neutrinoless dou-
ble beta decay, 0νDBD. Both decays effectively turn two
neutrons into two protons plus two electrons. Both de-
cays violate lepton number conservation and require the
neutrino to be Majorana.
Detection of neutrinoless double beta decay, whether

in a single nucleus or via MDBD exchange of a non-zero
mass Majorana neutrino between different nuclei would
violate lepton number conservation and would establish
that neutrinos are Majorana and not Dirac. In neutri-
noless double beta decay the initial and final nuclei (or
quarks more precisely) exchange a Majorana neutrino in
various mass states. An important aspect of this ex-
change is the possibility of quantum interference between
neutrino exchange in different mass states. This interfer-
ence is implicitly included in calculation of microscopic
0νDBD [1]. Macroscopic beta decay, however, opens new
quantum interference effects over the macroscopic dis-
tance scales of the separation between source and target
nuclei.
The two processes have notable differences. All β-

unstable nuclei are potential candidates for MDBD,
while only a limited number of nuclei are candidates
for 0νDBD. The uncertainties in the rate of MDBD
are considerably smaller than in 0νDBD. In 0νDBD
within a single nucleus, the uncertainty in the matrix
elements [6, 7] owes both to the many processes within
the standard model that can contribute to the decay,
e.g., n → ∆++ + 2e, where the ∆++ lives virtually, as
well as exchanges of virtual particles beyond the stan-
dard model in addition to Majorana neutrino exchange.
Beyond-the-standard-model physics that could lead to
0νDBD include right-handed weak currents, exchange of
heavy neutrinos or supersymmetric particles, etc.1 By
contrast, MDBD must come only from light massive Ma-
jorana neutrinos. Moreover, the matrix elements for se-
quential beta and inverse beta decay reactions in MDBD
are precisely known.

Not only does the antineutrino source in neutrinoless
MDBD not need to be the same nucleus as the target,
the antineutrino emitted, as we detail later, does not need
even to be an electron type. For example in π− → µ− +
ν̄µ, the muon antineutrino, if Majorana, can be absorbed
as an electron neutrino in an inverse beta decay.

In addition, while the 0νDBD rate is insensitive to the
geometry of the source and is linearly proportional to

1 Nonetheless, even if such processes were to underlie 0νDBD, the
observation of such double beta decays would establish that the
neutrino is Majorana [8, 9].

the source mass, the rate for MDBD rate, as we spell out
below, depends sensitively on the geometry of the source
and is proportional to the source mass to the 4/3 power.

We emphasize that we do not introduce MDBD as a
replacement for traditional 0νDBD experiments. While
we calculate yields for several model MDBD systems, re-
alistic experiments with radioactive nuclei are not fea-
sible at the moment. Nonetheless the new concept of
MDBD should stimulate new ways of looking at neutri-
noless weak interactions.

In the next Section, II, we first review the calculation
of the rate of single beta decay, and the cross section
for inverse beta decay. In Sec. III we derive the rate of
MDBD as a coherent quantum process between the initial
single beta decay and the inverse beta decay, and derive
the dependence of the MDBD rate on the geometry of
the source. Then in Sec. IV we discuss how the MDBD
signal is readily differentiated from the experimental two
electron backgrounds. We conclude in Sec. V.

II. BETA AND INVERSE BETA DECAY WITH
MASSIVE NEUTRINOS

In this section we first review the role of chirality and
helicity for massive neutrinos in beta and inverse beta
decay. We then briefly review the rates for emission of
an antineutrino of given helicity in beta decay and the
absorption of a neutrino of given helicity in inverse beta
decay.

A. Chirality and helicity

Eigenstates of γ5 have definite chirality; we denote the
γ5 eigenvalue in these states as positive (γ5 = 1) or neg-
ative (γ5 = −1). While chirality and helicity (the eigen-
value h of the projection of the spin direction along the
direction of motion, Σ̂ · p̂) coincide for massless neutrinos,
where a positive chirality state always has positive helic-
ity, h=1, and a negative chirality state always has nega-
tive helicity h= -1, they are not the same for finite mass
neutrinos. We denote positive helicity as right handed,
and negative helicity as left handed.
In beta decay, antineutrinos are emitted with positive

chirality, γ5 = 1, while neutrinos can be absorbed in the
inverse reaction only if they have negative chirality. Neu-
trinos are preferentially absorbed with helicity opposite
to that of the antineutrino in beta decay. Since chirality
is conserved for massless neutrinos, a massless Majorana
antineutrino emitted in beta decay has the wrong chiral-
ity ever to be absorbed as a neutrino; both MDBD and
0νDBD are forbidden.
Independent of the neutrino mass, however, neutri-

nos and antineutrinos, in the absence of external forces,
e.g., gravitational [10] or magnetic [11], propagate in
states of definite helicity. When neutrinos have finite
mass, chirality is no longer a constant of the motion,
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since γ5 does not commute with the mass term in the
Hamiltonian. In detail, as reviewed in the Appendix,
an antineutrino emitted with positive chirality has am-
plitude α± =

√
(1± βν)/2 to be right or left handed,

where βν = vν/c, with vν the neutrino velocity. Sim-
ilarly, a right or left handed neutrino has amplitude√
(1∓ βν)/2 = α∓ to have the negative chirality needed

to be absorbed in an inverse beta decay. Thus a Majo-
rana neutrino effectively has a total amplitude for emis-
sion with positive chirality and absorption with nega-
tive chirality, summed over both intermediate helicities,
α+α− + α−α+ =

√
1− β2

ν = mν/Eν , where mν and Eν

are the neutrino mass and energy. States of definite helic-
ity have amplitudes to be of either chirality, thus allowing
neutrinoless double beta decay for finite mass Majorana
neutrinos.

B. Single beta decay

We now discuss the amplitude, Aih
BD, and then the rate

of beta decay, (2), with emission of a ν̄e in mass state i
and helicity h, neglecting nuclear recoil (a better and bet-
ter approximation the heavier the parent nucleus). The
amplitude is

Aih
BD = Miα

ih
ν̄ . (5)

where Mi ∝ GFVudUei, with GF the Fermi weak cou-
pling constant, Vud = 0.97425 the Cabbibo-Kobayashi-
Maskawa (CKM) up-down quark matrix element, and Uei

the Pontecorvo-Maki-Nakagawa-Sakata (PMNS) neu-
trino mixing matrix element. For right and left antineu-

trino helicities, αi,h=±1
ν̄ = α±. For given neutrino energy,

βi depends on the neutrino mass, mi; since formi ≪ Eνi,
βi ≃ 1−m2

i /2E
2
νi,

αiR
ν̄ ≃ 1, αiL

ν̄ ≃ mi

2Eνi
. (6)

The dependence on the neutrino mass state is through
the factors Uei and αih

ν̄ , and the helicity dependence re-
sides in αih

ν̄ .
The full squared matrix element has the form

|Mi|2 = 2πW (Ee)|Uei|2, (7)

where for tritium for example [12, 13],

W (Ee) =
G2

F

2π
|Vud|2F (Z,Ee)(m3He

/m3H
)|Mf |2, (8)

with F (Z,Ee) the Fermi Coulomb factor for the electron-
3He system, and |Mf |2 the sum of the nuclear form fac-
tors for Fermi and Gamow-Teller transitions.2 In further

2 For tritium, |Mf |2 = 1 + 2.788(gA/gV )2, with (gA/gV )2 =
1.6116, while for the neutron, |Mf |2 = 1 + 3(gA/gV )2.

calculation we symbolically write the matrix element as
Mi =

√
2πWUei.

The rate of beta decay with emission of a neutrino of
given helicity is then

dΓh
XBD =∑

i

d3pν
(2π)3

d3pe
(2π)3

2π|Mi|2(αih
ν̄ )2δ(∆M − Ee − Eνi),

(9)

where ∆M = mX − mY is the total energy released in
the beta decay.

Integrating over all electron states, and writing d3pν =
4πpνEνdEν , we have

dΓh
XBD

dEν
=

σ̄(Ee)

2π2

∑
i

|Uei|2(1 + hβi)Eν

√
E2

ν −m2
i ,

(10)

where Ee = ∆M − Eν and

σ̄(Ee) ≡ peEeW (Ee). (11)

The differential rate of beta decay, formi ≪ Eν , summed
over h and using

∑
i |Uei|2 = 1, is

dΓXBD

dEν
≃ σ̄(Ee)

π2
E2

ν . (12)

For tritium, in the limit of a zero energy neutrino [12],
σ̄ ≃ 3.834 × 10−45 cm2. The inverse of the mean life-
time, τ , of the nucleus X against beta decay (17.8 yr for
tritium) is then

∫
dEν(dΓXBD/dEν).

C. Inverse beta decay

While the rate of beta decay is an incoherent sum over
the mass states in the emitted antineutrino, the rate of
inverse beta decay depends strongly on the nature of the
neutrino impinging on the target nucleus. For example,
neutrinos from the Big Bang arrive at Earth in definite
mass eigenstates, a result of the spatial separation of the
mass components of a neutrino wavepacket caused by the
dependence of the neutrino velocity on the mass state.
By contrast, neutrinos from nuclear weak interactions,
in 51Cr for example [14], are emitted in pure electron
neutrino flavor states. These neutrinos can initiate in-
verse beta decay whether the neutrino is Dirac or Majo-
rana. On the other hand, antineutrinos can participate
in inverse beta decay (with electron emission) only if the
neutrino is Majorana. These antineutrinos can be either
in mass eigenstates, e.g., if they come from the Big Bang,
or in flavor eigenstates, e.g., from tritium beta decay or
a nuclear power plant. If the incident neutrino was emit-
ted as a Majorana antineutrino, the amplitude for inverse
beta decay is a coherent sum over the mass eigenstates
in the neutrino.
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Common to all these processes is the inverse beta decay
amplitude for a neutrino in a given mass state. Specifi-
cally, the amplitude, Aih

IXBD, for inverse beta decay in-
duced by a neutrino with velocity βi, mass mi and helic-
ity h incident on a target nucleus, is

Aih
IXBD = Miα

ih
ν , (13)

where αih
ν =

√
(1− hβi)/2, with Mi the same as before.

The cross section for inverse beta decay for an incident
neutrino in a given mass state i and helicity h is similarly
(cf. Eq. (9)),

dσih
IXBD

dΩe
=∫

p2edpe
(2π)2

|Mi|2(αih
ν )2δ(mX + Eν −mY − Ee)

=
peEe

(2π)2
|Mi|2(αih

ν )2 =
σ̄(Ee)

4π
|Uei|2(1− hβi),

(14)

and the total IXBD cross section σih
IXBD equals

σ̄|Uei|2(1 − hβi). As in beta decay, the helicity depen-
dence is in the factor αih

ν . The scale of both the lifetime
of a nucleus under beta decay, and the IXBD cross sec-
tion is set by σ̄(Ee).
If the initial neutrino is fully relativistic in mass state

i (βν → 1), then only the left handed helicity component
can lead to emission of an electron, and the cross section
for an incident mass state i is 2σ̄|Uei|2. (Were the initial
neutrino in an incoherent sum over mass states i, the
cross section would bcome 2σ̄.) But for slowly moving

relic neutrinos (βν → 0), αih
ν → 1/

√
2 and the IXBD

amplitude becomes independent of the neutrino helicity.
More generally, if the initial neutrino state is a coherent
sum of mass states, the rate of IXBD reflects interference
between the states, a problem we focus on in calculating
the rate of MDBD below.

III. MACROSCOPIC DOUBLE BETA DECAY

We turn now to calculating the rate of macroscopic
double beta decay in terms of the known physics of the
single beta decay, XBD, and inverse beta decay, IXBD.
The rate of MDBD within a sample of atoms of nucleus
X, with the sample acting both as the source of beta de-
cays as well as the target for inverse beta decays, depends
on both the microscopics of XBD and IXBD as well as the
geometry of the ensemble of X atoms present. For spac-
ing between the atoms large compared with the charac-
teristic intermediate neutrino wavelength, the neutrinos
can be taken to be on-shell, in contrast to neutrinoless
double beta decay within a single nucleus. The MDBD
process can take place for either helicity of the interme-
diate neutrino.
Since the Majorana neutrino in MDBD exists only as

an intermediary between the initial electron and final

electron emission processes, the contributions of the dif-
ferent neutrino mass states are coherent, and give rise to
quantum interference. To see this effect it is necessary to
evaluate the MDBD rate in terms of the total amplitude
for the process.

While neutrino oscillations become important in pro-
cesses over astrophysical distances, e.g., in the sun and
in neutron stars, they are insignificant in MDBD over
laboratory distances, except for very small neutrino en-
ergies. The characteristic length (in meters) in neu-
trino oscillations for a neutrino of energy Eν (in MeV)
is L(m)osc ≃ Eν(MeV)/∆m2

31(eV
2), where ∆m2

31 =
m2

3−m2
1 ≃ 2.5×10−3eV2 corresponds to the difference of

the squares of the masses of the heaviest and lightest neu-
trinos. Thus Losc ∼ Eν(MeV) km. Neutrinos of sub-keV
energy could undergo neutrino oscillations in MDBD in
large samples, but their effect would be hard to observe.

We assume the initial beta decay to take place at point
r⃗ and the inverse beta decay at r⃗ ′. The total amplitude
for the process X +X → Y + Y + e− + e−

′
is

AMDBD(r⃗ − r⃗ ′) =

∑
ih

∫
d3pν
(2π)3

(
Aih

XBDei(p⃗ν+p⃗e)·r⃗
) (

Aih
IXBDei(p⃗

′
e−p⃗ν)·r⃗ ′

)
∆M − Ee − Eν + iη

,

(15)

where η → 0+. Then using the amplitudes (5) and (13),
doing the sum over helicities,

∑
h

αih
ν̄ αih

ν =
√
1− β2

i = mνi/Eν , (16)

and the angular integration over the directions of the
intermediate neutrino, we have

AMDBD = ei(p⃗e·r⃗+p⃗ ′
e·r⃗

′)

√
W (Ee)W (E′

e)

π|r⃗ − r⃗ ′|
∑
i

U2
eimνi

×
∫

EνdEν sin(pν |r⃗ − r⃗ ′|)
∆M − Ee − Eν + iη

. (17)

For large |r⃗ − r⃗ ′| compared with characteristic 1/pν ,
only the on-shell contribution of the neutrino (from
the imaginary part −iπδ(X) of the denominator term,
1/(X + iη)) is significant. In this macroscopic limit
the integral in the lower line of Eq. (17) becomes
−iπEν sin(pν |r⃗ − r⃗ ′|), where now Eν = ∆M − Ee. We
drop the overall phase factors, which do not enter the
MDBD rate, and finally arrive at the MDBD amplitude,

AMDBD =
√
W (Ee)W (E′

e)
sin(pν |r⃗ − r⃗ ′|)

|r⃗ − r⃗ ′|
∑
i

U2
eimνi.

(18)

The total rate of MDBD with one emitter and one
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absorber is then

ΓMDBD =∫
d3pe
(2π)3

d3p′e
(2π)3

|AMDBD|22πδ(2∆M − Ee − E′
e).

(19)

For pν |r⃗ − r⃗ ′| ≫ 1 the sin2 factor, slightly cross-grained
in r⃗ ′, becomes 1/2, and thus

ΓMDBD =
K

4π|r⃗ − r⃗ ′|2
, (20)

where the microscopic rate factor, after doing the E′
e in-

tegral, becomes

K = m̄2

∫
σ̄(Ee)σ̄(E

′
e)

π2
dEe. (21)

Here E′
e = 2∆M − Ee, and

m̄ ≡ |
∑

i U
2
eimνi| (22)

is the average neutrino mass entering neutrinoless double
beta decay.
We can understand the remaining structure of the

MDBD rate by considering simply the single mass state
contribution, denoted as Γ i

MDBD. The beta decay of an
X nucleus at point r⃗ produces a flux, per unit neutrino
energy, of neutrinos in helicity state h of energy Eν at
point r⃗ ′,

dF ih(r⃗ ′)

dEνi
=

1

4π|r⃗ − r⃗ ′|2
dΓih

XBD

dEνi
. (23)

Thus the full rate for neutrinos emitted at point r⃗ in mass
state i to be absorbed at point r⃗ ′ is

Γ i
MDBD =

∑
h

∫
dF ih(r⃗ ′)

dEνi
dEνiσ

ih
IXBD =

Ki

4π|r⃗ − r⃗ ′|2
,

(24)

where

Ki =

∫
dEνi

∑
h

dΓih
XBD

dEνi
σih
IXBD

= |Uei|4m2
νi

∫
dEνi

σ̄(Ee)σ̄(E
′
e)

π2
; (25)

this result is precisely the single neutrino mass state (i)
contribution to K, Eq. (21), with the identifications Ee =
∆M − Eνi and E′

e = ∆M + Eνi = 2∆M − Ee.
The integral in K depends very weakly on the neutrino

masses since mν ≪ me, and we neglect them in the in-
tegral. Furthermore the σ̄ do not vary greatly over the
range of neutrino energies, and we write them as σ̄ evalu-
ated at the end point energy times a correction. Neglect-
ing the energy dependence in the Fermi Coulomb term,
F in σ̄ we have

K =
1

π2
m̄2σ̄2

endKendJ , (26)

J

FIG. 2: The dimensionless integral J entering the MDBD
rate, as a function of me/∆M .

where Kend = ∆M −me is the endpoint kinetic energy
of the XBD, σ̄end ≡ σ̄(Ee = ∆M), and the dimensionless
factor J is given by

J (me/∆M) =

∫ Kend

0

dEν

Kend

peEep
′
eE

′
e

(K2
end −m2

e)K
2
end

.

(27)

Figure 2 shows J as a function ofme/∆M . In the limit
that the Q value in the XBD is small compared with the
electron mass, or ∆M −me << me, as in tritium, then
J → π/4 (this factor arises from the averaging of the
momenta of the electrons), and

K → m̄2σ̄2
end

4π
Kend. (28)

In the opposite limit, ∆M ≫ me, the correction factor
J becomes 8/15, and K → (8m̄2σ̄2

end/15π
2)Kend.

A. Quantum interference and coherence

The rate of MDBD is proportional to the square of
the weighted neutrino mass |

∑
i U

2
eimνi|2. This term in-

cludes both the direct (i = j) MDBD process, with a sum
of the rates for single mass eigenstates,

∑
i |Uei|4m2

νi, as
well as the interference between different mass eigenstates
(i ̸= j). By contrast, if the incident neutrino is an inco-
herent sum of mass states, then the rate is proportional
to the i = j term alone, i.e.,∑

i

|Uei|4m2
νi ≡ m2

incoh, (29)
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_

FIG. 3: The calculated m̄2 for the normal (NH) and inverted
(IH) neutrino mass hierarchies with and without interference
between the mass eigenstates. The curves labelled “coherent”
assume zero Majorana phases (with respect to the CP phase),
while the curves labelled “incoherent” neglect the off-diagonal
interference between different mass eigenstates. In this case
coherence increases m̄2 and the rate of MDBD.

a very different weighting of the neutrino masses.
The dependence of m̄ on possible phases of the Uei is

a consequence of quantum interference between different
mass states i in macroscopic double beta decay. Explic-
itly, m̄ can be written in terms of the CP phase δ and
Majorana phases λa and λb, as,

m̄ =
∣∣|Ue1|2e2iλam1 + |Ue2|2e2iλbm2 + |Ue3|2e−2iδm3

∣∣.
(30)

Figure 3 shows m̄2 as a function of lightest neutrino
mass for the normal and inverted mass hierarchies, us-
ing the neutrino oscillation parameters tabulated in [17].
The curves labelled “incoherent” neglect the interference
terms in m̄2, and include only the diagonal sum over
mass eigenstates, i.e., with m̄2 replaced by m2

incoh. In the
curves labelled “coherent,” we assume that the Majorana
CP phases equal −δ, so that all the phases drop out of
m̄, and m̄2 −m2

incoh =
∑

i ̸=j |Uei|2|Uej |2mνimνj > 0. In
this case, coherence increases the MDBD rate. For given
neutrino mass splittings, the curves are in fact simply
quadratic functions of the lightest neutrino mass.
On the other hand, if the Majorana CP phases differ

from −δ, coherence can, as illustrated in Fig. 4, decrease
the rate, exactly as in 0νDBD [1]. Figure 4 also shows,
on the right hand scale, the MDBD rate for a spherical
source of 100 g of tritium, calculated from Eq. (33) below.
Macroscopic double beta decay remains coherent as

_
FIG. 4: Full range of m̄2 for the normal and inverted hi-
erarchies. The solid curves show the same curves labelled
“coherent” in Fig. 3, while the dashed curves show the max-
imal destructive interference from possible Majorana phases.
The scale on the right shows the corresponding MDBD rate
expected in a 100 g tritium target. The rate is proportional
to the mass of the target to the 4/3 power.

long as the neutrino wavepacket travelling from source
to target stays together. However, the different mass
components of the wavepacket physically separate and
destroy coherence at large distances owing to the mass
dependence of their velocities, δv/c ∼ 1

2∆m2
ν/E

2
ν [11]. If

the initial neutrino wavepacket is of length ℓ, then deco-
herence takes place over distances Ldec ∼ ℓE2

ν/∆m2
ν ∼

ℓEνLosc, where Losc, discussed above, is the length over
which neutrino oscillations become significant. The es-
timate ℓEν ∼ 1 nm-MeV [15] implies that Ldec is ∼
104Losc, or Ldec ∼ 104Eν(MeV)/∆m2

ν(eV
2) m. A de-

tailed discussion of decoherence over astrophysical dis-
tances must thus take flavor oscillations of the neutrino
wave packets into account.

B. Dependence of the MDBD rate on geometry

We next consider the rate of MDBD in a macroscopic
sample of N atoms of X with uniform density n. For an
ensemble of beta emitters, Eq. (24) implies the total rate
of MDBD,

RMDBD =

∫
d3rd3r′

n2K
4π|r⃗ − r⃗ ′|2

=
N2K
4π

〈 1

(r⃗ − r⃗ ′)2

〉
.

(31)
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For isotropic scaling at fixed density, the rate scales as
the fourth power of the linear size of the system, or N4/3.
On the other hand, the rate of 0νDBD scales with N .
The detailed evaluation of the integral depends on the

geometry of the target. It is readily evaluated for a spher-
ical target of radius R by writing,∫

d3rd3r′

(r⃗ − r⃗ ′)2
=

∫
d3k

4πk

∣∣∣ ∫ d3reik⃗·r⃗
∣∣∣2 = 4π2R4, (32)

where we use
∫
d3reik⃗·r⃗ = (4π/k3)(sin kR− kR cos kR).

The total double beta decay rate for a spherical source3

is then

RMDBD =
9

16π

N2

R2
K, (33)

which shows explicitly the scaling with the size of the
sample (at fixed density) as N4/3.

C. Estimate of RMDBD

We estimate RMDBD from Eq. (33) with (28). For
tritium,

RMDBD =
9

64π2

N2
T

R2
m̄2σ̄2

TKend ; (34)

with a 100 g sphere of tritium (NT ≃ 2 × 1025 nuclei),
RMDBD ≃ 2.32 × 10−5(m̄/1 eV)2/year. It is instructive
to compare this rate with the conventional neutrinoless
double beta decay rates for various nuclei. No 0νDBD
events have been positively identified [4], and the most
sensitive recent results include those on 76Ge [18, 19],
136Xe [20–22], 130Te [23], 82Se [24, 25], and 100Mo [26].
Table I lists the expected 0νDBD rates for these nuclei
with an exposure of 100 g-yr, assuming m̄ = 0.1 eV.
As we see in the Table, the tritium MDBD rate is four
to five orders of magnitude lower than those expected for
0νDBD. This difference reflects the much smaller Q=16.8
keV value in tritium beta decay than in 0νDBD, e.g., Q
= 2.04 MeV for 76Ge and Q=2.46 MeV for 136Xe 0νDBD.
To illustrate the importance of a large Q value, we

compare MDBD for neutrons (where n → p + e− + ν̄e
followed by νe+n → p+e−) with tritium. In this double
beta decay Q= 2 ×0.782 MeV = 1.564 MeV. Furthermore
σ̄n is a factor ∼ 20 larger than in tritium, which has
comparable matrix elements. In a sample of 100 g of

3 We give the result for a spherical source only for illustration,
ignoring the complication that electrons produced within a suffi-
ciently large spherical sample rapidly lose energy traversing the
source and cannot readily be detected. For such a reason, the
PTOLEMY experiment [16] is aiming for two dimensional tar-
gets, using tritiated graphene. A realistic MDBD experimental
design would similarly require a more planar geometry, at the
cost of reducing the probability of a given antineutrino from the
initial beta decay finding a target for inverse decay.

neutrons occupying the spherical volume as would 100 g
of tritium, the MDBD rate is a factor ∼ 105 larger than
in a comparable sample of tritium. In fact, the MDBD
rate for such a neutron sample is comparable to that in an
equivalent sample of nuclei in 0νDBD. Clearly though, it
would be impossible to do such an experiment in a cloud
of laboratory neutrons.4

A somewhat more realistic candidate nucleus to con-
sider in searching for MDBD is 11C, which undergoes a
β+ decay with a half life of 22.3 min. with a Q value of
1.98 MeV. We estimate that a 100 g spherical sample of
11C. which has a density 2.2 g/cm3, and contains 3/11 of
the number of atoms in a 100 g sample of tritium, would
have a MDBD rate of 5.14×10−5 per year for m̄ = 0.1 eV,
as shown in Table I. This rate is significantly larger than
the MDBD rate for tritium, but still lower than the rate
for the 0νDBD sources listed in Table I. As mentioned,
the MDBD rate contains no uncertainties arising from
the nuclear matrix elements, distinctly different from in
0νDBD.

IV. MDBD SIGNAL VS. BACKGROUND

A. Electron distribution in MDBD

The characteristic feature of MDBD is that the sum
of the two electron energies is just twice the total en-
ergy released in a single beta decay. The distribution of
the electron pairs has the structure, in the limit of small
neutrino mass,

d2N(Ee, E
′
e) ∝ peEeF (Ee)dEep

′
eE

′
eF (E′

e)dE
′
e

×
∫

dEνδ(∆M − Eν − Ee)δ(∆M + Eν − E′
e)

= peEeF (Ee)F (E′
e)dEep

′
eE

′
edE

′
e

×δ(2∆M − Ee − E′
e). (35)

The E2
ν from the neutrino phase space is canceled by

neutrino helicity factor 1 − β2 = (mν/Eν)
2. Then the

single electron distribution in MDBD has the form,

dNe

dKe
∝ peEeF (Ee)F (E′

e)p
′
eE

′
e, (36)

where here E′
e = 2∆M − Ee.

This distribution, shown in Fig. 5 in terms of the elec-
tron kinetic energy Ke for tritium MDBD, is clearly sym-
metric about the single beta decay endpoint, Ke = Kend.

4 On the other hand, a neutron star contains beneath its crust a
stable liquid of order 1057 neutrons in a ∼10 km sphere, which
implies a geometric enhancement over MDBD in 100 g of tri-
tium by a factor ∼ 1053. The rate of MDBD is, however, signif-
icantly suppressed by Pauli exclusion in both URCA and modi-
fied URCA processes, as well as by BCS pairing. Unfortunately
there is no way apparent to distinguish such MDBD processes in
neutron stars, even in their cooling.
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Nucleus T1/2 for m̄ = 0.1 eV Yield per 100 g-yr
3H (MDBD) – 2.3× 10−7

n (MDBD) – 3.4× 10−2

11C (MDBD) – 5.1× 10−5

76Ge (0νDBD) [18, 19] 3.7× 1025 < T1/2 < 2.0× 1026 yr 2.7× 10−3 < Y < 1.5× 10−2

136Xe (0νDBD) [20–22] 0.1× 1026 < T1/2 < 1.8× 1026 yr 1.7× 10−3 < Y < 3.0× 10−2

130Te (0νDBD) [23] 5.9× 1024 < T1/2 < 6.7× 1025 yr 4.7× 10−3 < Y < 5.4× 10−2

82Se (0νDBD) [24, 25] 1.0× 1025 < T1/2 < 7.5× 1025 yr 6.8× 10−3 < Y < 4.8× 10−2

100Mo (0νDBD) [26] 4.7× 1024 < T1/2 < 1.4× 1025 yr 2.9× 10−2 < Y < 8.8× 10−2

TABLE I: Expected yields, Y , for MDBD and 0νDBD for a 100 g-yr exposure using various nuclei. We assume the Majorana
neutrino effective mass m̄ = 0.1 eV. The uncertainties in the predicted T1/2 and yield for 0νDBD reflect the range of uncertainties
of the nuclear matrix elements adopted by Ref. [4] to relate the current experimental limits on T1/2 to values of m̄. For MDBD

we assume 100 g spherical sources of tritium (and neutrons, for illustration) with density 1 g/cm3 and 11C with density 2.2
g/cm3.

FIG. 5: The electron distributions in single tritium beta decay
and in tritium MDBD, where e1 is the lower energy and e2
the higher energy electron. Here e1 is the electron produced
in the initial beta day, and e2 the electron emitted in the final
inverse beta decay. The detailed structure of the single elec-
tron energy distributions at Kend, shown as a single vertical
line, is in fact two curves separated essentially by 2mν , too
fine to be seen in the figure.

The figure shows for comparison the electron distribution
from single beta decay, which vanishes near Kend, as we
see from Eq. (12), essentially as

dNe

dKe
∝ dΓ

dEe
=

σ̄(Ee)

2π2
(∆M −me −Ke)

2; (37)

the distribution is dominated by electrons emitted with
a right handed neutrino. In this figure, we normal-
ize the individual distributions to unity, and take the

Fermi Coulomb correction to be 2πη/(1 − e−2πη) with
η = Ze2/ve. The non-zero neutrino mass leads to a falloff
of the e1 distribution at Kend −mν and a rise of the e2
distribution at Kend +mν , too fine a structure to see in
the figure.

B. Background

Although the signal for a macroscopic neutrinoless
double beta decay is that the sum of the energies of the
two electrons in the event is precisely 2Kend, it would
seem, given the high rates of single beta decay, that the
challenge of separating the signal from the background is
insurmountable. The 2×1025 tritons in 100 g of tritium,
with a half-life of 12.3 years, would produce ∼ 2.5× 1016

decays per second. However, only a tiny fraction of the
decays give electrons with energy near the beta decay
endpoint. An analogous challenge to separate the signal
from the background is encountered in the proposed de-
tection of relic neutrinos using the ITBD reaction [16, 27],
where the signals are separated from the endpoint by
twice the neutrino mass. Long et al. [12] show that an
energy resolution better than 0.7 mν is sufficient to reach
a signal to background ratio better than 1.

The signal to noise ratios for MDBD should be much
better than in relic neutrino detection, and do not require
superb energy resolution. As shown in Fig. 5, one of the
two electrons from MDBD has an energy greater the end-
point energy of TBD, and up to twice the endpoint en-
ergy. By requiring that the more energetic electron from
the MDBD candidate event has an energy sufficiently
higher than the endpoint energy, the background can be
rejected at only a small cost to the MDBD detection ef-
ficiency.

The favorable background rejection capability of
MDBD is further illustrated in Fig. 6a, where the axes
are the individual electron kinetic energies. An MDBD
event would appear as a point on the diagonal line
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K1+K2 = ∆M−2me in this figure. The MDBD acciden-
tal background from two electrons emitted in two inde-
pendent single beta decays would lie in the red box in the
figure, and except at the single point where the red square
touches the straight line, the background is separated
from the two electron MDBD event. The background
from the upper-right corner of the square in Fig. 6a can
be readily rejected by requiring that the MDBD candi-
date events are well separated from this corner.
By contrast, the background in the 0νDBD reaction

is from the 2νDBD reaction. The two electron kinetic
energies from the 2νDBD background can reach the di-
agonal signal line in 0νDBD everywhere, as shown by the
red triangle in Fig. 6b. These 2νDBD background events
cannot be rejected without a significant loss of detection
efficiency for the 0νDBD signals, unless superb energy
resolution is achieved.
The time separation between the two electrons can also

be used to reject accidental background in MDBD. The
two electrons from an MDBD event occur in a narrow
time window, the travel time from source to target, δt ∼
R/c, which can be of order tens of picoseconds, while
the electrons from single beta decays are uncorrelated
in time. In contrast the 2νDBD background in 0νDBD
cannot be rejected on the basis of time separation.

1K

2K

2 endK

endK

2 endKendK 1K

2K

totalK

totalKa)  MDBD b)  DBD

FIG. 6: The energy spectrum of two-electron events, with
background in red, in a) MDBD and b) 0νDBD. The axes are
the kinetic energies of the individual electrons. The kinetic
energies of the two electrons in both neutrinoless double beta
decays lie along the (blue) diagonal line extending from the
first electron having Ktotal (with Ktotal = 2Kend in MDBD)
and the second with 0, to the reverse. The energies of two
electrons produced in single beta decays, the background in
MDBD, lie in the red box in a), reaching the diagonal line
only at a single point. In contrast, in 0νDBD experiments the
background from double beta decay with neutrinos lies in the
red triangle in b), coming up to the diagonal line everywhere.

V. CONCLUSION

While neutrinoless double beta decay of single nuclei
is the most promising experimental tool for testing the
fundamental question of the Dirac or Majorana nature
of neutrinos, the new process of macroscopic neutrino-

less double beta decay we have introduced here is an-
other manifestation of Majorana neutrinos with non-zero
mass. The MDBD process shares features in common
with single nucleus neutrinoless double beta decay; both
depend on neutrinos being massive and Majorana, and
both are affected by quantum intererence between differ-
ent neutrino mass states. The two processes have signif-
icant differences, however, including the absence of nu-
clear matrix element uncertainties for the MDBD rate
and the different nature of the experimental backgrounds
in these two processes. In addition MDBD exhibits the
new phenomenon of quantum coherence over macroscopic
distances, related, but not equivalent to neutrino oscilla-
tions.

Macroscopic double beta decay combines the processes
of beta decay – as is being studied for tritium in the KA-
TRIN [28] experiment for measuring the neutrino mass
– and capture of neutrinos, as in the PTOLEMY exper-
iment [16] to detect primordial neutrinos from the Big
Bang. The MDBD process combining these two pro-
cesses, could in principle be accessible in either of these
two experiments. Our detailed analysis of various char-
acteristics of MDBD, including expected rates, makes it
clear that, given the quantities of tritium present, MDBD
events are too rare to be detectable in the two experi-
ments.

Nor is MDBD a viable alternative, at this point, to
the well established neutrinoless double beta decay ex-
periments to test the Majorana nature of neutrinos. We
do not present MDBD as a currently feasible experiment.
Nevertheless, the similarities and distinct differences be-
tween these two processes provide useful perspectives on
the underlying mechanisms for these two processes, and
indicate new directions in which the concept of MDBD
can be explored.

An example, as mentioned earlier, is the analog of
MDBD that can occur with emission of a Majorana an-
tineutrino with a flavor α other than electron, e.g., in
π− → µ−+ ν̄µ. The amplitude for capture of the emitted
antineutrino on a nucleus as an electron neutrino would
be proportional to

∑
i UαiUeimνi, which is non-zero even

if no phases enter the Uαi. Such conversion of a Ma-
jorana ν̄µ into a νe cannot occur in neutrinoless double
beta decay within a single nucleus, simply by energy con-
servation, but can occur macroscopically.
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Appendix A: Helicity and chirality eigenstates
eigenstates

Finite mass neutrinos can have positive in addition to
negative helicity. Here we derive the decomposition of
helicity eigenstates into chiral eigenstates.
The Dirac state of a left handed (negative helicity)

neutrino of energy E and mass m, propagating in the +z
direction say, is

uνL =

√
E +m

2E

(
0, 1, 0,− p

E +m
, 0

)T

≡ (0,W+, 0,−W−)
T , (A1)

where T denotes the transpose, and W± ≡√
(E ±m)/2E. FromW 2

++W 2
− = 1 andW+W− = βν/2,

we have (W+ ±W−)
2 = 1± βν , and

W± =
1

2

(√
1 + β ±

√
1− β

)
. (A2)

Similarly, the state of a right handed (positive helicity)
neutrino is

uνR =

√
E +m

2E

(
1, 0,

p

E +m
, 0

)T

≡ (W+, 0,W−, 0)
T .

(A3)

On the other hand, the γ5 eigenstates for spin up or
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down (denoted by arrows) along the z-direction are

u±↑ =
(1, 0,±1, 0)T√

2
, u±↓ =

(0, 1, 0,±1)T√
2

. (A4)

The helicity eigenstates can thus be written as

uνR =

√
1 + βν

2
u+↑ +

√
1− βν

2
u−↑, (A5)

and

uνL =

√
1− βν

2
u+↓ +

√
1 + βν

2
u−↓. (A6)

The amplitude for a γ5 = ±1 eigenstate to have right
handed helicity is

√
(1± βν)/2 and to have left handed

helicity is
√
(1∓ βν)/2. The expectation value of the

neutrino helicity ⟨h⟩ in a γ5 = ±1 state is simply ±βν .
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Martinez-Soler,14 R. Maruyama,45 F. Mayhew,24 T. McElroy,25 F. McNally,38 J. V. Mead,22 K. Meagher,40 S.

Mechbal,63 A. Medina,21 M. Meier,16 Y. Merckx,13 L. Merten,11 J. Micallef,24 J. Mitchell,7 T. Montaruli,28 R. W.

Moore,25 Y. Morii,16 R. Morse,40 M. Moulai,40 T. Mukherjee,31 R. Naab,63 R. Nagai,16 M. Nakos,40 U. Naumann,62

J. Necker,63 A. Negi,4 M. Neumann,43 H. Niederhausen,24 M. U. Nisa,24 A. Noell,1 A. Novikov,44 S. C. Nowicki,24

A. Obertacke Pollmann,16 V. O’Dell,40 M. Oehler,31 B. Oeyen,29 A. Olivas,19 R. Orsoe,27 J. Osborn,40 E.

O’Sullivan,61 H. Pandya,44 D. V. Pankova,60 N. Park,33 G. K. Parker,4 E. N. Paudel,44 L. Paul,42, 50 C. Pérez de los
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Tönnis,56 S. Toscano,12 D. Tosi,40 A. Trettin,63 C. F. Tung,6 R. Turcotte,31 J. P. Twagirayezu,24 B. Ty,40 M. A.

Unland Elorrieta,43 A. K. Upadhyay,40, ∗ K. Upshaw,7 N. Valtonen-Mattila,61 J. Vandenbroucke,40 N. van

Eijndhoven,13 D. Vannerom,15 J. van Santen,63 J. Vara,43 J. Veitch-Michaelis,40 M. Venugopal,31 M. Vereecken,37 S.

ar
X

iv
:2

40
3.

02
51

6v
1 

 [
as

tr
o-

ph
.H

E
] 

 4
 M

ar
 2

02
4



2

Verpoest,44 D. Veske,46 A. Vijai,19 C. Walck,54 C. Weaver,24 P. Weigel,15 A. Weindl,31 J. Weldert,60 A. Y.

Wen,14 C. Wendt,40 J. Werthebach,23 M. Weyrauch,31 N. Whitehorn,24 C. H. Wiebusch,1 N. Willey,24 D. R.

Williams,58 L. Witthaus,23 A. Wolf,1 M. Wolf,27 G. Wrede,26 X. W. Xu,7 J. P. Yanez,25 E. Yildizci,40 S.

Yoshida,16 R. Young,36 F. Yu,14 S. Yu,24 Z. Zhang,55 P. Zhelnin,14 P. Zilberman,40 and M. Zimmerman40

(IceCube Collaboration)§

1III. Physikalisches Institut, RWTH Aachen University, D-52056 Aachen, Germany
2Department of Physics, University of Adelaide, Adelaide, 5005, Australia

3Dept. of Physics and Astronomy, University of Alaska Anchorage,
3211 Providence Dr., Anchorage, AK 99508, USA

4Dept. of Physics, University of Texas at Arlington, 502 Yates St.,
Science Hall Rm 108, Box 19059, Arlington, TX 76019, USA
5CTSPS, Clark-Atlanta University, Atlanta, GA 30314, USA
6School of Physics and Center for Relativistic Astrophysics,
Georgia Institute of Technology, Atlanta, GA 30332, USA

7Dept. of Physics, Southern University, Baton Rouge, LA 70813, USA
8Dept. of Physics, University of California, Berkeley, CA 94720, USA

9Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory, Berkeley, CA 94720, USA
10Institut für Physik, Humboldt-Universität zu Berlin, D-12489 Berlin, Germany

11Fakultät für Physik & Astronomie, Ruhr-Universität Bochum, D-44780 Bochum, Germany
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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 ντ
events were found with visible energies ranging from roughly 20 TeV to 1 PeV and a median expected
parent ντ energy of about 200 TeV. Considering backgrounds from astrophysical and atmospheric
neutrinos, and muons from π±/K± decays in atmospheric air showers, we obtain a total estimated
background of about 0.5 events, dominated by non-ντ astrophysical neutrinos. Thus, we rule out
the absence of astrophysical ντ at the 5σ level. The measured astrophysical ντ 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 (νastro)
flux normalization and index γ carry information about
neutrino sources and their environments [4–15]. Different
νastro production mechanisms lead to different νe :νµ :ντ
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 (νatm),
have detected ντ produced directly [25] and through neu-
trino oscillations [26–28]. At the much higher energies
accessible to this analysis, νatmτ are strongly suppressed
relative to νastroτ [29], while an unexpected level of pres-
ence of νastroτ in the νastro flux could be an indication of
new physics [30–43].

Previous analyses [44–47] by IceCube to detect νastroτ

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 ντ interaction and τ decay ver-
tices. IceCube previously observed two candidate νastroτ ,
ruling out the null hypothesis of no νastroτ at 2.8σ [46].
The analysis presented in this Letter reports on the low-
background, high-significance detection of seven νastroτ

candidate events through the use of convolutional neu-
ral networks (CNNs).

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

ital Optical Modules (DOMs) 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., νµ 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 νe via the Glashow Resonance [51, 52]. Double
cascades are formed by high-energy ντ,CC interactions in
or near the detector that produce a hadronic shower and
a τ lepton at the interaction vertex, followed by a sec-
ond electromagnetic or hadronic shower at the τ decay
vertex (BR[τ → (e, h)] ≃ 83%). With a decay length of
∼ 50 m/PeV, the τ can travel a macroscopic distance in
the ice. For ντ energies satisfying Eντ ≳ 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 Eντ

between roughly 50 TeV − 1 PeV, the ντ
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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or more DOMs.

We analyzed 9.7 years of IceCube data from 2011–
2020, triggering on approximately 1012 downward-going
cosmic-ray muons, 106 νatm, and 104 νastro [53–56].
We required that the DOMs on the most illuminated
string collected at least 2000 photoelectrons (p.e.) (see
Fig. 1) and at least 10 p.e. in the two next-highest-charge,
nearest-neighbor strings. Signal events will appear more
like cascades than tracks in IceCube, so we also selected
events whose morphology was better described by the
cascade hypothesis. Aside from 0.6% (22 live-days) of the
data sample used to confirm agreement between data and
simulation (data that were subsequently excluded from
our analysis and which contained no signal-like events),
we performed a “blind” analysis that only used simulated
data to devise all selection criteria and analysis method-
ologies. After application of these initial selection crite-
ria, there was roughly 300 times more background than
signal. The expected number of p.e. on the most illu-
minated string for νastroτ CC events after application of
these criteria, and additional CNN criteria described be-
low, is shown in Fig. 1.
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FIG. 1. Top: Simulated rate of νastro
τ CC events binned by

the number of p.e. detected by DOMs on the most illuminated
string in the event, Qmax

str. , before any selection criteria (solid)
and after the CNN-based criteria (dashed) described in the
text. (Downward-going cosmic-ray muons trigger the detec-
tor at about 3 kHz, are effectively removed by our selection
criteria, and are not shown on the plot; other backgrounds
are similarly heavily reduced and also not shown.) Bottom:
Ratio of rates (selected/all), showing that signal efficiency
grows above about 2000 p.e. The IceCube “GlobalFit” νastro

flux [53] is assumed. (Error bars statistical only.)

We then created 2-d images of DOM number (corre-
sponding to depth) vs. time in 3.3 ns bins, with each
pixel’s brightness proportional to the digitized waveform
amplitude in that time bin. Images were created for
the 180 DOMs on the most illuminated string and its
two nearest and highest-illuminated neighbors, providing
three images per event. The image for the highest-charge
string on a candidate signal event is shown in Fig. 2
(left). The three images were then processed by CNNs,
trained to distinguish images produced by simulated sig-
nal and background events and based on VGG16 [57],
with a total of O(100 M) trainable parameters for the

high-dimensional signal parameter space. Three sepa-
rate CNNs were used to distinguish the ντ signal from
remaining backgrounds produced by 1) single cascade
neutrino interactions such as νe,µ,τ neutral current (NC)
and νe CC, 2) downward-going muons (µ↓), and 3) both
νµ interactions producing muon tracks and µ↓; the asso-
ciated CNN scores are denoted C1, C2 and C3, respec-
tively, with ranges [0,1]. Figure 2 (right) shows S(C1),
the saliency [58] for C1, here defined as the magnitude of
the gradient of the CNN score (scaled to [0,1]) of C1 with
respect to the signal amplitude at each pixel. For refer-
ence, the contour (solid line) shows where the detected
light falls to zero, and is essentially an outline of the plot
on the left. (Points outside the contour are variously
acausally early, very late, or at distances that are many
absorption lengths from the event vertices.) Large S(C1)
values indicate where and when changes in light level
most effectively change C1. Small S(C1) values appear
in highly-illuminated regions and in regions with no light.
Bright regions contribute to C1, but C1 is not as sensitive
there to changes in light level as at the leading and trail-
ing edge envelopes of the light from the event, which are
roughly coincident with the contour. The saliency thus
shows that C1 is sensitive to the overall shape of emitted
light in the detector.
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FIG. 2. Candidate νastro
τ detected in Sep. 2015. The left plot

shows the DOM number (proportional to depth) versus the
time of the digitized PMT signal in 3.3 ns bins for the highest-
charge string, with the scale giving the signal amplitude in
p.e. in each time bin. The total p.e. detected on the string,
Qstr., is shown. The right plot shows S(C1), that string’s
saliency map for C1, with darker regions indicating where the
C1 score is more sensitive to a changing light level (see text).
(The Appendix shows three-string views and signed saliencies
for all seven νastro

τ candidates.)

The scores were calculated for each event, and a signal-
to-noise ratio of ∼14 was obtained by requiring events to
have high scores (C1 ≥ 0.99, C2 ≥ 0.98 and C3 ≥ 0.85).
The dominant backgrounds come from other νastro fla-
vors and νatm. The expected energy spectra for signal
and the dominant backgrounds, after application of ini-
tial and then final selection criteria (including the high
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FIG. 3. Top: Expected rate vs. energy of νastro
τ CC events,

astrophysical and atmospheric neutrino backgrounds with ini-
tial selection criteria applied (dashed) and with final selec-
tion criteria then also applied (solid); for νastro the IceCube
GlobalFit flux [53] was assumed. Bottom: Ratio of νastro

τ CC
rates after final and initial selection criteria. (Statistical error
bars are too small to be visible. Although not shown in the
plot, the backgrounds were simulated up to Eν = 100 PeV.)

CNN scores), are shown in Fig. 3.

A sub-dominant “edge event” background was ob-
served from simulated cosmic-ray muons that deposited
most of their Cherenkov light on a single string on the
outer edge of the detector. We required C3 > 0.95 for
edge events, reducing this background by about an order
of magnitude at an estimated 15% signal loss. Table I
lists the expected number of events, after application of
the initial and final sets of selection criteria, assuming the
best-fit parameters from two IceCube flux measurements.

νastro
τ,CC [59] νastro

other [59] νatm
conv. [60–63] νatm

prompt [56, 64–66] µatm
conv. [67–70] all background

initial 160± 0.2 (190± 0.3) 400± 0.7 (490± 0.8) 580± 7 72± 0.1 8400± 110 9450± 110 (9540± 110)

final 6.4± 0.02 (4.0± 0.02) 0.3± 0.02 (0.2± 0.01) 0.1± 0.008 0.1± 0.001 0.01± 0.008 0.5± 0.02 (0.4± 0.02)

TABLE I. Expected number of events after initial and final set of selection criteria (including all corrections described in the
text) for signal (νastro

τ,CC) and backgrounds, assuming IceCube’s flux from Refs. [53] and (in parentheses) [56]. About 85% of the
estimated contribution from νatm

prompt is from ντ . Signal and astrophysical background levels vary with the flux. The simulation
did not include the self-veto effect [71] that would reduce the conventional (conv.) and prompt νatm backgrounds. References to
associated simulation packages are given; see text for details. Errors are statistical only, arising from finite simulation samples.

The largest backgrounds are due to other astrophysi-
cal neutrino interactions, and conventional and prompt
atmospheric neutrinos, followed by muons from π±/K±

decays in cosmic-ray air showers. The backgrounds listed
in Table I were estimated using simulation packages for
astrophysical neutrinos [59], muons from cosmic-ray air
showers [67, 68] (with cosmic-ray primary flux given
by [69] and hadronic interaction model by [70]), conven-
tional atmospheric neutrino flux from π±/K± decays [60]
following our published νatm flux measurements above
Eν ∼ 50 TeV [61–63], and prompt atmospheric neutrino
flux [56, 64–66] postulated to arise from the decays of
charm or heavier mesons produced in air-showers and
modeled following Ref. [64]. Electromagnetic (EM) and
hadronic showers below 1 PeV were simulated based on
the parameterizations of the mean longitudinal and lat-
eral profiles in Ref. [72] and included fluctuations in the
energy of the hadronic component. Above 1 PeV the
LPM effect [73–75] is used for EM showers. (Our treat-
ment of possible prompt atmospheric muons is described
in the Appendix.) The total νN deep inelastic scattering
cross section is from [76].

Additional potential background from muon deep in-
elastic scattering (µ DIS), given by µ + X → νµ + X ′,
where the light from the incoming µ followed by the light
from the hadronic cascade could mimic the ντ signature,
is estimated from the predicted atmospheric νµ CC back-
ground. At energies above roughly 100 TeV, we expect
comparable numbers of atmospheric νµ and µ [71], but
the µ energies will be diminished as they pass through the
ice to the detector, decreasing their ability to mimic the
ντ signature. We conservatively doubled the estimated
background from atmospheric νµ CC interactions, from
0.005 to 0.01, to account for the potential background.

We also estimated the background expected from
charmed hadrons produced in energetic νe CC and ν NC
interactions. This background component had not ini-
tially been considered in designing the analysis. After
unblinding, we became aware of recent results [77] that
indicate that the strange sea in the nucleon is not as sup-
pressed as had been previously believed, so that charm
production would thereby be somewhat enhanced com-
pared to our original estimate. Using a simulated neu-
trino dataset based on the HERAPDF1.5 [78] parton dis-
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tribution functions (PDFs), and applying a modest cor-
rection to reflect more modern PDFs [77, 79–82], the es-
timated background from νastro increases by 23% relative
to the simulations excluding these interactions. The the-
oretical uncertainty from the PDFs at the 100 TeV scale
is roughly 3%, so the increase corresponds to only about
(15±0.5)% (0.08±0.002 events) of the total background
estimation. We included this additional background di-
rectly to maintain our blindness protocol that disallowed
retraining the CNNs to reject charm background. Uncer-
tainties in the cross section for the interaction of charmed
mesons and baryons with ordinary matter had a neg-
ligible impact. Backgrounds from on-shell W produc-
tion [83] from high-energy νe/νµ interactions, top-quark
decay and Glashow resonance interactions [84] can pro-
duce energetic ντ or τ , but are collectively estimated to
contribute roughly an order of magnitude fewer back-
ground events than other sources and were not included
in our background estimate.

For the range of astrophysical neutrino fluxes measured
by IceCube (denoted ϕIC

astro), and for a 1:1:1 neutrino fla-
vor ratio at the detector, we predicted a final sample of
4–8 ντ CC signal events. Similarly, the predicted total
background varied for each ϕIC

astro. Using IceCube’s pre-
vious measurements of the spectral index γastro, this rel-
atively small number of events constrains the νastro flux
normalization ϕastro. Data satisfying C2 > 0.98 were
placed in 4×4 bins in their C1 and C3 scores.
We calculated confidence intervals following Ref. [85]

and using the test statistic defined as TS(λτ ) =

lnL(λ̂τ ) − lnL(λτ ), where λτ = ϕ(νastroτ )/ϕnom.(ν
astro
τ ),

the measured-to-nominal flux ratio. Here the nominal
flux is one of the four IceCube measured values, and λ̂τ

the value of λτ that maximizes the Poisson likelihood L
across all 16 bins. Critical values were extracted at the
desired confidence level using the TS distributions from
a range of λτ values, each of which were simulated with
104 pseudo experiments. This procedure incorporated as
nuisance parameters the systematic uncertainties in the
estimated fluxes for each background component (prior
width of 30% for νatm and νastro; 50% for cosmic-ray
muons), the detection efficiency of the DOMs (10%), and
the optical scattering properties of the ice (5%). Since
many of these parameters are degenerate in their effect
on the analysis observables, and we expected fewer signal
events than nuisance parameters, we estimated their im-
pact by incorporating randomized versions of the param-
eters for each of the pseudo experiments used to calcu-
late the critical value of our TS. This procedure increased
the critical values relative to their values in the absence
of the systematic uncertainties, widening the extracted
confidence intervals.

Seven events remained after applying the final set of
selection criteria to the data, consistent with expecta-
tion. Figure 4 shows the final expected signal and back-
ground, assuming IceCube’s GlobalFit flux, as a func-

tion of C3 vs. C1. Five of the candidate ντ events are
in the upper right bin and two are in the bin just be-
low it. Three of the seven events were seen in previ-
ous IceCube analyses [1, 46, 47, 86], and one of these
three had previously been identified [46, 47] as a candi-
date νastroτ . For each candidate event we evaluated the
“tauness” as Pτ (i) = ns(i)/(ns(i) +nb(i)), where ns and
nb are the expected signal and background in bin i (see
Fig. 4). Pτ ranges from 0.90 − 0.92 for two of the can-
didate ντ , and 0.94 − 0.95 for the other five, depending
on the assumed ϕIC

astro. For IceCube’s GlobalFit flux we
predict a total background of 0.5 ± 0.02 events (see Ta-
ble I); using the distribution of the seven observed events
and expected backgrounds in the 16 bins in Fig. 4, we ex-
clude the null hypothesis of no νastroτ at a (single-sided)
significance of 5.1σ. Under the other three flux assump-
tions [54–56], the significances are 5.2σ, 5.2σ and 5.5σ,
respectively. The best-fit ντ flux normalizations are all
within the 68% frequentist confidence intervals of the four
IceCube fluxes.
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FIG. 4. Histogram of the C3 vs. C1 CNN scores with all selec-
tion criteria applied. The color in each bin gives the expected
number of signal (left) and background (right) events in that
bin, assuming IceCube’s GlobalFit flux [53]. The approxi-
mate (C1,C3) values of the seven observed candidate νastro

τ

are shown by white circles, with the number inside each circle
indicating the number of candidate events there.

We performed multiple checks on the candidate events
to ensure they were consistent with expectation. For sim-
plicity and to avoid introducing additional systematic un-
certainties, the analysis did not employ a tailored νastroτ

reconstruction. However, as a post-unblinding check we
used a reconstruction for single-cascade events [87] to es-
timate the energies and directions (Fig. 5) and vertex
positions (see the Appendix). The median expected Eντ

was roughly 200 TeV (for the flux in Ref. [56]). The
dominant up-down asymmetry is due to Earth absorp-
tion and consistent with expectation. Other polar angle
effects such as higher vertical vs. horizontal DOM density
and ντ regeneration [88] are also included. (Simulations
predict that for Eτ ≲ 0.5 PeV, the selected events are bi-
ased toward higher average τ decay lengths ⟨Lτ ⟩; e.g., for
Eτ ∼ 100 TeV, ⟨Lτ ⟩ ∼ 10 m.) The events were more clus-
tered in depth than expected but were consistent with a
statistical fluctuation, as discussed in the Appendix. We
observed no significant coincident activity in the IceTop
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FIG. 5. Reconstructed visible energies (top) and cos θzen (bot-
tom) for simulated νCC

τ (solid histogram) and seven candidate
events (vertical lines) for the flux in Ref. [53]. The upward-
going event with cos θzen ≃ −0.6 had a reconstructed energy
of ∼90 TeV.

cosmic-ray air-shower surface array for any of the events.
We tested the robustness of the CNNs to hypotheti-

cal improperly modeled uncertainties by evaluating their
susceptibility to correlated and uncorrelated variations
of the raw data underlying the images. We found that
the probability of background-to-signal migration was
< (2 ± 0.2) · 10−5 and of signal-to-background migra-
tion < (3 ± 0.8) · 10−3. We also employed targeted
tests to estimate the CNNs’ robustness against less likely
changes in the underlying raw data, including adversar-
ial attacks [89] against candidate signal and simulated
background events. We found that events only migrated
in response to changes outside our uncertainty envelope.
These tests are described in the Appendix. We conclude
that the CNNs are robust against detector systematic
effects that could present as either uncorrelated or cor-
related changes in light levels in one or more DOMs, or
entire strings, in the detector.

Energetic astrophysical sources, in conjunction with
neutrino oscillations over cosmic baselines, provide the
only known way to produce large numbers of ντ ener-
getic enough to create the observed event morphologies.
The result presented in this Letter demonstrates that as-
trophysical ντ consistent with this hypothesis are present
in the IceCube data and provides powerful confirmation
of the earlier IceCube discovery of astrophysical neutri-
nos [2, 3, 90].
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Appendix

The following appendix includes event displays and saliency maps not shown in the main text, and a more detailed
discussion of backgrounds and data-driven studies of the CNN performance.
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Event Displays

Images and saliency maps for all seven candidate νastroτ events are shown in Fig. A1.
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FIG. A1. The figures show the 2-d images and saliency maps for all candidate νastro
τ events. The three columns in each figure

correspond to the three strings in the selected event. The top row in each figure shows the measured light level as a function
of DOM number (proportional to depth) and time (in 3.3 ns bins). These (60 × 500)-pixel images from simulated signal and
background were used to train the CNNs. The bottom row in each figure shows the saliency, scaled from [-1,1], with red (blue)
regions indicating where increased (decreased) light would increase C1 (see text). The contour (solid line) superimposed on
the saliency plots corresponds to the pixels where the light level went to zero, and is roughly an outline of the light-level plot
above it. The events depicted were detected in Jan. 2012 (top left), Jul. 2013 (top right), Oct. 2013 (second row left), Dec.
2014 (second row right), Apr. 2015 (third row left), Sep. 2015 (third row right) and Nov. 2019 (bottom left). (In the top
left figure, one of the DOMs in the third string is faulty and had been removed from the data stream, resulting in the blank
horizontal region visible in the figure. As this is a very rare occurrence, the CNN was not trained with data that included it,
but its absence did not have a noticeable impact on the CNN scores.)
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Candidate Event Spatial Distribution

The seven νastroτ candidate events were reconstructed a posteriori using the algorithm described in Ref. [87]. We
also applied the same reconstruction to the νastroτ,CC signal simulation. Figure A2 shows a top view of the reconstructed
vertices for the seven events and Fig. A3 shows a side view of the events, superimposed on the expected distribution
from simulated signal. The numbers 1–7 next to each data point correspond to the images in Fig. A1 (moving left to
right and top to bottom).
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FIG. A2. Top view of the reconstructed vertex posi-
tions [87] of the seven νastro

τ candidate events, indicated
by stars, with the positions of IceCube strings shown as
circles. The dashed lines show the horizontal distance
from the edge of the detector (delineated by the solid
line) to the event vertex. (The numbers near each data
point correspond to the events; see text.)
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FIG. A3. Side view of the reconstructed vertex posi-
tions [87] of the seven νastro

τ candidate events, indicated
by stars, as a function of vertical position z and horizon-
tal position ρ ≡

√
x2 + y2. (Strings at the detector’s edge

have ρ values from roughly 425−600 m.) The coordinates
are measured with respect to the center of IceCube at a
depth of 1950 m. The expected distribution of νastro

τ in
9.7 years for the astrophysical flux in Ref. [53] is over-
laid. (The numbers near each data point correspond to
the events; see text. The horizontal bin widths are scaled
with ρ2.)

From the depth distribution, it becomes apparent that the events seem to cluster close to a prominent, 100 m thick,
dust layer centered around z = −80 m [91, 92]. This region has high optical absorption, reducing detectable light.
Photon scattering and absorption through all ice layers and their subsequent effects on the detection efficiency were
included in our simulation. A Poisson goodness-of-fit test on the entire 2d histogram in Fig. A3 gives a moderate
p-value of 0.38, based on a suite of pseudo-trials. On the other hand, the projected z-distribution indicates a clustering
that is inconsistent with expectation at the 3σ level, according to a Kuiper test [93].
To investigate further, we explored the possibility that the discrepancy might be due to mismodeling of the dust

layer or due to atmospheric muons from prompt decays of charm or unflavored vector mesons.

Impact of the Dust Layer

At the energies to which this analysis is sensitive, the selected events have τ leptons that travel 10–20 m. At roughly
100 m thickness, the dust layer is too thick for it to enable background events to mimic signal events. At our energies,
the effect of the dust layer would be to obscure the light from one or both of the ντ cascades, making the event look
instead like a single cascade, or simply too dim, respectively.

Nevertheless, we performed several tests to verify that the CNNs were not unduly sensitive to light signals in the
dust layer. For candidate events near the dust layer, shifting the waveform times for all DOMs in the dust layer by
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±300 ns, or even removing those DOMs entirely from the event, did not change the CNN response. In another test,
the times of individual pixels in the candidate events were shifted, and migration out of the signal region occurred
only for shifts exceeding about 100 ns, well in excess of uncertainties expected from mismodeling of ice or DOM
properties. (Each pixel holds the PMT charge in a 3.3 ns bin in the DOM’s waveform. The timing uncertainty due
to ice properties is estimated to be about 20 ns for distances of about 100 m.) We also altered simulated background
events near the dust layer and found that the CNN scores were similarly robust (see next section for more details).

Impact of Prompt Cosmic-Ray Muons

The flux of muons from prompt decays of heavy mesons differs from the conventional flux as a function of both
energy and arrival direction. To check whether the unanticipated z-distribution might be due to the (un-simulated)
prompt muon component of cosmic-ray showers, a dedicated simulation was performed sampling muons from an E−2

power-law spectrum and using a parameterized prompt model based on DPMJet-2.55 [94]. The targeted simulation
was performed at depth, efficiently sampling muons from the parameterized model. The simulated muon flux was
then subjected to an analysis where we loosened the cut on the CNN C3 score, designed to distinguish νastroτ signal
from muon tracks produced by νµ interactions and downward-going muons, from 0.85 (0.95 with charge asymmetry
requirements for outer strings) to 0.75. If the candidate data events were contaminated by muons, loosening C3 as
described would result in more simulated muons entering the signal region. In this context, we performed a comparison
of the spatial distribution across the detector of the generated muon events and that expected for data. Since all of
the simulated events that survive this CNN selection reconstruct as not fully contained, either near the outer edge or
top of the detector, for this comparison we excluded the three candidate νastroτ events that were well-contained within
the fiducial region of IceCube. (We note that one of the remaining four candidate νastroτ events in this subsample
reconstructs as having passed through hundreds of meters of active detector volume above its interaction vertex, and
the absence of appreciable light in this region further supports its neutrino hypothesis, but in what follows we do not
incorporate this information.)

Figure A4 shows a scatter plot of z vs. ρ ≡
√
x2 + y2 (as measured from the center of IceCube at a depth of 1950 m)

for data and unweighted simulated events classified as not fully contained. It is apparent that the additional data events
allowed in by loosening the C3 score mainly appear at the top of the detector. Comparing these data to the simulation
of cosmic-ray muons, a Kolmogorov-Smirnov consistency test [95] in z gives a p-value of 0.1 for the hypothesis that
all of the data events are muons. Moreover, reverting to the original definition of the C3 selection criterion leaves
only eight unweighted simulated cosmic-ray muons, along with the four candidate edge events. Performing again a
Kolmogorov-Smirnov consistency test in z gives a p-value of 0.004, indicating that it is unlikely that all of the four
candidate νastroτ edge events are muons.
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FIG. A4. Distribution of z vs. ρ for candidate νastro
τ events classified as edge events (solid black circles), other data events

satisfying a looser C3 criterion (solid red squares; see text for details), and unweighted simulated downward-going muons also
satisfying a looser C3 (open red triangles). All events were reconstructed using the algorithm described in Ref. [87]. (IceCube’s
use of event weighting in simulation is described in Ref. [96]. The horizontal axis is scaled with ρ2.)
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Muons from cosmic-ray air showers enter primarily at the top of the detector. Muon rates were estimated from
measurements of the cosmic-ray muon flux by IceCube and other instruments [53, 97–99]. These measurements
are compatible with muons solely from π±/K± decays, although upper bounds on the prompt contribution exist.
We therefore did not include muons from charm decays in the background simulations used here. For the sake of
completeness, however, we calculated the effect of arbitrarily increasing the atmospheric muon background by an
order of magnitude with respect to the originally expected value of 0.005±0.004 (post-unblinding, using the sampling
flux from Ref. [69]). We find that the significance remains above 5σ, even with such an increase.

Impact of Relaxing CNN scores C1 and C2

Finally, we investigated the effects of less strict requirements on CNN scores C2 and C1. Loosening just the C2

requirement only lets in events near the top of the detector, and therefore cannot provide an explanation for the
observed z-clustering. Figure A5 shows a scatter plot of z vs. ρ ≡

√
x2 + y2, demonstrating the effect of loosening

just the C1 score criterion to C1 > 0.90 to determine if a larger population of events is concentrated near the dust
layer, the top of the detector, or at the detector perimeter, as would be expected for an enhanced background. The
additional events (red squares) instead broaden the spatial distribution, consistent with a statistical explanation for
the originally observed clustering. From simulations, we expected that loosening C1 would yield 9.4 signal and 2.9
background events, for a total of 12.3 events (assuming the IceCube GlobalFit [53] flux), consistent with the 12 events
observed. The additional five events have an average “tauness” ⟨Pτ ⟩ = 0.49. The 12 events also exclude the null
hypothesis at approximately 5σ.
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FIG. A5. Distribution of event z vs. ρ ≡
√

x2 + y2), as measured from the center of IceCube at a depth of 1950 m, using the
reconstruction in Ref. [87] to estimate the event vertex position. As discussed in the text, the original seven νastro

τ candidate
events (black circles) appear to cluster near the prominent dust layer in the ice, shown as a horizontal gray band. However,
the five additional events (red squares) broaden the spatial distribution. All events were reconstructed using the algorithm
described in Ref. [87]. (The horizontal axis is scaled with ρ2.)

CNN Robustness

Pre-Unblinding Data vs. Simulation Agreement

Prior to unblinding we investigated the agreement in the CNN scores between data and simulation in the regions
populated by background events. Figure A6 shows a cumulative plot of the number of data and expected signal and
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background events vs. the CNN score C1; CNN scores C2,3 show similar levels of agreement.
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FIG. A6. Cumulative plot showing expected signal (νastro.
τ,CC ); expected backgrounds from other astrophysical neutrinos (νastro.

bg ),

atmospheric neutrinos (νatm.), and conventional atmospheric muons (µatm.
conv.); and observed data as a function of CNN score

C1. The CNN scores C2,3 were set to their final values. Similar plots for C2 and C3 also show comparable agreement between
data and simulation. The IceCube GlobalFit νastro flux [53] is assumed.

Post-Unblinding Tests

Here we describe in more detail the various data-driven and simulation-based tests of CNN robustness that we
performed. For the first suite of tests, we define the background region as C1,2,3 < (0.9, 0.9, 0.75), comprising 8,175
of the original 8,188 events passing the preliminary selection criteria. We applied randomized scale factors to DOM
waveforms that artificially increased or decreased the magnitude of the detected light level within expected systematic
uncertainties, in five distinct patterns:

• each of 180 DOMs were randomly scaled independent of one another,

• dividing the detector into regions in depth, the group of DOMs in each region was randomly scaled by the same
factor, as follows:

– 20 groups of 9 DOMs each in regions in depth of about 50 m,

– 15 groups of 12 DOMs each in regions in depth of about 68 m,

– 12 groups of 15 DOMs each in regions in depth of about 85 m, and

• on each of the two less-illuminated strings, all 60 DOMs were randomly scaled by the same factor (a total of
two distinct factors were used).

The first pattern addresses relative DOM detection efficiencies [48], the next three address ice optical properties as a
function of depth, and the fifth addresses ice birefringence [100] as a function of azimuthal angle.

For each pattern, we performed 750 trials per event, for a total of (5× 8175× 750) or about 3 · 107 trials. We found
that the probability of background-to-signal migration did not exceed (2±0.2) ·10−5 in any of the tests, corresponding
to 0.16± 0.02 events, and that migration occurred only when events were already close to the signal region. The final
significance remains above 5σ whether we use simulated data sets (described earlier) or this data-driven approach to
handle these detector systematics. The same tests performed on the seven signal events showed a signal-to-background
migration probability of (3± 0.8) · 10−3.

We also employed targeted tests to estimate the CNNs’ robustness against less likely changes in the underlying raw
data. In candidate events with prominent double pulse waveforms, we interpolated between the two peaks to merge
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together the first and second pulses, and found that this did not cause any candidate events to migrate out of the
signal region. As mentioned earlier, shifting pixel arrival times in individual DOM waveforms in candidate events by
up to 100 ns did not appreciably change the CNN response.

We applied adversarial attacks [89] against the candidate events, using an optimization algorithm to find the
pixel(s) whose physically reasonable alterations resulted in the largest changes to the CNN scores. Just one of the
seven candidate events could be forced to migrate, and only when the average change over all pixels was at least
2.5%, a situation that is well outside our estimated uncertainties. Similarly attacking simulated background events,
we found that in no particular region of the detector did the CNNs exhibit heightened susceptibility, and generally
the changes required to induce migration were much larger than allowed by our uncertainties. We also attacked 634
simulated astrophysical νe, allowing the individual pixel uncertainties to be as high as 10%, finding in this harsh
test that only one simulated νe was misclassified as a ντ . Finally, we attacked the candidate events after randomly
varying their pixel values with 10% uncertainty. Using 104 trials per event, only one event was found to have a
(2.1 ± 0.14)% migration probability. These targeted tests, and other studies described earlier in this Supplemental
Material, indicate that even under quite harsh conditions, the CNNs remained capable of rejecting the background
events while retaining the candidate signal events.
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The Large Hadron Collider (LHC) at CERN will directly 
probe distance scales as short as 1–19 m, correspon ding 
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 2 TeV or 
distances as small as 1–21 m can be obtained.

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

M A X - P L A N C K - M E D A I L L E

Expedition to the Zeptouniverse
Flavour experiments promise insights into energy scales as high as 200 TeV and
distances as small as 10−21 meter and offer the chance to identify New Physics.
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a new underground world. At that time, researchers looked 
mainly at large distances, discovering new planets and find-
ing laws, such as the Kepler laws which Isaac Newton was 
able to derive from his mechanics. 

While van Leeuwenhoek could reach a resolution of 
roughly 10– m, this could be improved by twelve orders of 
magnitude over the last 344 years. On the way down to shor-
test distance scales, scientists discovered the nanouniverse 
(10– m), the femtouniverse (10– m) relevant for nuclear 
particle physics and low-energy elementary particle physics 
and finally the attouniverse (10– m) which is the territory 
of contemporary high-energy elementary-particle physics.

Using this overture, I have opened my lecture at the 50th 
Cracow School of Theoretical Physics held in Zakopane, 
Poland, in June 2010. At that time, it was strongly be lieved 
that the LHC in addition to discovering the only then 
missing particle of the Standard Model, the Higgs boson, 
would discover a plethora of new particles, in particular 
supersymmetric particles or those related to the existence of 
large extra dimensions like Kaluza-Klein gluons. The Higgs 
boson was indeed discovered two years later at CERN. But 
even tremendous efforts of experimentalists and theorists 
to find New Physics beyond the Standard Model did not 
result in the discovery of any new particles at the LHC. 
Thereby, as of August 2020, shifting the masses of super-
symmetric particles and Kaluza-Klein gluons significantly 
above the 1 TeV scale.)

Yet, we know that new particles and new forces beyond 
those present in the Standard Model must exist. The most 
convincing arguments are based on the following ques-
tions, none of which can be answered within the Standard 
Model: 
n What is the dark matter that occupies 27 percent of our 

universe? 
n Why is our universe dominated by matter? This is clearly 

required for our existence, but the size of the violation of 
CP symmetry required for the dominance of matter over 
antimatter soon after the Big Bang is much larger than 
the one found within the Standard Model. 

n Why is the neutron heavier than the proton? This ques-
tion is significant for our existence.

n What is the origin of neutrino masses and why are they by 
nine orders of magnitude smaller than the proton mass? 

n Why is the mass of the heaviest quark, the top quark, 
by five orders of magnitude larger than the mass of the 
lightest quark, the up quark? 
It is not the goal of this article to address these questions. 

Rather, being motivated by them and knowing that New 
Physics must exist at scales much shorter than explored by 
now, I would like to concentrate on the following questions: 
n Can quantum fluctuations help us with getting some 

insight into the dynamics at very short distance scales. 
Could they answer some of these questions, if no direct 
clear signal of New Physics will be seen at the LHC, i.e., 
no new particles with masses below 6 TeV will be dis-
covered? 

n Can we reach the Zeptouniverse, i.e., a resolution as high 
as 10–2 m or energies as large as 200 TeV, by means of 
quark flavour physics and lepton flavour violating pro-
cesses in this decade well before this will be possible by 
means of any collider built in this century? 
The photo opening this paper was chosen to illustrate 

that I am much more optimistic about the future of particle 
physics than Christoph Wetterich, the winner of Gentner-
Kastler-Prize 201 [2]. Christoph is an esteemed colleague 
of mine but, in my view, his vision of a desert between the 
LHC scales and the Planck scale cannot be correct and will 
be disproved in this decade precisely by flavour physics. In 
the landscape, photographed by my son Allan during one 
of his expeditions to the far north, first the Standard Model 
(our Base Camp) is placed and the energy gap which we are 
already crossing with the help of the renormalization group 
equations of the so-called Standard Model Effective Field 
Theory (SMEFT). However, in order to reach New Physics 
summits in the far distance, we have to cross the crevasses 
representing very difficult experiments and difficult theo-
retical calculations. To this end, we will need brilliant ideas 
which will guide us through these crevasses so that one day 
we will reach the summits that will help us to answer at least 
some of the questions listed above.

After a brief review of the particle content of the Stan-
dard Model and of the properties of strong and electroweak 
interactions described by it, I will present a number of stra-
tegies which, with the help of quantum fluctuations, should 
indeed allow us to get a view of the Zeptouniverse before the 
advent of future colliders. Subsequently, we will have a brief 
look at the most interesting anomalies, the departures of the 
experimental findings from Standard Model expectations. 
They can be considered as footprints of new particles and 
new interactions that appear to be beyond the reach of the 
LHC, although one should not give up the hope that some 
hints for them will be seen in the next LHC run.

It should be mentioned that this indirect search for new 
phenomena is by no means new. A classical analogy is the 

1) Of course, one cannot exclude the existence of very light particles, like axions, that 
being very weakly coupled to standard matter could not be detected until now.
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prediction of the existence of the planet Neptune in 1846 by 
Urbain Le Verrier based on an anomaly in the orbit of the 
Uranus. Neptune's existence was soon after confirmed by 
the German astronomer Johann Gottfried Galle. The gauge 
bosons W± and Z0 were seen indirectly in lower-energy ex-
periments well before their discovery in 183 at CERN. The 
presence of the W± bosons was actually felt already in the 
130s in the context of the Fermi theory of β-decays even if 
only in the 160s theorists realized what are the elementary 
particles mediating these decays. Z boson was seen first in 
173 through the discovery of neutral currents at CERN −
ten years before this boson was discovered also at CERN.

Express Review of the Standard Model
In the Standard Model matter consists of four fermion fa-
milies (Fig. 1): up quark (u,c,t), down quark (d,s,b), neutrino 
(νe,νμ,ντ) and electron (e,μ,τ). They correspond to the four 
rows in the table. Particles in a given family have the same 
quantum numbers, in particular similar electric charges: 
2/3, –1/3, 0 and –1, respectively. Their antiparticles have 
opposite electric charges. The members of a given family 
can only be distinguished by their masses which increase in 
the table from left to right. The columns in this table cor-
respond to three generations of these elementary particles 
and the different names of quarks and leptons are called 
flavours: six quark flavours and six lepton flavours.

The interactions between the matter fields are mediated 
by gauge bosons with spin 1. For strong interactions (Quan-
tum Chromodynamics, QCD), these are the electrically 
neutral massless gluons (Ga). For the electroweak interac-
tions (Quantum Flavourdynamics) these are the electrically 
neutral massless photon (γ), the electrically neutral heavy 
Z boson and finally the charged heavy W±. The masses of 
all these particles, according to the Standard Model, are 
generated through their interactions with an electrically 
neutral scalar particle (Spin 0), the Higgs boson. 

The strong and electroweak interactions have a number 
of properties encoded in the Lagrangian of the Standard 

Model that can be found in any textbook on particle phy-
sics. The following four properties of these interactions 
(Fig. 2) will be relevant for us: 
n By themselves, neutral gauge bosons (G a,γ,Z) and the 
Higgs boson cannot transfer a fermion with one flavour 
into another fermion with a different flavour. There are 
simply no vertices in any Feynman diagram that involve 
any of these bosons and two fermions (quarks or leptons) 
with different flavours. For instance, a vertex with Z boson, 
b quark and a s quark does not exist. This is assured by the 
so-called Glashow-Iliopoulos-Maiani (GIM) mechanism. 
Needless to say, Standard Model gauge bosons cannot trans-
fer a lepton into a quark or vice versa. This is already evident 
from charge conservation. The interactions mediated by 
these bosons also conserve parity (P), charge conjugation 
(C) and CP-parity. The charged gauge bosons W± change 
flavour and violate maximally parity and charge  conjuga-
tion implying that only left-handed quarks and left-handed 
leptons take part in the charged current weak interactions. 
These interactions are parametrized in the case of quarks 
by the unitary Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) ma-
trix which depends on three real parameters (the so-called 
mixing angles) and one complex phase responsible for CP-
violation in the Standard Model. In the case of leptons, W±

interactions are parametrized by the unitary Pontecorvo-
Maki-Nakagawa-Sakata (PMNS) matrix which can have 
two additional phases relative to the CKM matrix, the 
so-called Majorana phases, related to special properties of 
neutrinos, the only neutral fermions we know. 
n The gauge interactions mediated by neutral Ga, Z and γ
are universal in a given family. In particular the interactions 
of Z with e, μ and τ are the same. 
n While electroweak interactions are weak and can be 
calculated within perturbation theory, the strong inter-
actions are strong at scales below 1 GeV in order to bind 
quarks inside hadrons like mesons, the proton and the 
neutron. At these scales, only non-perturbative methods 
are useful. These are in particular the numerical Lattice 
QCD and analytical methods like Dual QCD and Chiral 
Perturbation Theory. For scales above 1 GeV, strong inter-
actions are sufficiently weak due to the property of asymp -
totic freedom in QCD, so that their effect can be calculated 
within perturbation theory. Yet, in the presence of vastly 
different energy scales, like the hadronic scale �(1 GeV), the 
electroweak scale (246 GeV) and New Physics scales often 
well above 1 TeV, the appearance of large logarithms of the 
ratios of these scales multiplying the gauge couplings re-
quires their summation to all order of perturbation theory. 
To this end, very efficient renormalization group methods, 
known also in the field of phase transitions, are used. They 
are discussed in much more detail in my recent book [3]. 

We have seen that, within the Standard Model, neutral 
gauge bosons are not able to change flavour by themselves. 
However, one can construct complicated Feynman dia-
grams (loop diagrams) involving these bosons together with 
W± that do change flavour. One example of such a diagram 
is called penguin diagram (Fig. 3). But such loop diagrams 
can have a different shape like the so-called box diagrams, 
in which the neutral gauge boson is replaced by the pair W+

e–
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Fig. 2 The world of Feynman Diagrams: more complicated diagrams 
can be constructed and probabilities for a given process evaluated.
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and W– that has zero charge. Processes of this type are called 
Flavour Changing Neutral Current (FCNC) processes and 
are very important for our discussion. Prominent examples 
are the decays Bs

0 → μ+μ–, K+→ π +νν̄ and particle-antiparticle 
tran sitions like (B0

s,d  – B–  0
s,d ) mixings.

According to the usual Feynman-diagram calculus, the 
probability for a given process to occur is proportional 
to the product of couplings present in the vertices of the 
diagrams governing this process. Involving several weak 
couplings and often small elements of the CKM matrix 
present in the vertices in one-loop diagrams, FCNC pro-
cesses are strongly suppressed within the Standard Model. 
This suppression is partly lifted if the top-quark is present 
inside the loop and the contributions of such diagrams 
grow quadratically with the top-quark mass. This is only 
the case with the decays of K and B mesons but not for the 
D mesons and leptons, so that most interesting measure-
ments of FCNCs to date come from weak decays of K and 
B mesons, (B0

s,d   – B–  0
s,d) mixings and (K 0– K–   0) mixing. But as 

these processes are very strongly suppressed in the Stan-
dard Model, they are more powerful in the search for New 
Physics than processes that are possible within the Standard 
Model through the exchange of a simple W± (Fig. 2). In this 
way, the Standard Model contributions represent a signifi-
cant background in the search for New Physics.

On the other hand, and beyond the Standard Model, 
the GIM mechanism is often absent and FCNC processes 
can be governed by simpler diagrams involving new heavy 
particles. For example, a very heavy neutral gauge boson 
Zʹ contributes to (B0

s,d  – B–  0
s,d ) mixing (Fig. 4). Although its 

propagator (1/M 2
Zʹ) strongly suppresses this contribution, 

the absence of several weak couplings relatively to one-loop 
diagrams partly lifts this suppression. Consequently, such 
con tributions can be relevant and play often significant 
roles in finding new phenomena as we will explain now. 
Quantum fluctuations involving new particles can also gen-
erate flavour changing vertices in which Z bosons changes 
an s or d quark into the b quark (Fig. 4).

The Technology to Reach the Zeptouniverse
Main players in indirect searches for New Physics are pre-
sently the mesons, quark-antiquark bound states

Bd
0 = (b– d), B s

0 = (b– s), B+ = (b– u), K+ = (s–u), KL = (s–d), π+ = (d–u),  

but also leptons and mesons with charm quark will surely 
play important roles in the search for New Physics in this 
decade. In order to reach high resolution at short distance 
scales, one has to produce many of these mesons in high 
energy collisions. They subsequently decay into lighter par-
ticles. The goal of experimentalists is then to measure very 
accurately the probability with which a given meson decays 
into a particular final state such as μ+μ–, π+νν̄, π+π– among 
many possible final states. These probabilities, normalized 
to unity (100 percent), are called branching ratios.

The goal of theorists is to calculate these with high preci-
sion within the Standard Model and compare them with the 
experimentally measured branching ratios. Any difference 

between the experimental branching ratio and the one pre-
dicted by the Standard Model is a hint at the existence of 
new particles that are often too massive to be produced at 
the LHC. But through quantum fluctuations represented by 
propagators in Feynman diagrams they can affect various 
branching ratios so that the latter can differ from the ones 
predicted in the Standard Model.

To identify new particles in this indirect manner, it is 
crucial to test many different branching ratios for the meson 
decays listed above. The Particle Data Group (PDG) collects 
the experimental values of these branching ratios and this 
collection amounts to thousands of different numbers. In 
the case of lepton decays, only upper limits on the branch-
ing ratios are known, because to date, no FCNC process in 
the lepton sector has been observed experimentally. Yet, 
they must exist at a certain level because of non-vanishing 
neutrino masses. However, these masses are tiny, and in the 
Standard Model, such processes are predicted to have very 
small branching ratios like μ  →  eγ in the ballpark of 10–. 
Any observation of such decays would be a clear signal of 
New Physics.

As far as flavour expedition to the Zeptouniverse is con-
cerned, only a fraction of the branching ratios collected by 
the PDG is of interest to us. These are the ones which are 
predicted to be very small in the Standard Model, because 
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then the background from the Standard Model does not 
prevent seeing new phenomena. Very small does not mean 
0.01 or 0.001 but often 10–, 10– and even 10– in the case of 
meson decays. For leptons, such branching ratios are even 
smaller as already stated above. For instance, the present 
experimental upper bound on the branching ratio of μ  →  eγ
amounts to 10– and it is amazing that experimentalists can 
measure such tiny values. 

Let us assume that one day we will have hundreds of 
very precise measurements of various branching ratios for 
decays of mesons and leptons and very precise Standard 
Model predictions for them. This will allow us to construct 
a series of differences between experimental and theoretical 

branching ratios calculated in the Standard Model. These 
differences will be generally positive, negative or consistent 
with zero. A positive difference means that there is a New 
Physics contribution enhancing the branching ratio, while 
a negative one signals New Physics which suppresses the 
branching ratio relative to the one predicted by the Stan-
dard Model. An example is given in Fig. 5 where a selected 
number of processes is shown compared to the coding for 
differences between Standard Model predictions and exper-
imental data found in the possible future. 

These twelve examples are representatives of the 
hundreds of branching ratios at our disposal one day, 
among them many that will correspond to yellow or black 
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colours thereby indicating the presence of New Physics. 
This is similar to having a DNA of a criminal, represented 
here by New Physics, and our goal is to identify him or her 
in the most efficient manner. Of course, there are many 
criminals behind these numbers, in general complicating 
this search.

Without any theoretical input, this goal cannot be rea-
lized. In addition to finding these new particles, we would 
obviously like to know their interactions which could 
again be mediated by gluons, photons and a Z boson. But 
generally new Feynman diagrams will include additional 
gauge bosons, new fermions and scalars that is brothers 
and sisters of Standard Model particles which could be 
both electrically neutral or charged. One restriction comes 
from the observation that for energy scales much larger 
than the scale of spontaneous breakdown of the Standard 
Model gauge symmetry SU(3)C × SU(2)L × U(1)Y, this sym-
metry must be exact which reduces the number of possible 
theories. Yet, without additional dynamical assumptions, 
the New Physics contributions in full generality turn out 
to depend on 1350 real parameters and 114 complex 
phases. This number becomes smaller if one considers 
a specific class of processes, but still it is not possible to 
determine all these parameters in low-energy experiments 
without some specific simplifying assumptions about the 
structure of New Physics. This fact is fortunately key to 
reduce the number of possibilities for physics beyond the 
Standard Model.

In my view the most efficient strategy in this context is 
to consider many concrete New Physics models or some 
simplified versions of them and calculate within each of 
them as many observables as possible. Most of my younger 
colleagues would then just put these results into a computer 
code to calculate χ2 or a p number for each model. Others 
would present multi-dimensional plots in the space of the 
parameters of the model to identify the range of parame-

ters that is ruled out by experiment, often leaving small 
oases where a given model can still survive. These are valid 
procedures, but in my view not sufficiently transparent as 
far as the nature of the New Physics we are searching for 
is concerned. In my view, it is better to first construct for 
each model its DNA consisting of +, 0 and – as explained 
above , and then compare it to the DNA of the criminal(s) 
determined by experiment as given in Fig. 5.

However, it is rare for a given observable in a given the-
ory to be uniquely suppressed or enhanced relative to the 
Standard Model. Frequently, two observables are correlated 
or uncorrelated with each other. Thus, the enhancement of 
one observable implies uniquely an enhancement (correla-
tion) or suppression (anticorrelation) of another observable. 
Among further possibilities, it can also happen that a change 
in the value of a given observable implies no change in an-
other observable. After adjusting the parameters of a given 
theory in order to reproduce the enhancement of a given 
branching ratio, this theory predicts also enhanced or sup-
pressed values for other observables and sometimes there 
is no effect of New Physics on some other branching ratios.

Applying then the information from a given theory re-
quires sometimes further significant theoretical work. The 
strategy, developed in collaboration with Jennifer Girrbach-
Noe [4], is to connect a given pair of branching ratios that 
are correlated or anticorrelated with each other by a line in 
a DNA-chart. The absence of a line means that two given 
observables are uncorrelated. 

This strategy is illustrated with four simplified models 
discussed in detail in [3, 4]. In the left part of Fig. 6, we show 
the DNA-chart of the so-called Minimal Flavour Vio lation 
New Physics scenario which is based on the flavour sym-
metry U(3). It is the minimal extension of the Standard 
Model. The right part of this figure shows the DNA of mo-
dels with reduced flavour symmetry U(2). Fig. 7 shows two 
theories with a heavy neutral Zʹ, which only interacts with 

Z’/Z LHS

B → Kνν

BS → μμ

K+ → π+νν

KL → πOννKL → μμ

B → K*νν

B → Kνν

BS → μμ
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Z’/Z RHS

correlation
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Fig. 7 DNA-charts of Z‘ models with LH and RH currents
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left-handed and right-handed quarks, respectively. This 
two charts can also represent the Standard Model Z bo-
son, which acquired flavour-changing interactions through 
New Physics. It should be noted that all four charts differ 
from each other. As soon as experiments favour one model, 
one can begin to investigate it in more detail within the 
chosen theory, calculating χ2 and p-numbers. If neither is 
favoured by nature, new DNAs for other theories have to 
be constructed.

Anomalies
During the last ten years a number of deviations from Stan-
dard Model predictions have been measured by experimen-
talists. The most popular ones are presently the so-called 
B-physics anomalies observed in the BaBar, LHCb, CMS, 
ATLAS, and Belle experiments. The observed data imply 
that the lepton flavour universality breaks down, i.e., the 
branching ratios for rare decays of B mesons with muons 
and electrons in the final state differ from each other by 
2 to 3 standard deviations. A similar phenomenon is ob-
served when a B meson decays into muons compared with 
decays into τ leptons. The prime criminals behind such 
phenomena are leptoquarks, heavy bosons with spin 0 or 
1 changing quarks into leptons or vice versa. In the case of 
the violation of the μ – e universality, a heavy gauge boson 
Zʹ could be responsible for this anomaly as well. Yet, we still 
have to wait for more precise data and in some cases for 
more precise calculations to be confident that these effects 
are indeed more than statistical fluctuations.

Another anomaly found already twenty years ago at the 
Brookhaven National Laboratory is the deviation of the 
ano malous magnetic moment of the muon, (g – 2)μ, from 
its rather precise Standard Model value. A new experi-
ment at FNAL and an independent experiment at J-PARC 
in Japan should clarify whether new physics is hidden in 
this finding. Again, leptoquarks could be responsible for 
this anomaly.

The study of the vio lation of CP symmetry in K → ππ 
decays represented by the so-called ratio єʹ/є is also of con-
siderable importance. Unfortunately, the calculation of this 
ratio is subject to large non-perturbative uncertainties. Pre-
sently, we do not know whether new phases beyond the 
CKM phase are necessary to explain the existing data from 
NA48 at CERN and KTeV at Fermilab, known to us alrea-
dy for twenty years. Such new phases, if required, could 
in principle explain the dominance of the matter over the 
antimatter in the universe. If that is the case the criminals 
among other possibilities could be a heavy Zʹ and heavy 
vector-like quarks in which left and right components 
transform identically under SU(2)L. Leptoquarks turn out 
to be less useful in this case: Even the explanation of a mo-
derate єʹ/є anomaly would imply very large branching ratios 
for rare Kaon decays, which are experimentally excluded. 
This result highlights the importance of correlations be-
tween various processes. Such correlations should be very 
powerful when the rare decays K+ →  π+νν̄ and KL  →  π0νν̄ will 
be accurately measured by the NA62 experiment at CERN 
and by the KOTO experiment in Japan, respectively. In ad-

dition, the CLEVER experiment at CERN should contribute 
in the future to the study of KL  →  π0νν̄.

Conclusions
Detailed studies of the ability of flavour physics to provide 
information about new physics beyond 100 TeV have been 
performed in [5, 6]. They show that the particle-antiparticle 
mixings are most efficient to reach these scales [5], but a 
detailed picture of the Zeptouniverse can only be obtained 
through the study of rare K and Bs,d decays [6] and lepton 
flavour violating decays like μ → eγ and μ– → e– e+ e– [7]. 
Additionally, electric dipole moments of the neutron and 
of various atoms are very important in the search for new 
phenomena [8].

There is no question that flavour physics has a great fu-
ture through experiments in Europe, Japan and USA. I am 
looking forward to the year 2030, when hopefully a concrete 
picture of the Zeptouniverse will be known.
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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
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in the form of compact objects. We find that compact objects in the mass
range from 1.8× 10−4 M⊙ to 6.3M⊙ cannot compose more than 1% of dark
matter, and compact objects in the mass range from 1.3×10−5 M⊙ to 860M⊙
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 78.7million source stars in the LMC brighter than I = 22mag [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 = ΩPBH/ΩDM, where ΩPBH is the density of
dark matter in the form of PBHs and ΩDM is the density of dark matter. Note that
we expect to detect some gravitational microlensing events even if f = 0: they come
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Fig. 1 95% upper limits on PBHs (and other compact objects) as constituents of dark matter. The
solid red line marks the limits derived in this paper under the assumption that all gravitational
microlensing events detected by OGLE in the direction of the LMC are due to objects in the LMC
itself or the Milky Way disk. If this assumption is relaxed, the limits (dotted and dashed lines) depend
on the choice of the Milky Way disk model ([23] or [24], respectively). The gray lines mark the limits
determined by the following surveys: EROS [16], OGLE-III [17], Hyper Suprime-Cam (HSC) [25],
and MACHO+EROS [18]. The new limits are publicly available online at https://www.astrouw.edu.
pl/ogle/ogle4/LMC OPTICAL DEPTH/.

from lensing objects located in the Milky Way disk and the LMC itself. The latter
phenomenon is also called self-lensing [e.g., 26].

We found that all thirteen microlensing events detected in our survey can be
explained by brown dwarfs, stars, and stellar remnants located in the LMC and the
foreground Milky Way disk (Methods). We adopted the LMC disk model from ref.
[15] with some modifications, and considered two Milky Way disk models by [23]
and [24] (Methods). We calculated the theoretical microlensing event rate and the
event timescale distribution in each field analyzed by OGLE. Then, we estimated the
expected number of events by multiplying the event rate by the duration of the obser-
vations, the number of source stars, and the average event detection efficiency. In total,
we expected to find 12.7 or 20.4 events, depending on the Milky Way disk model,
which can be compared to the total number of thirteen events in the final statistical
sample. We also found that positions, timescales, and microlensing parallaxes of the
detected events are consistent with the predictions of the adopted model (Methods).

To infer the constraints on the value of f , we calculated the expected number of
events and their timescale distribution, assuming that the entire dark matter halo
is composed of compact objects of the same mass M . We assumed the contracted
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Milky Way halo model by [23] and the LMC halo model by [27] (Methods). Our
experiment has the highest sensitivity to PBHs with masses of 0.01M⊙; we should
have detected more than 1100 events if the entire dark matter were composed of
such objects. However, thanks to the long duration of observations, OGLE has a high
sensitivity for even more massive objects. For M = 1M⊙, we should have detected 554
events; forM = 10M⊙—258 events; for M = 100M⊙—99 events; for M = 1000M⊙—
27 events. Additional information that can be used to further constrain the abundance
of PBHs in the Milky Way and LMC haloes is included in the timescales of observed
events (Methods).

Our 95% upper limits on PBHs (and other compact objects) as constituents of dark
matter are presented in Figure 1. The solid red line marks the strict limits derived in
this paper under the assumption that all gravitational microlensing events detected by
OGLE in the direction of the LMC are due to known stellar populations in the LMC
itself or the Milky Way disk. These limits are inversely proportional to the number of
events expected if the entire dark matter was composed of compact objects of a given
mass. As expected, the limits are strongest (f = 2.8 × 10−3) for M ≈ 0.01M⊙, for
which the model predicts the largest number of expected events. The compact objects
of mass M = 1M⊙ may make up less than f = 0.55% of dark matter; M = 10M⊙—
f = 1.2%; M = 100M⊙—f = 3.0%; M = 1000M⊙—f = 11%. The PBHs in the mass
range 1.8 × 10−4 M⊙ < M < 6.3M⊙ cannot compose more than 1% of dark matter,
and the PBHs in the mass range 1.3 × 10−5 M⊙ < M < 8.6 × 102 M⊙ cannot make
up more than 10% of dark matter.

We also found that, thanks to the long duration of the survey and the large number
of stars monitored, the derived limits weakly depend on the choice of the Milky Way
halo model. In particular, we tested the dark matter halo model of [28] and found
consistent results (as shown in Extended Data Figure 1). The latter model was based
on recent measurements of the rotation curve in the outer regions of the Milky Way
by the Gaia satellite.

The dotted and dashed lines in Figure 1 mark the relaxed limits, for the derivation
of which we did not make any assumptions about the origin of events. These limits
only slightly depend on the choice of the Milky Way disk model. Overall, the differ-
ences between different models are minimal for the least massive (M ≲ 10−4 M⊙) and
the most massive (M ≳ 10M⊙) PBHs, because we do not expect that known stellar
objects would produce microlensing events with timescales that could be attributed
to those by extremely low- or high-mass PBHs. In the intermediate mass range
(10−4 M⊙ ≲ M ≲ 10M⊙), microlensing events caused by PBHs may be mistaken
with those caused by known stellar populations in the LMC or the Milky Way disk.
Therefore, the relaxed limits are slightly weaker than the strict ones in this mass range.

Limits presented in Figure 1 are derived for a delta-function mass function of PBHs
and, in principle, may become weaker if the underlying mass function is extended.
Such extended mass functions of PBHs are frequently discussed in the context of
binary black hole mergers discovered by gravitational wave detectors [10–12]. For
example, the model presented by [10] predicts four peaks in the mass spectrum of PBHs
at 10−6, 1, 30, and 106 M⊙. These peaks would be associated with different phase
transitions in the quark–gluon plasma filling the early universe (W±/Z0 decoupling,
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the quark–hadron transitions, and e+e− annihilation), which are thought to enhance
the formation of PBHs.

Several studies argue that such a multi-peak mass function of PBHs can naturally
explain the observed merger rates of black hole binaries observed by gravitational wave
detectors and a significant fraction (from several to 100%) of dark matter [e.g., 10–12].
This hypothesis has one important prediction: PBHs in the Milky Way dark matter
halo should cause long-timescale gravitational microlensing events that last years. For
example, if the entire dark matter was composed of PBHs with the mass spectrum
described by the model of [10] (with the spectral index ñs = 0.96), we should have
detected over 600 microlensing events. The non-detection gives us a 95% upper limit
on the fraction of dark matter in the form of PBHs of f = 1.2% (assuming a Milky
Way disk model by [24]). Similar limits of the order of 1% can be obtained for other
multi-peak mass functions proposed in the literature. Our observations, therefore,
conclusively rule out PBH mergers as a dominant source of gravitational waves.
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Methods

Model

Let us suppose that we have a sample of Nobs events and let tE,i be the Einstein
timescale of the ith event. We use that information to measure f (or derive upper
limits on f) by maximizing the likelihood function defined as

L(f,M) = e−Nexp(f,M)
Nobs∏
i=1

[
Ns∆t

dΓ

dtE
(tE,i, f,M) ε(tE,i)

]
, (1)

where Ns is the number of microlensing sources observed in the experiment, ∆t is the
duration of observations, and ε(tE) is the event detection efficiency in the experiment
(as a function of the Einstein timescale). Here dΓ/dtE is the differential event rate,
which contains contributions from lenses in the Milky Way disk, LMC, and Milky Way
and LMC dark matter haloes:

dΓ

dtE
= f

dΓMW halo

dtE
(tE,M) + f

dΓLMC halo

dtE
(tE,M)

+
dΓMW disk

dtE
(tE) +

dΓLMC

dtE
(tE) ,

(2)

and

Nexp(f,M) = Ns∆t

∫
dΓ

dtE
(t′E, f,M) ε(t′E)dt

′
E (3)

is the expected number of events. Eq. (1) can be derived by dividing the observed
event timescale distribution into infinitesimally small bins that contain either one or
zero events, and assuming that the number of events detected in each bin follows the
Poisson distribution. The microlensing event rate and the event timescale distribution
are calculated following the standard approach [e.g., 29]. We describe the components
of the model in the following subsections.

Milky Way halo

Our model is based on the contracted halo model of [23], which was inferred by fitting
physically motivated models to the Gaia DR2 Galactic rotation curve and other data
[30]. The model includes the effect of the contraction of the dark matter halo in the
presence of baryons, which was observed in large galaxy formation simulations [e.g.,
31–33]. The model predicts the total mass of the dark matter Milky Way halo of
0.97× 1012 M⊙ within 200 kpc.

We use the best-fitting model of [23] to predict the rotation curve of the Milky
Way V0(R) (which, by design, matches the Gaia data very well), where R is the
Galactocentric radius. We assume that the distribution of velocities of halo particles (in
the rest frame of the Galaxy) can be considered as Maxwellian [34] with the standard
deviation of velocities in one direction equal to V0(R)/

√
2. (There is some evidence that

(at least some) black holes may attain a large recoil velocity after a binary black hole
merger [e.g., 35]. If all PBHs had such additional velocity, the derived limits would be
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modified, such that they would be moved toward more massive PBHs.) Assuming that
the Milky Way halo is composed of objects of identical mass M , the mean Einstein
timescale of events predicted by the model is equal to tE = 62d

√
M/M⊙, which is in

good agreement with the predictions of models by [15] or [18].

LMC halo

The Gaia observations indicate that stars in the Orphan stream have velocity vectors
that are significantly misaligned with the stream track [36]. Ref. [27] demonstrated
that this effect can be explained by gravitational perturbations from the LMC, and
inferred the total mass of the LMC of 1.49×1011 M⊙ (in the model with the spherical
Milky Way, which can move in response to the LMC; ref. [27] also considered models
with an oblate or a prolate Milky Way halo, which result in the LMC mass that is
5−8% smaller). The total mass of the Milky Way in the [27] model (enclosed within a
radius of 50 kpc) is 4.04× 1011 M⊙, which is in excellent agreement with that inferred
from the [23] model of the Milky Way halo (4.1× 1011 M⊙).

Following [27], we assume that the LMC halo can be modeled by a Hernquist profile
with the total mass of 1.49 × 1011 M⊙. The scale length is 17.1 kpc, and is taken so
that the mass enclosed within 8.7 kpc matches the measured value of 1.7 × 1010 M⊙
from [37].

Milky Way disk

For consistency with the Milky Way halo model presented above, we adopt the best-
fitting thin and thick disk models from [23]. The stellar density is described by the
double exponential profile with a scale height of 0.3 kpc (thin disk) or 0.9 kpc (thick
disk) and a radial scale length of 2.63 kpc (thin disk) or 3.80 kpc (thick disk). The total
masses of the thin and thick disks are 3.18×1010 M⊙ and 0.92×1010 M⊙, respectively.
As an alternative, we also consider the thin and thick Milky Way disk models of [24].
The scale heights in the model are 0.156 kpc (thin disk) and 0.439 kpc (thick disk),
the scale length is 2.75 kpc for both think and thick disk. The total masses of the thin
and thick disks are 0.98× 1010 M⊙ and 0.60× 1010 M⊙, respectively. We assume that
stars in the Milky Way disk follow the circular velocity curve derived above with a
dispersion of 30 km s−1 in each direction. We adopt the mass function of [38].

LMC

To take into account the effects of self-lensing by stars located within the LMC itself,
we adopt the LMC disk model of [39] and [15] with some slight modifications. The
disk is modeled as a double exponential profile with the scale length of 1.8 kpc and the
scale height of 0.3 kpc [39], the total stellar mass of 2.7× 109 M⊙ [40], the inclination
and position angle of 25◦ and 132◦, respectively [41]. We adopt the LMC distance of
49.59 kpc [41]. We assume that the stellar mass function is identical to that of the
Milky Way. We use an empirical model of the kinematics of stars in the LMC, which is
based on Gaia EDR3 data (see below). Following [15], we do not consider a separate
LMC bar component.
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Limits on the PBH abundance

Limits under the hypothesis that all microlensing events detected
by OGLE can be explained by known stellar populations

We start by deriving upper limits on the PBH abundance by assuming that all detected
events can be explained by astrophysical objects located in the Milky Way disk or the
LMC itself. In other words, we assume that we did not see any events due to dark
matter in the form of compact objects. In this case, the likelihood function (Eq. (1))
simplifies to:

L(f,M) = e−Nexp(f,M), (4)

where Nexp(f,M) is the expected number of microlensing events, defined in Eq. (3).
Extended Data Figure 2 shows the number of gravitational microlensing events

expected to be detected by OGLE if the entire dark matter were composed of compact
objects of a given mass. The blue and red lines in Figure 2 mark the expected number
of events that originate from lenses in the Milky Way and LMC haloes, respectively.
For PBHs more massive than 0.1M⊙, Milky Way halo lenses contribute to ≈ 70% of
the expected events. For lower masses, LMC halo lenses start to dominate, because the
LMC events generally have longer timescales than those by Milky Way halo objects
and so are easier to detect. The thin solid lines in Figure 2 show the contribution from
fields observed during both the OGLE-III and OGLE-IV phases (from 2001 to 2020),
while dashed lines—fields observed during OGLE-IV only (from 2010 to 2020). The
latter contribute less than 10% of the sensitivity of the experiment, because they are
located on the outskirts of the LMC (and therefore contain fewer source stars) and
were observed for a shorter period of time.

Given the likelihood function L(f,M) (Eqs. (1) and (4)) and our model (Section 3),
we employ the Bayes’ theorem to derive the posterior distribution for PBH abundance
P (f |M):

P (f |M) ∝ L(f,M)P0(f), (5)

where P0(f) is a flat (uniform) prior on f ∈ [0, 10]. We use the Markov chain Monte
Carlo (MCMC) sampler of [42] to sample from the posterior and derive 95% upper
limits on f as a function of the PBH mass M . To speed up the calculations, we
first evaluate lnL(f,M) on a grid of 101 logarithmically spaced masses ranging from
10−6 M⊙ to 104 M⊙ and 101 logarithmically spaced values of f from 10−4 to 10, and
use the linear interpolation to calculate the likelihood between the grid points.

Can all microlensing events detected by OGLE be explained by
non-dark-matter objects?

In this section, we would like to verify our assumption that all gravitational microlens-
ing events detected by OGLE in the direction of the LMC can be explained by
known astrophysical sources. We show that the presented simple models of the LMC
(Section 3) and the Milky Way disk (Section 3) are capable of explaining the num-
ber and properties (positions, timescales, parallaxes) of virtually all gravitational
microlensing events detected in our experiment. We emphasize that we did not attempt
to construct a perfect Milky Way/LMC model nor we did not fit the components
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of that model to match the data ideally, which would be beyond the scope of this
work. Our main goal is to measure the contribution of compact objects to dark mat-
ter and study how the choice of an astrophysical model affects our limits on the PBH
abundance.

First, we use our fiducial model of the Milky Way disk (Section 3) and the LMC
(Section 3) to calculate the theoretical microlensing event rate and the event timescale
distribution in each field analyzed by OGLE. Then, we estimate the expected number
of events in each field by multiplying the event rate by the duration of the observations,
the number of source stars, and the average event detection efficiency (Eq. (3)). The
results are summarized in Extended Data Table 1, separately for fields observed during
both the OGLE-III and OGLE-IV phases (2001–2020) and observed by OGLE-IV only
(2010–2020).

We expect to detect 5.7 microlensing events due to self-lensing by stars in the LMC
itself and 7.0 or 14.7 events due to stars in the Milky Way disk (assuming disk models
by [24] or [23], respectively). The total mass of the Milky Way disk in the latter model
is 2.6 times larger than in the former, which explains why the model predicts twice as
many microlensing events. In total, we expect 12.7 or 20.4 events, depending on the
Milky Way disk model, which can be compared to the total number of thirteen events
in the final statistical sample of [20]. The Milky Way disk model of [24] is clearly
favored, although the model of [23] is still allowed, because the Poisson probability of
observing 13 or less events given the expected 20.4 events is 5.6%.

Extended Data Figure 3 shows the number of events expected to be detected in
each OGLE field. Most events are expected to be found in the central regions of the
LMC, where the self-lensing event rate is highest and the number of source stars is
largest. Approximately 80% of the events are expected to be located within 3 deg from
the LMC center (defined by [43]) in both the [24] and [23] models. There are two events
in the [20] sample that are located more than 3 deg of the LMC center, OGLE-LMC-
16 (3.2 deg) and OGLE-LMC-17 (4.9 deg), in excellent agreement with the predictions
of the [24] model (2.5 events). The cumulative distribution of the angular distances of
the detected events from the LMC center matches that expected from both models,
with p-values of 0.29 and 0.16 for the [24] and [23] models, respectively.

The distribution of Einstein timescales of events that are expected to be detected
by OGLE (taking into account the detection efficiencies in a given field) is presented in
Extended Data Figure 4. 80% of the expected events should have timescales between
26 and 417 d in the [24] model (between 25 and 316 d in the [23] model). Events with
lenses located in the LMC are expected to have generally longer timescales than those
originating from the Milky Way disk lenses, because the relative lens-source proper
motions are smaller.

The timescales of the detected events generally match those expected from the
model (Extended Data Figure 4). However, three events in the sample have timescales
shorter than 25 d (OGLE-LMC-08: tE = 13.5+6.0

−4.0 d, OGLE-LMC-13: tE = 7.0+2.0
−1.1 d,

OGLE-LMC-17: tE = 13.8+1.9
−1.1 d), whereas the model predicts that about 10% of

all events (that is, 1.3) should fall in this range. It is possible that this is due to
a statistical fluctuation, the Poisson probability of observing three events given the
expected 1.3 events is about 10%. The model may also underpredict the number of
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low-mass lenses or the number of high-proper motion objects, both of which contribute
to the population of short-timescale microlensing events.

Extended Data Figure 5 shows the distribution of the microlensing parallaxes
of events expected to be detected in our experiment, assuming the Milky Way disk
model by [24]. (The distribution of microlensing parallaxes is very similar in the [23]
model, except that the second peak has a larger amplitude.) The distribution is clearly
bimodal: the two peaks correspond to two distinct populations of lenses, those in the
Milky Way disk, and those in the LMC. The Milky Way disk lenses are located nearby,
and so their microlens parallaxes are relatively large; they peak at πE ≈ 0.5. The sec-
ond population of lenses that reside in the LMC is characterized by small parallaxes
(typically πE ≈ 0.01). The different values of the parallaxes are consistent with our
expectations. For the same lens mass, the microlens parallax scales as πE ∝ √

πrel,
where πrel is the relative lens–source parallax. For events with Milky Way disk lenses,
πrel ≈ 1/Dl ≈ 1mas. For the LMC lenses, πrel ≈ ∆D/D2

s ≈ 1/2500mas, where
∆D ≈ 1 kpc is the thickness of the LMC disk, so the LMC self-lensing events should
have microlensing parallaxes that are about 50 times smaller than the Milky Way disk
events, which is consistent with the simulations presented in Extended Data Figure 5.

The statistical sample of [20] contains four events with reliably measured microlens-
ing parallaxes. This does not mean that the remaining events have parallaxes close to
zero; rather, these events are too short or too faint to robustly measure the microlens
parallax. However, whenever the parallax is clearly detected in the light curve and its
value is larger than πE ≈ 0.1, the lensing object is very likely to be located in the
Milky Way disk.

Full limits on PBHs

The Einstein timescales of detected events carry information that can be used to fur-
ther constrain the abundance of PBHs in the Milky Way and LMC haloes. According
to Extended Data Figure 2, if the entire dark matter was composed of black holes of
2200M⊙, we ought to detect thirteen microlensing events. However, the typical Ein-
stein timescales of these events should be on the order of 9 yr, in stark contrast to the
observed values.

To take into account the information included in the timescales of the detected
events, we evaluate the full likelihood function defined in Eq. (1). We follow the same
procedure as above. We calculate lnL(f,M) on a grid of 101 logarithmically spaced
masses ranging from 10−6 M⊙ to 104 M⊙ and 101 logarithmically spaced values of f
from 10−4 to 10.

Although most of the detected events have precisely measured timescales, the frac-
tional error bar on tE may be larger than 20% for some events. Thus, we replace
the term ε(tE,i)dΓ/dtE (tE,i, f,M) in the definition of L(f,M) by the mean over Ni

samples from the posterior distribution of tE,i:

1

Ni

Ni∑
k=1

[
ε(tE,ik)

dΓ

dtE
(tE,ik, f,M)

]
, (6)
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where the index i denotes the ith event and the index k runs from 1 through Ni =
2× 105.

Extended Data Figure 6 shows the contours of the log-likelihood function, sepa-
rately for the [24] and [23] models. Regardless of the model chosen, it is clear there
is no evidence that PBHs in the mass range 10−6 M⊙ < MPBH < 104 M⊙ comprise
a measurable fraction of the dark matter mass. For the [24] model, the likelihood is
highest for (logM, log f) = (−1.5,−2.55). However, the model with log f = −4 is dis-
favored by only ∆χ2 ≡ 2(lnLmax − lnL) ≈ 3.7. Similarly, for the second model, the
likelihood is highest for (logM, log f) = (−1.8,−2.85), and the model with log f = −4
is disfavored only by ∆χ2 ≈ 1.5.

We found that the highest-likelihood grid point has log f > −4 mostly due to
one event, OGLE-LMC-13, which has the shortest timescale in the sample of only
tE = 7.0+2.0

−1.1 d. Indeed, such a short-timescale event seems to be very rare in our
simulations (Extended Data Figure 4). If the event is removed from the sample, models
with log f = −4 are disfavored by less than ∆χ2 ≈ 1.5.

We calculate the posterior distribution for the PBH abundance P (f |M) using the
MCMC approach. Our 95% upper limits on the PBH abundance in dark matter are
presented in Figure 1 by dashed ([24] model) and dotted ([23] model) lines, and they
can be compared to those derived above (solid red line in Figure 1). Overall, the
differences are very small for the least massive (MPBH ≲ 10−4 M⊙) and the most
massive (MPBH ≳ 10M⊙) PBHs, because we do not expect that ordinary astrophysical
lenses would produce microlensing events with timescales that could be attributed to
those by extremely low- or high-mass PBHs.

In the intermediate mass range (10−4 M⊙ ≲ MPBH ≲ 10M⊙), microlensing events
caused by PBHs may be mistaken with those caused by known astrophysical objects
in the LMC or the Milky Way disk. Therefore, the derived limits are slightly weaker.
The difference between the 95% upper limits on PBHs calculated assuming the [24]
Milky Way disk model and those calculated above is the largest for logM = −0.6 and
amounts to ∆ log f = 0.59 dex (that is, the limits are about a factor of 3.9 weaker).
The choice of the Milky Way model may also slightly affect the derived limits. The
difference between the 95% upper limits on PBHs calculated assuming the [24] and
the [23] models is greatest for logM = −0.1 and equals to ∆ log f = 0.18 dex at that
mass.

Discussion

The limits on the PBH abundance that are presented in the previous section (and
in Figure 1) are calculated based on a full statistical sample of thirteen microlensing
events detected over 20 years of the OGLE observations of the LMC [20]. As discussed
in a companion paper [20], the sample includes all microlensing events with source stars
brigher than I = 22mag. Likewise, the detection efficiencies ε(tE) and the number of
source stars Ns used in the calculations include only sources brighter than I = 22mag.
However, the event detection efficiency rapidly drops with the brightness of source
stars; the fainter the source, the lower the chances of detecting the microlensing event.
Faint source stars are additionally more difficult to count because of the increased
amount of blending from unrelated stars [20]. As a result, although the final sample
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of events is larger, there is a risk of introducing unknown systematic errors in the
analysis.

Events with brighter source stars should be less prone to such systematic effects.
Therefore, we check how our results depend on the adopted limiting magnitude. We
re-calculate the detection efficiency for all fields and the number of source stars for lim-
iting magnitudes of I = 21 and I = 21.5mag. Then, we follow the methods described
above to infer the 95% upper limits on the PBH abundance. The results of the calcu-
lations are presented in Extended Data Figure 7. Red and blue lines in Extended Data
Figure 7 mark the limits for the limiting magnitudes of 21 and 21.5mag, respectively,
whereas black lines indicate the original limits calculated for the limiting magnitude
of 22mag.

As expected, the differences between the inferred limits are relatively small. The
limits for the limiting magnitudes of 21.5 and 22mag differ by at most ∆ log f =
−0.10 dex, for the limiting magnitudes of 21 and 22mag—by at most ∆ log f =
−0.20 dex. This demonstrates that possible systematic effects related to the inclusion
of faint source stars are very small and do not influence our conclusions.

The recent studies of the Galactic rotation curve by [28] and [44] seem to indicate
that the mass of the dark matter Milky Way halo may be smaller than in the adopted
model. If we use the “B2” halo model of [28] (with the Einasto profile of index 0.43),
then the optical depth toward the center of the LMC is approximately 4.2 × 10−7,
and our limits on PBHs as dark matter are very similar to those calculated with the
fiducial model (Extended Data Figure 1).

LMC proper motion and rotation

We use the Gaia EDR3 data to measure the mean LMC proper motion and to devise a
simple model of the LMC rotation. The proper motion and rotation of the LMC (and
other nearby dwarf galaxies) were extensively studied by [45] based on Gaia DR2 data
and here we closely follow their approach. We select stars brighter than G = 19 that
are located within 8 deg of the dynamical center of the Hi LMC disk (α0 = 78.77◦,
δ0 = −69.01◦) [37, 45], have a reliable astrometric solution (with RUWE ≤ 1.4), and
have parallaxes consistent with that of the LMC (ϖ ≤ 1mas and ϖ/σϖ ≤ 10), in total
about 4.8 million sources. We then calculate the positions x, y and proper motions
µx, µy of all stars in an ortographic projection centered at (α0, δ0) using equations:

x =cos δ sin(α− α0),

y =sin δ cos δ0 − cos δ sin δ0 cos(α− α0),

µx =µα cos(α− α0)− µδ sin δ sin(α− α0),

µy =µα sin δ0 sin(α− α0)

+ µδ(cos δ cos δ0 + sin δ sin δ0 cos(α− α0)).

(7)

The median proper motions of the selected stars are presented in Extended Data
Figure 8.

The median proper motion of the LMC (which is determined using stars located
within 5◦ of the dynamical center) is µx = 1.851 ± 0.340mas yr−1 and µy = 0.277 ±
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0.382mas yr−1, in good agreement with the results of [45]. Here the uncertainties
denote the dispersion of proper motions in a given direction. This corresponds to µl =
−0.662± 0.381mas yr−1 and µb = 1.751± 0.342mas yr−1 in the Galactic coordinates.

The proper motion pattern seen in the middle and bottom panels of Extended Data
Figure 8 reflects the rotation of the LMC and, in the first order, can be approximated
by the central value and two gradients. Additional striping pattern of lower amplitude
is indicative of small-scale systematics in Gaia EDR3 [46]. To minimize their influence,
we calculate the median proper motion (and its dispersion) in 100 × 100 bins in the
range |x| ≤ 0.15 rad and |y| ≤ 0.15 rad and fit the following linear model to the binned
data:

µx = µx,0 +
∂µx

∂x
x+

∂µx

∂y
y,

µy = µy,0 +
∂µy

∂x
x+

∂µy

∂y
y.

(8)

The six fit coefficients are determined using the least squares approach using bins
with at least 10 stars. The model is fit in 7 annuli with a width of 1 deg. The best-fit
parameters are presented in Extended Data Table 2.

Data availability

The data used to perform the analysis (event detection efficiencies, source star counts,
posterior distributions of event parameters) are publicly available at https://www.
astrouw.edu.pl/ogle/ogle4/LMC OPTICAL DEPTH/.

Code availability

The custom codes for the simulation of microlensing events toward the LMC and the
calculation of limits on PBHs as dark matter are available upon request from the
corresponding author.
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Extended Data Figure 1 95% upper limits on the PBH abundance for Cautun et al. (2020) [23]
and Jiao et al. (2023) [28] dark matter halo models.

OGLE-III & OGLE-IV OGLE-IV Only Total
Milky Way disk [24] 5.5 1.5 7.0
Milky Way disk [23] 11.5 3.2 14.7
LMC 5.3 0.4 5.7
Total (disk model [24]) 10.8 1.9 12.7
Total (disk model [23]) 16.8 3.6 20.4

Extended Data Table 1 The expected number of microlensing events caused by astrophysical
objects located in the Milky Way disk and the LMC.

ρ (deg) ∂µx/∂x ∂µx/∂y µx,0 ∂µy/∂x ∂µy/∂y µy,0 rms(µx) rms(µy)
0 < ρ < 1 −3.6832 −6.7018 1.8535 5.6324 −1.5691 0.2348 0.029 0.023
1 < ρ < 2 −2.3530 −5.6825 1.8565 5.7179 −0.7549 0.2135 0.041 0.027
2 < ρ < 3 −1.2292 −4.5601 1.8471 5.3498 −0.3510 0.2178 0.037 0.028
3 < ρ < 4 −1.0871 −3.5981 1.8355 4.5304 −0.5892 0.2357 0.035 0.036
4 < ρ < 5 −0.9070 −2.7004 1.8348 3.7424 −0.5745 0.2659 0.042 0.057
5 < ρ < 6 −0.7520 −2.1700 1.8430 3.2343 −0.4711 0.2770 0.049 0.058
6 < ρ < 7 −0.7497 −1.7328 1.8510 2.8296 −0.4742 0.2655 0.048 0.050

Extended Data Table 2 Parameters of the LMC proper motion model. Units of ∂µx/∂x,
∂µx/∂y, ∂µy/∂x, and ∂µy/∂y are mas yr−1 rad−1, whereas µx,0, µy,0, rms(µx), and rms(µy) are
given in mas yr−1.
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Extended Data Figure 2 Number of gravitational microlensing events expected to be detected
by OGLE if entire dark matter were composed of compact objects of a given mass Nexp(f = 1,M).
Thin solid lines correspond to fields observed during OGLE-III and OGLE-IV phases (from 2001 to
2020), dashed lines – fields observed during OGLE-IV only (from 2010 to 2020). Blue lines mark the
contribution from the Milky Way dark matter halo, red lines – the LMC dark matter halo.
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Extended Data Figure 3 Number of gravitational microlensing events from known stellar pop-
ulations (Milky Way disk and LMC) expected to be detected by OGLE (assuming the [24] Milky
Way disk model) in the analyzed fields. Black asterisks mark events that are a part of the statistical
sample of [20], black dots mark other events.

1 10 100 1000 10000
tE (d)

10 2

10 1

100

dN
ex

pe
ct

ed
/d

lo
gt

E

Milky Way disk
(Han & Gould 2003)
LMC

Total

1 10 100 1000 10000
tE (d)

10 2

10 1

100

dN
ex

pe
ct

ed
/d

lo
gt

E

Milky Way disk
(Cautun+2020)
LMC

Total

Extended Data Figure 4 Distribution of Einstein timescales of microlensing events that are
expected to be detected in our experiment, for the [24] Milky Way disk model (left panel) and the
[23] model (right). Vertical blue lines mark the detected events.
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Extended Data Figure 5 Distribution of microlens parallaxes of events that are expected to be
detected in our experiment (assuming the Milky Way disk model of [24]).
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Extended Data Figure 6 The contours of the likelihood function (Eq. 1) for the [24] (left panel)
and [23] Milky Way disk model (right panel). The color codes the difference ∆χ2 ≡ 2(lnLmax− lnL).
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Extended Data Figure 7 95% upper limits on the PBH abundance as a function of the limiting
magnitude.
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Extended Data Figure 8 Gaia EDR3 proper motions of LMC stars.

18



References

[1] Abbott, B. P. et al. Observation of Gravitational Waves from a Binary Black
Hole Merger. Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 061102 (2016).

[2] Abbott, B. P. et al. GWTC-1: A Gravitational-Wave Transient Catalog of Com-
pact Binary Mergers Observed by LIGO and Virgo during the First and Second
Observing Runs. Phys. Rev. X 9, 031040 (2019).

[3] Abbott, R. et al. Population Properties of Compact Objects from the Second
LIGO-Virgo Gravitational-Wave Transient Catalog. Astrophys. J. Lett. 913, L7
(2021).

[4] Belczynski, K., Holz, D. E., Bulik, T. & O’Shaughnessy, R. The first gravitational-
wave source from the isolated evolution of two stars in the 40-100 solar mass
range. Nature 534, 512–515 (2016).

[5] Askar, A., Szkudlarek, M., Gondek-Rosińska, D., Giersz, M. & Bulik, T. MOCCA-
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For the first time, half-lives and energy spectra of forbidden β 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 β-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 78Ni core, more precisely we have studied the second-forbidden β decays of
94Nb and 99Tc, and fourth-forbidden β decays of 113Cd and 115In, that are currently of a renewed
experimental interest in terms of novel spectroscopic techniques. Our results evidence that the
introduction of a renormalized β-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 M0ν for the 0νββ decay, and relating

the inverse half-life
[
T 0ν
1/2

]−1

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 M0ν , 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 M0νs.

The ability of nuclear models to reproduce β-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 [1–3]. However, this is an em-
pirical procedure, and it cannot be generalized to any

β-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
Heff , as well as every matrix element of decay operators,
are derived from a realistic free nucleon-nucleon (NN)
potential VNN 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 gA
to reproduce the β-decay matrix elements.

We have successfully employed RSM to study the
2νββ-decay of 48Ca, 76Ge, 82Se,100Mo, 130Te, and 136Xe
[7–10], and then extended it to predict the nuclear ma-
trix elements of their 0νββ-decay [9, 11]. Now, in order
to validate the RSM in predicting β-decay observables,
in the present work we investigate the sensitivity to the
renormalization of SM forbidden β-decay operators de-
scribing the energy spectra of the emitted electrons.

To this end, we have considered the second-forbidden
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β-decays of 94Nb and 99Tc into 94Mo and 99Ru, as well
as the fourth-forbidden β-decays of 113Cd and 115In into
113In and 115Sn, respectively, and compared their calcu-
lated logfts and β-decay energy spectra as obtained with
the bare and the renormalized decay operators, as well
as with the available data.

The motivations of such a choice are twofold: first,
these decays have been already the subject of a few works
with a similar goal, where the effective operators was
obtained tuning the quenching factor q of gA, and the
focus was spotted on the dependence of the shape of en-
ergy spectra on the value of q [12–16]. Second, novel ex-
perimental techniques have triggered new measurements
of the energy spectra of β decays in the region of the
0νββ decay of 100Mo. Among them, we mention the
COBRA demonstrator [17], that has been developed for
double-β decay experiments, and also adopted to study
the spectra of β decays of 113Cd [15, 18, 19]; the AC-
CESS project that aims to perform precision measure-
ments of forbidden β-decays using cryogenic calorime-
ters [20]. Another new experimental project is ASPECT-
BET (An SDD-SPECTrometer for BETa decay studies),
that has developed a new detection strategy based on sil-
icon drift detectors (SDD), and it should be able to per-
form high-precision, high-accuracy measurements of the
energy spectra of β decays at room temperature [21].

This paper is organized as follows. First, in Sec. II
we sketch out briefly the derivation of the effective SM
Hamiltonian and decay operators, as well as the basic
theory of the β-decay and the structure of the second-
and fourth-forbidden β-decay matrix elements.

The effective shell-model Hamiltonian and decay op-
erators have been derived within a model space that
is spanned by four 0f5/2, 1p3/2, 1p1/2, 0g9/2 proton or-
bitals and five 0g7/2, 1d5/2, 1d3/2, 2s1/2, 0h11/2 neutron

orbitals outside 78Ni core starting from the high-
precision CD-Bonn NN potential [22], whose repulsive
high-momentum components are renormalized using the
Vlow-k procedure [23]. This is the same framework we
have employed in our previous study of the double-β de-
cay of 100Mo [9].

The results of the shell-model calculations are dis-
cussed and compared with the available experimental
data in Sec. III. There, we check first our nuclear wave
functions by comparing the calculated low-energy spec-
tra and E2 transition strengths of parent and daughter
nuclei, which are involved in the decays under consider-
ation, with their experimental counterparts. Then, we
report the results of our theoretical logfts and energy
spectra of the emitted electron and size up them to the
available data. We complete our analysis with a detailed
analysis of the different components of the spectra, and
how the interplay among their contributions plays an im-
portant role in reproducing data.

In the last section (Sec. IV), we summarize the conclu-
sions of this study, as well as the outlook of our current
research project.

II. OUTLINE OF THE THEORY

A. The effective SM Hamiltonian

The procedure of the derivation of the effective SM
Hamiltonian is the same as the one followed in Ref. [9].
First, we consider the high-precision CD-Bonn NN po-
tential [22], then the non-perturbative repulsive high-
momentum components are integrated out, by way of
the Vlow-k unitary transformation [23, 24], that provides
a smooth potential preserving all the two-nucleon observ-
ables calculated with the CD-Bonn one.
The Vlow-k matrix elements are chosen as the interac-

tion vertices of a perturbative expansion of Heff , and a
detailed description of the many-body perturbation the-
ory approach to the nuclear Heff can be found in Refs.
[6, 25, 26], so here we only sketch briefly the steps that
have been followed to obtain Heff .
The starting point is the full nuclear Hamiltonian H

for A interacting nucleons, which, according to the SM
ansatz, is divided into the one-body term H0, whose
eigenvectors set up the SM basis, and the residual inter-
action H1, using the harmonic-oscillator (HO) auxiliary
potential U :

H = T + Vlow-k = (T + U) + (Vlow-k − U) =

= H0 +H1 . (1)

The eigenvalue problem of H for a many-body sys-
tem, in an infinite basis of eigenvectors of H0, cannot be
solved, then an effective Hamiltonian is derived, which
is defined in the truncated model space spanned by four
proton – 0f5/2, 1p3/2, 1p1/2, 0g9/2 – and five neutron or-

bitals – 0g7/2, 1d5/2, 1d3/2, 2s1/2, 0h11/2 – outside 78Ni
core.
The effective Hamiltonian is derived by way of the

time-dependent perturbation theory, through the Kuo-
Lee-Ratcliff folded-diagram expansion in terms of the Q̂-
box vertex function [4, 25, 26]:

Heff
1 (ω) = Q̂(ϵ0)− PH1Q

1

ϵ0 −QHQ
ωHeff

1 (ω) , (2)

where ω is the wave operator decoupling the model space
P and its complement Q, and ϵ0 is the eigenvalue of the
unperturbed degenerate Hamiltonian H0.
The Q̂ box is defined as

Q̂(ϵ) = PH1P + PH1Q
1

ϵ−QHQ
QH1P , (3)

and ϵ is an energy parameter called “starting energy”.
Since the exact calculation of the Q̂ box is not possible,

then the term 1/(ϵ−QHQ) is expanded as a power series

1

ϵ−QHQ
=

∞∑
n=0

1

ϵ−QH0Q

(
QH1Q

ϵ−QH0Q

)n

, (4)
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namely we perform an expansion of the Q̂ box up to the
third order in perturbation theory [6].

As a matter of fact, the calculation of the Q̂ box is
the start to solve the non-linear matrix equation (2) and
obtain Heff by way of iterative techniques such as the
Kuo-Krenciglowa and Lee-Suzuki ones [27, 28], or graph-
ical non-iterative methods [29].

It should be pointed out that, since the nuclei that
are involved in the decay processes under investigation
are characterized by a large number of valence nucleons,
we have included contributions from induced three-body
forces in the calculation of the Q̂ box, that involve also
three valence nucleons.

Since the SM code we have employed for our calcula-
tions [30] cannot diagonalize a three-body Heff , we have
performed a normal-ordering decomposition of the three-
body induced-force contributions arising at second order
in perturbation theory, and retained only the two-body
term that is density-dependent from the number of va-
lence nucleons. This procedure is presented in details
in Refs. [6, 31], together with a discussion about the
contribution of such terms to the eigenvalues of the SM
Hamiltonian.

The SM parameters, namely the SP energies and the
TBMEs of the residual interaction, are reported in the
Supplemental Material [32].

B. β-decay theory

The theory of β-decay is here briefly outlined. More
details can be found in Refs. [33, 34].

In the following we focus on the β−-decay, moreover,
we use natural units ( ℏ = c = me = 1).
The total half-life of the β decay is expressed in terms

of the k-th partial decay half-life tk1/2 as follows:

1

T1/2
=

∑
k

1

tk1/2
. (5)

On the other hand, the partial half-life tk1/2 is related

to the dimensionless integrated shape function C̃ by way
of the relation:

tk1/2 =
κ

C̃
, (6)

where κ = 6144± 2 s [35].
For a given k-th final state, the integrated shape func-

tion C̃ – whose integrand defines the β-decay energy spec-
trum – is written as

C̃ =

∫ w0

1

C(we)pewe(w0 − we)
2F (Z,we)dwe . (7)

The quantities on the right-hand side of the above def-
inition are listed as:

a) Z is the atomic number of the daughter nucleus, we

the adimensional energy of the emitted electron,
w0 the endpoint energy – namely the maximum
electron energy for a given transition–, and pe the
electron momentum.

b) The function F (Z,we) is the Fermi function which
is factorized in terms of two functions F0 and L0:

F (Z,we) = F0(Z,we)L0(Z,we) , (8)

where F0 defines the effects of the Coulomb interac-
tion between the electron and the daughter nucleus,
and L0 accounts for the electromagnetic finite-size
effect, whose explicit expressions can be found in
Ref. [33].

c) C(we) is the so-called nuclear shape function, which
depends on the nuclear matrix elements (NMEs).
For allowed β transitions, it corresponds to the GT
reduced transition probability, and in such a case
does not depend on the electron energy.

For n-forbidden transitions, C(we) depends on the
electron energy, and is expressed as

C(we) =
∑
K

∑
ke,kν

λke

[
M2

K(ke, kν) +m2
K(ke, kν)−

2γke

kewe
MK(ke, kν)mK(ke, kν)

]
, (9)

where K is the tensor rank of the forbidden β-decay op-
erators involved in the decay. K can range from 0 to 2
for n = 1, and from n to n+ 1 for n > 1. The quantities
ke and kν are the positive integers emerging from the
partial wave expansion of the leptonic wave functions.
The latter, for a given value of K, must satisfy either
ke + kν = K + 1 or ke + kν = K + 2.
The auxiliary quantities γke and λke are defined as

γke =
√
k2e − (αZ)2, λke =

Fke−1(Z,we)

F0(Z,we)
, (10)

where Fke−1(Z,we) is the so-called generalized Fermi
function (see Ref. [33] for its explicit expression).
The quantities MK and mK are complicated com-
binations of some kinematic factors and coefficients
F

(N)
KLS(ke,m, n, ρ), the latter being functions of the or-

bital, spin, and total rank of the transition operators
L, S, and K, respectively, and the integers m, n and
ρ depending on the nuclear charge distribution which
accounts for the influence of the nuclear charge on the
electron [33, 34]. The index N labels the order of the
expansion in powers of qR (where R is the nuclear radius
and q is the momentum transfer q =| pe+pν |) of the nu-
clear form factor FKLS , which is defined by the following
expression

FKLS(q
2) =

∑
N

(−1)N (qR)2N (2L+ 1)!!

(2N)!!(2L+ 2N + 1)!!
F

(N)
KLS . (11)
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If we adopt the impulse approximation (qR ≪ 1) to de-
rive the formalism of forbidden β-decay transitions, and
also assume that bound nucleons interact weakly as free
nucleons, then we may neglect the effect of any many-
body current. Within such an approximation, it has
been shown in Refs. [33, 34] that the form factor coeffi-

cients V/AF
(N)
KLS(ke,m, n, ρ) can be related to the NMEs

V/AMN
KLS(ke,m, n, ρ) by a phase factor:

V/AF
(N)
KLS(ke,m, n, ρ) = (−1)K−L V/AMN

KLS(ke,m, n, ρ) ,

(12)

where the label V/A indicates the separation of the coeffi-

cients F
(N)
KLS(ke,m, n, ρ) according to the axial and vector

components of the decay operator.
In a shell-model calculation, the NMEs can be ex-

pressed in terms of the single-particle matrix elements of
the one-body decay operator (SPMEs) and the one-body
transition densities (OBTDs), that can be obtained from
the shell-model wave functions, through the expression

V/AM
(N)
KLS(ke,m, n, ρ) =

1

Ĵi

∑
π,ν

V/Am
(N)
KLS(π, ν)(ke,m, n, ρ)×OBTD(Ψf ,Ψi, π, ν,K) , (13)

where Ĵi =
√
(2Ji + 1), and Ji is the angular momentum

of the initial state of the parent nucleus. The OBTDs are
defined as

OBTD(Ψf ,Ψi, π, ν,K) =
⟨Ψf || [a†π ⊗ ãν ]

K || Ψi⟩
K̂

,

(14)
where Ψi and Ψf are the wave function of the initial and

final state, respectively, a†π is the particle creation oper-
ator, and ãν = (−1)jν+mνaν−mν

is the tensor spherical
form of the particle annihilation operator (aν). The in-
dices π and ν label the proton (π) and neutron (ν) single-
particle states, and the symbol ⊗ denotes the angular-
momentum coupling.

The SPMEs correspond to the following matrix ele-
ments:

V m
(N)
KLS(ke,m, n, ρ) = ⟨ϕκπµ ||

( r

R

)L+2N

I(ke,m, n, ρ, r)TKLS || ϕκνµ⟩ , (15)

Am
(N)
KLS(ke,m, n, ρ) = ⟨ϕκπµ ||

( r

R

)L+2N

I(ke,m, n, ρ, r)γ5TKLS || ϕκνµ⟩ . (16)

Now, it is worth to list and specify the quantities which
appear in the Eqs. (15,16) for the matrix elements of the
vector and axial components of the β-decay operator:

• The functions I(ke,m, n, ρ, r) are the so-called
Coulomb factors whose explicit expression can be
found in Ref. [33].

• The operator TKLS is the transition operator de-
fined as

TM
KLS =

{
YLMδKL S = 0,

(−1)L−K+1γ5[YL ⊗ σ]KM S = 1 .
(17)

• The single-particle relativistic wave functions ϕκµ

are the eigenfunctions of the operators Jz and K =
β(σ · L+ I), and are labeled by their eigenvalues µ
and κ:

Jzϕκµ = µϕκµ ,

Kϕκµ = β(σ · L+ I)ϕκµ = κϕκµ .

It can be shown that the eigenvalue κ is related
to the total and orbital angular momenta j and l
through the relation

κ =

{
j + 1

2 for l = j + 1
2

−(j + 1
2 ) for l = j − 1

2 .
(18)

In the Condon-Shortley (CS) phase convention, the
ϕκµ functions are defined as

ϕκµ =

(
−ifκ(r)χ−κµ

gκ(r)χκµ

)
, (19)

where χκµ = [Yl(r̂)⊗χ]jµ, and the radial functions fκ(r)
and gκ(r) are the solutions of the radial Dirac equations,
and they are usually indicated as the small and large
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components, respectively:

dgκ(r)

dr
+

κ+ 1

r
gκ(r)− (E +M − V (r))fκ(r) = 0 , (20)

dfκ(r)

dr
− κ− 1

r
fκ(r) + (E −M − V (r))gκ(r) = 0 .(21)

The matrix elements of Eqs. (15,16) can be grouped

into two different types.
The first one contains the product of both small com-

ponents of the initial and final wave functions, as well as
the product of both large components of the same wave
functions, which are the solutions of the coupled equa-
tions (20,21), and usually they are dubbed in literature
as the non-relativistic matrix elements [33, 34, 36, 37].
Their explicit expression is:

V m
(N)
KK0(π, ν)(ke,m, n, ρ) =

√
2gV

[
GKK0(κπ, κν)

∫∞
0

gπ(r, κp)
(
r
R

)K+2N I(ke,m, n, ρ, r)gν(r, κν)r
2dr

+GKK0(−κπ,−κν)
∫∞
0

fπ(r, κπ)
(
r
R

)K+2N I(ke,m, n, ρ, r)fν(r, κν)r
2dr

]
, (22)

Am
(N)
KL1(π, ν)(ke,m, n, ρ) = sign(K − L+ 1

2 )
√
2gA

[
GKK0(κπ, κν)

∫∞
0

gπ(r, κπ)
(
r
R

)L+2N I(ke,m, n, ρ, r)gν(r, κν)r
2dr

+GKK0(−κπ,−κν)
∫∞
0

fiπ (r, κp)
(
r
R

)L+2N I(ke,m, n, ρ, r)fν(r, κν)r
2dr

]
. (23)

The second group contains the product of the small
and large components of the initial and final wave func-

tions that are the solutions of Eqs. (20,21), and in such a
case they are dubbed as the relativistic matrix elements.
Now, their expression is:

V m
(N)
KL1(π, ν)(ke,m, n, ρ) = sign(K − L+ 1

2 )
√
2gV

[
GKL1(κπ,−κν)

∫∞
0

gπ(r, κπ)
(
r
R

)L+2N I(ke,m, n, ρ, r)fν(r, κν)r
2dr

−GKK0(−κπ, κν)
∫∞
0

fπ(r, κπ)
(
r
R

)L+2N I(ke,m, n, ρ, r)gν(r, κν)r
2dr

]
, (24)

Am
(N)
KK0(π, ν)(ke,m, n, ρ) =

√
2gA

[
GKK0(κπ,−κν)

∫∞
0

gπ(r, κπ)
(
r
R

)K+2N I(ke,m, n, ρ, r)fν(r, κν)r
2dr

−GKK0(−κπ, κν)
∫∞
0

fπ(r, κπ)
(
r
R

)K+2N I(ke,m, n, ρ, r)gν(r, κν)r
2dr

]
. (25)

It is worth to note that in the above equations we have
introduced the quantity

GKLS(κπ, κν) = (−1)jπ−jν+lπ ŜK̂ĵπ ĵν l̂π l̂ν⟨lπlν00|L0⟩ ×K S L
jπ

1
2 lπ

jν
1
2 lν

 , (26)

and we remind that L, S, and K are the orbital, spin,
and total rank of the transition operators, respectively,
and lτ = kτ if kτ > 0 and lτ =| kτ | −1 if kτ < 0.

Until now, the nucleon wave functions are expressed in
a fully relativistic framework, being the solutions of the
Dirac equation. However, within the nuclear shell model,
the nucleon wave functions are expressed as solutions of
the single-particle Schrödinger equation, introducing the
auxiliary harmonic-oscillator potential.

Such an inconsistency impacts especially on the calcula-
tion of the relativistic matrix elements, and this problem
may be tackled in two ways. The first approach is to re-
sort to a non-relativistic reduction of the Dirac equation
by considering the non-relativistic limit of the coupled
Eqs. (20,21), namely the kinetic energy T and the auxil-
iary potential V (r) satisfy the conditions T = E−MN ≪
2MN and V (r) ≪ 2MN [38]. Within this limit, the func-
tion gκ becomes the solution of the Schrödinger equation,
and fκ is related to gκ through the relation

fκ(r) =
1

2MN

(
d

dr
+

κ+ 1

r

)
gκ(r) . (27)

However, as it was observed in Ref. [33], whether or
not such a limit of the Dirac equation is a good approx-
imation to calculate the relativistic NMEs is a difficult
question to answer, since to test this approach a fully rel-
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ativistic calculation should be performed and compared
with the approximated results.

Moreover, it should be noted that, if we consider the
relation (27), the radial function fκ(r) is suppressed by
a factor 1/(2MN ) with respect to the function gκ(r), but
the relativistic form factor, even if it is small with respect
to the non-relativistic ones, it has been found to be rele-
vant to determine both the shape of the energy spectrum
and the half-life of the β decay [34, 36, 39–41].
Its relevance, within such a reduction of the Dirac

equation, is also stressed in Ref. [15], where a study
of the dependence of the energy spectrum and half-life
of the fourth-forbidden β decay of 113Cd with respect
to the quenching factor q of the axial coupling constant
gA has been carried out. As a matter of fact, the au-
thors show that a fitting procedure of both q and of the
relativistic form factor is needed to reproduce the ex-
perimental shape of the energy spectrum as well as the
observed half-life.

An alternative approach to calculate the relativistic
NMEs, is to resort to the conserved vector current the-
ory (CVC) [33], which leads to derive a connection be-
tween the relativistic NMEs and the non-relativistic ones,
that is developed as a relation between the corresponding
form factors. An early application of this approach can
be found in Ref. [36].

In particular, for the four decays under investigation,
since we stop at the leading order in the expansion of
FKLS(q

2) (N = 0 in Eq. (11)), the relativistic form
factors entering in Eq. (9) are only the V F211, for the
second-forbidden decay of 94Nb, 99Tc, and the V F431

for the fourth-forbidden decay of 113Cd, 115In. These
form factors, using the CVC relation [33, 36], depends
on V F220 and V F440, respectively, through the relations

V F211 = − 1√
10

REγ
V F220 ,

V F431 = − 1√
36

REγ
V F440 ,

(28)
where

Eγ = [W0 +∆EC − (Mν −Mπ)] , (29)

is the energy of the analogue electromagnetic transition
[42], Mν(π) is the neutron (proton) mass, and ∆EC is the
Coulomb displacement energy that can be evaluated in
different ways. ∆EC can be evaluated in different ways,
here we have used the results of the fit procedure as out-
lined in Ref. [43], obtaining ∆EC = 11.99, 12.38, 13.27,
and 13.48 MeV for 94Nb, 99Tc, 113Cd, and 115In decays,
respectively.

It is important to stress that these CVC relations have
been employed in different studies, leading to a general
improvement of the calculated spectra [34, 36, 39–41] and
half-lives.

However, we point out that these relations are valid in
the full nuclear Hilbert space of the single-particle con-
figurations, and it is difficult to evaluate the impact of
resorting to a truncated model space, but, on the other
hand, it should be noted that our approach relies on the

derivation of effective Hamiltonians and operators by way
of the many-body theory to account for the configura-
tions outside the model space.

Nevertheless, the CVC relations for the relativistic
form factors represent a viable route to get an estima-
tion of the relativistic matrix elements entering the cal-
culation, and/or, to understand the reliability of the non-
relativistic reduction of the relativistic matrix elements.

C. Effective shell-model decay operators

In this section, we sketch briefly the procedure to de-
rive effective SM decay operators Θeff by way of many-
body perturbation theory.

As is well known, the diagonalization of the Heff does
not produce the true nuclear wave-functions, but their
projections onto the chosen model space P . Then, any
decay operator Θ should be renormalized by taking into
account for the neglected degrees of freedom correspond-
ing to the Q subspace.

The derivation of effective SM operators within a per-
turbative approach traces back to the pioneering period
of employing NN potentials in SM calculations [44–49].
We have followed the method that has been introduced
by Suzuki and Okamoto [5], which allows a derivation
of decay operators Θeff which is consistent with the one
of Heff , as presented in Sec. IIA. This is based on the
perturbative expansion of a vertex function Θ̂ box –
analogously with the derivation of Heff in terms of the
Q̂ box –, whose details may be found in Refs. [5, 6].

According to such a procedure, the starting point is the
perturbative calculation of two energy-dependent vertex
functions:

Θ̂(ϵ) = PΘP + PΘQ
1

ϵ−QHQ
QH1P ,

Θ̂(ϵ1; ϵ2) = PH1Q
1

ϵ1 −QHQ
QΘQ

1

ϵ2 −QHQ
QH1P ,

and of their derivatives calculated in ϵ = ϵ0, ϵ0 being the
eigenvalue of the degenerate unperturbed Hamiltonian
H0:

Θ̂m =
1

m!

dmΘ̂(ϵ)

dϵm

∣∣∣∣
ϵ=ϵ0

,

Θ̂mn =
1

m!n!

dm

dϵm1

dn

dϵn2
Θ̂(ϵ1; ϵ2)

∣∣∣∣
ϵ1=ϵ0,ϵ2=ϵ0

Then, a series of operators χn is calculated:



7

χ0 = (Θ̂0 + h.c.) + Θ̂00 , (30)

χ1 = (Θ̂1Q̂+ h.c.) + (Θ̂01Q̂+ h.c.) ,

χ2 = (Θ̂1Q̂1Q̂+ h.c.) + (Θ̂2Q̂Q̂+ h.c.) +

(Θ̂02Q̂Q̂+ h.c.) + Q̂Θ̂11Q̂ . (31)

· · ·

At the end, Θeff is written in the following form:

Θeff = HeffQ̂
−1(χ0 + χ1 + χ2 + · · · ) , (32)

the χn series being arrested in our calculations at n =
2, and the Θ̂ function expanded up to third order in
perturbation theory.

In Refs. [8, 11, 50] we have tackled the issue of the
convergence of the χn series and of the perturbative ex-
pansion of the Θ̂ box, showing the robustness of such a
procedure.

It is worth to point out that, even if the decay oper-
ator has a one-body structure, the shell-model effective
operator has many-body components which account for
a number of valence of nucleons larger than one [11, 47].
As a matter of fact, the fourth-forbidden β decay of
115In into 115Sn involves 37 valence nucleons outside the
doubly-magic 78Ni, then for such a process Θeff should
contain contributions up to a 37-body term.

The shell-model code KSHELL can employ transition
operators with a one- and two-body components [30],
then for the calculation of β-decay effective operators we
include just the leading terms of these many-body con-
tributions in the perturbative expansion of the Θ̂ box,
namely the second-order two-body diagrams (a) and (b),
that are reported in Fig. 1.

(a)

c d

m

p

a b

**

a b

c d

h

(b)

FIG. 1. Second-order two-body diagrams which are included
in the perturbative expansion of Θeff . The dashed line indi-
cates the bare second- and fourth-forbidden β-decay operators
Θ, the wavy line the two-body potential Vlow-k. For the sake
of simplicity, for each topology only one of the diagrams which
correspond to the permutation of the external lines has been
drawn.

The two topologies of second-order connected two-
valence-nucleon diagrams (a) and (b) accounts for the
so-called “blocking effect”, which is necessary to consider
the Pauli exclusion principle in systems with more than

one valence nucleon [49], if the transition operator has a
one-body structure. It is worth to point out that these
two-body contributions to the effective decay operators
mirror the role of induced three-body forces in the calcu-
lation of the Q̂ box, which we have introduced in section
IIA.
In the present work, the decay operators Θ are the

one-body electric-quadrupole E2 transition qp,nr
2Y 2

m(r̂)
– the charge qp,n being e for protons and 0 for neutrons
–, as well as the one-body second- and fourth-forbidden
β-decay operators, as introduced in Sec. II B.

III. RESULTS

In this section we present the results of our SM cal-
culations. First, we compare theoretical and experimen-
tal low-energy spectroscopic properties of the parent and
daughter nuclei under investigation, namely 94Nb, 94Mo,
99Tc, 99Ru, 113Cd, 113In, 115In and 115Sn. Successively,
we focus to study β-decay properties between the ground
states (g.s.) of these nuclei.
We point out that, rather than compare the experi-

mental and calculated half-lives, we consider the quantity
logft to describe the strength of a β-transition. This is
defined as the logarithm of

ft =
κ

C̃

∫ w0

1

pewe(w0 − we)
2F (Z,we)dwe . (33)

It is worth to stress again that all the calculations have
been performed without any empirical renormalization of
Heff , as well as without resorting to quenching factors of
the axial constant gA.

A. Spectroscopy

In Table I we compare the low-energy spectra of the
nuclei under investigation.
The calculated energy levels are in reasonable agree-

ment with the corresponding experimental states with
a few exceptions, while the comparison between theory
and experiment for the observed B(E2) (Table II) is less
satisfactory for some transitions. In fact, except for the
99Tc, almost all the other calculated B(E2)s underesti-
mate the experimental ones.
Here, it is worth to notice that a sound shell-model

description of these nuclei is not an easy task for differ-
ent reasons, especially in a parameter free calculation.
In fact, we start from a 78Ni core, and, therefore, the
number of valence particle is sizeable, ranging from 16
to 37. Then, the inclusion of the contributions from
three-body diagrams is only the leading order of many-
body contributions, whose role grows when increasing
the number of valence nucleons. Besides this, Cd, In
and Sn isotopes are at the limit of the proton configura-
tion space and, therefore, Z = 50 cross-shell excitations
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TABLE I. Theoretical versus experimental low-energy levels
of the nuclei under investigation.

Jπ Eth (MeV) EExp (MeV)
94Nb 6+ 0.000 0.000

3+ 0.014 0.041

4+ 0.014 0.058

7+ 0.017 0.079
94Mo 0+ 0.000 0.000

2+ 0.836 0.871

4+ 1.450 1.574
99Tc 9

2

+
0.000 0.000

7
2

+
0.140 0.140

1
2

−
0.794 0.143

5
2

+
0.812 0.181

99Ru 5
2

+
0.000 0.000

3
2

+
0.343 0.096

3
2

+
0.433 0.321

7
2

+
0.588 0.341

113Cd 1
2

+
0.000 0.000

11
2

−
0.069 0.263

3
2

+
0.019 0.299

5
2

+
0.401 0.316

113In 9
2

+
0.000 0.000

1
2

−
1.375 0.392

3
2

−
1.613 0.646

5
2

+
1.270 1.024

115In 9
2

+
0.000 0.000

1
2

−
1.196 0.336

3
2

−
1.445 0.597

3
2

+
2.444 0.828

115Sn 1
2

+
0.068 0.000

3
2

+
0.000 0.497

7
2

+
0.233 0.612

11
2

−
0.396 0.713

may play a relevant role in the renormalization of the
electric-quadrupole transition operator [52, 53]. Actu-
ally, the enlargement of the proton model space, in order
to account explicitly for such excitations, is out of the
present computational resources since the dimensions of
the Hamiltonians to be diagonalized could reach ≈ 1013.

B. Forbidden β decays of 94Nb, 99Tc, 113Cd, and
115In

We focus now on the properties of the β decay between
ground states, and it is important to start by discussing
the relevance of the CVC relations (See Eq. 28) in deter-
mining the relativistic form factors.

As shown in Table III, in the case of 94Nb,
99Tc second-forbidden β decays, the relativistic form

TABLE II. Theoretical versus experimental [51] low-energy
B(E2) transition strengths, in W.u., of the nuclei under in-
vestigation.

Nucleus Ji → Jf Theory Experiment
94Mo 2+ → 0+ 7.9 26 (4)

4+ → 2+ 7.7 16.0 (4)
99Tc 7

2

+ → 9
2

+
21 30 (19)

5
2

+ → 9
2

+
10.3 15.1 (5)

99Ru 3
2

+ → 5
2

+
7.4 50.1 (10)

113Cd 3
2

+ → 1
2

+
2 20 (8)

5
2

+ → 1
2

+
7.0 0.372 (25)

113In 5
2

+ → 9
2

+
7.2 3.9 (4)

115In 1
2

+ → 3
2

+
17 121 (23)

115Sn 3
2

+ → 1
2

+
0.1 2.1 (6)

7
2

+ → 3
2

+
0.010 0.130 (4)

factors V F211 obtained using the bare operator is zero
since the SPMEs of the corresponding operator (Eq. 24)
are identically zero in the model space. Even though the
renormalization procedure gives SPMEs different from
zero, the value of the V F211 form factors calculated us-
ing the effective operator has an opposite sign, and it is a
factor two smaller than the form factor obtained by using
the CVC relation (V FCV C

211 ).

TABLE III. 99Tc, 113Cd, and 115In β decay relativistic form
factors determined with and without resorting to the CVC
relations, and the non-relativistic form factors connected with
the relativistic ones by CVC. The values are in adimensional
units.

94Nb Bare Effective
V F211 0.000 0.009

V FCV C
211 -0.031 -0.016

V F220 0.304 0.164
99Tc Bare Effective
V F211 0.000 0.008

V FCV C
211 -0.030 -0.017

V F220 0.286 0.161
113Cd Bare Effective
V F431 0.0003 -0.008

V FCV C
431 0.032 0.015

V F440 -0.521 -0.237
115In Bare Effective
V F431 -0.0004 -0.009

V FCV C
431 0.031 0.017

V F440 -0.473 -0.267

As regards the fourth-forbidden form factors of 113Cd,
it is interesting to note that, in this case, the bare value
of the relativistic form factor V F431 has the same sign of
V FCV C

431 , but it is two order of magnitude smaller. The
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effect of the renormalization is remarkable, but, as it hap-
pens for the relativistic form factor of the 94Nb, 99Tc de-
cays, the final result again has an opposite sign and is a
factor two smaller with respect to the one calculated with
the form factor V FCV C

431 .
The same considerations may be drawn for 115In, ex-

cept that, using the bare operator, the sign of V F431 form
factor is not consistent with the one obtained with the
V FCV C

431 one.
These results point out to a problem in determining the

relativistic form factors within the non-relativistic reduc-
tion of the Dirac equation for the nuclei under investiga-
tions. On the above grounds, in the following calculation
of the β decay properties we use the CVC relations for
the relativistic form factors.

TABLE IV. Theoretical and experimental logft values. Data
are taken from Ref. [51].

Bare Effective Exp.
94Nb 11.30 11.58 11.95 (7)
99Tc 11.580 11.876 12.325 (12)
113Cd 21.902 22.493 23.127 (14)
115In 21.22 21.64 22.53 (3)

We start the discussion of our results from the com-
parison between our calculated values of the logfts and
the experimental ones, as they are reported in Table IV.
There, we have reported the logfts obtained using both
the bare second- and fourth-forbidden β-decay operators
and the effective ones. It is worth stressing again that, as
we have reported in Sec. II C, our SM effective operators
consists of one- and two-body components.

As can be seen, the results that are obtained by em-
ploying the bare β-decay operators underestimate the
experimental logfts, a result that is consistent with the
general consideration that nuclear models, which operate
truncation of the Hilbert space of the single-nucleon con-
figurations, require the introduction of a quenching factor
q in order to reproduce the experimental half-lives for al-
lowed β-decay transitions (see for example Refs. [1, 2]).

On the other hand, the calculations employing the SM
effective operators provide results that substantially re-
cover the gap with respect to the experimental logfts, a
result that is consistent with our previous studies of the
allowed β-decay within the realistic shell model [7–10].

In order to discuss the role of the renormalization of the
β-decay operator on the calculation of the shape of for-
bidden β-decay energy spectra, we evaluate the quench-
ing factors that are needed to tune the axial coupling
constant gA in order to obtain the same results we have
obtained for the logfts by employing the SM effective
operators. Using Eq. (7), we obtain that the quenching
factors that reproduce the values in column “Effective”
in Table IV are q = 0.27, 0,50, 0.22, and 0.41 for 94Nb,
99Tc, 113Cd, and 115In decays, respectively.
In Fig. 2, the calculated and experimental normalized

spectra of the second-forbidden and fourth-forbidden de-
cays, that are under our present investigation, are re-
ported. The available data are drawn, with the corre-
sponding errors, using red dots. It should be noted that
the energy spectra are normalized in the energy region of
the available data, and that those for 99Tc decay have
been extracted from Fig. (5) in Ref. [41]. Moreover, the
experimental spectra of 99Tc and 113Cd are obtained
after an unfolding procedure which takes into account
the detector response function, as discussed in Ref. [54]
and Refs. [41, 55], respectively. Conversely, in the energy
spectrum of 115In the detector response is not decoupled,
leading to a more difficult direct comparison. However,
according to the results presented in Refs. [20, 56], the
detector response effects are expected to be small and, in
any case, not significant for our purposes.
As regards 94Nb decay, there are no experimental re-

sults, at present, and they are normalized in the full range
of the kinetic-energy interval.
The calculated values are labelled and drawn as fol-

lows:

(I) the calculated values, obtained using the bare op-
erators, follow the dashed blue line;

(II) the spectra calculated using the SM effective oper-
ators are drawn with a continuous black line;

(III) finally, we report also the results coming out by
using the bare operator, but quenching the axial
coupling constant gA with the q factors that repro-
duce the theoretical logfts using the effective decay
operators.

From the inspection of Fig. 2, we can clearly assert
that the theoretical energy spectra, calculated employ-
ing the bare and the effective β-decay operators, are in a
very good agreement with the corresponding experimen-
tal shapes [20, 41, 54, 57], for the forbidden β-decays of
99Tc, 113Cd, and 115In. Moreover, all of them exhibit
a small sensitivity to the renormalization of the β-decay
operators, with small differences appearing only at low
energy for all the decays (⪅ 100 keV).
As regards the energy spectra obtained with the bare

operator and quenching gA, we see that they show a
pronounced disagreement with the experimental shapes,
for 99Tc, 113Cd, and 115In, mostly in the low- and
intermediate-energy intervals.
These results lead us to two main conclusions.
First, the calculated shapes of the normalized energy

spectra are substantially insensitive to the renormaliza-
tion of the forbidden β-decay operator by way of many-
body perturbation theory, that is our approach to realis-
tic shell model, and are in a good agreement with current
data.
Second, it seems that the mere renormalization of the

axial coupling constant gA by a quenching factor q makes
it difficult to provide simultaneously better logfts and
shapes of the energy spectra which reproduce the ob-
served behavior.
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FIG. 2. Theoretical and experimental normalized β-spectra of 94Nb (a), 99Tc (b),113Cd (c) and 115In (d) as a function
of the electron kinetic energy Te. The theoretical spectra are calculated with the bare operator (blue dashed line), the SM
effective operator (continuous black line), and using the quenching factors for gA extracted from Eq. (34) (green dashed line)
(see text for details). The red dots corresponds to experimental values, where they are available [20, 41, 54, 57].

It is worth mentioning that in Refs. [13, 41, 58] the au-
thors carried out a study of the sensitivity of their calcu-
lated spectra upon the renormalization of the axial cou-
pling constant, and they found a noticeable dependence
of their results on the choice of the quenching factor q.
Now, in order to reach a better insight of the results, we

analyze the different components of the shape factor de-
fined in Eq. (7). This factor can be divided in three com-
ponents, the vector, axial and vector-axial terms, namely

C(we) = CV (we) + CA(we) + CV A(we), (34)

where CV contains the coupling constant g2V , CA contains
g2A and CV A contains gV · gA.

The integrated shape functions C̃k are reported in Ta-
ble V, as well as the total value C̃ (see Eq.(7)) for all the
decays under investigation. As can be seen, at variance
with what was observed in Ref. [14], for all the decays

C̃V A is positive and therefore it is summed in phase with
the vector and axial components.

Actually, such a result is a consequence of the CVC
theory, since if we do not use the CVC relations to deter-
mine the relativistic form factor, the mixed terms C̃V A

for the cases under investigation become negative, and

very close in absolute value to the sum of the correspon-
dent vector and axial components. This is similar to the
results reported in Ref. [14], and such a feature highlights
the relevance of this form factor, as it was also discussed
in other papers [34, 36, 39–41].

Even though it is small compared to the other form fac-
tors, the relativistic one is relevant do determine C(we),
and, therefore, shapes and half-lives, since, at variance
with non-relativistic form factors, it enters the quantity
MK(ke, kν) of Eq. (9) without any suppression coeffi-
cient (for the explicit expression of MK(ke, kν) see Table
4 in Ref. [33]).

The positive values of C̃V A explain the stability of the
shape with respect to the renormalization of the decay
operators. In fact, without using the CVC relations, as
a consequence of the delicate balance of the vector, ax-
ial and vector-axial terms, it is obtained a shape of the
energy spectrum that is very sensitive to the renormal-
ization procedure.
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TABLE V. Integrated shape functions C̃ of the studied transitions and their vector C̃V , axial-vector C̃A, and mixed components
C̃V A.

Parent Op C̃V C̃A C̃V A C̃
94Nb Bare 5.44× 10−9 1.23× 10−8 1.34× 10−8 3.11× 10−8

Effective 1.40× 10−9 9.07× 10−9 5.72× 10−9 1.62× 10−8

99Tc Bare 3.10× 10−9 5.90× 10−9 7.15× 10−9 1.61× 10−8

Effective 8.82× 10−10 4.14× 10−9 3.14× 10−9 8.17× 10−9

113Cd Bare 1.19× 10−19 3.72× 10−19 2.80× 10−19 7.70× 10−19

Effective 2.14× 10−20 1.14× 10−19 6.20× 10−20 1.98× 10−19

115In Bare 6.14× 10−19 1.93× 10−18 1.15× 10−18 3.69× 10−18

Effective 1.75× 10−19 8.68× 10−19 3.72× 10−19 1.42× 10−18

IV. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

This work is the first attempt to describe the features
of forbidden β-decays within the framework of the real-
istic shell model, without resorting to any phenomeno-
logical quenching factor for the axial and vector coupling
constants.

Such a study represents not only a validation of our
theoretical framework to assess the reliability to predict
0νββ nuclear matrix elements [11], but can give also use-
ful information for the recent experimental studies of the
electron energy spectra of forbidden β-decays.
First, we have verified the ability of our effective

Hamiltonian and transition operators by comparing
the calculated low-energy spectra and E2 transition
strengths of parent and daughter nuclei, involved in the
forbidden β-decays under consideration, with their ex-
perimental counterparts. The comparison of the spectro-
scopic data with the corresponding experimental ones is
quite satisfactory, especially if we consider the large num-
ber of valence particles – ranging from 16 to 37 –, which
characterizes the nuclear system we have investigated.

Then, we have calculated both the half-lives and the
energy spectra of the emitted electrons of the second-
forbidden β-decay of 94Nb and 99Tc, and the fourth-
forbidden β-decay of 113Cd and 115In.

As regards the outcome of our calculation of the prop-
erties of the forbidden β-decay processes under investi-
gation, the results may be outlined as follows:

• The exam of the theoretical logfts and the exper-
imental ones shows that the results that are ob-
tained with bare operators always underestimate
the data, a feature that is resembling the problem
of the quenching of gA in the allowed β-decay tran-
sitions. The theory moves towards experiment by
employing the theoretical effective operators, as ex-
pected.

• Starting from the wave functions that are obtained
through the diagonalization of our Heff , the shape
of the calculated energy spectra is rather insensi-
tive to the choice of the β-decay operator, bare or

effective, and in both cases the reproduction of the
observed normalized energy spectra is more than
satisfactory.

• The latter result seems to be unrelated to the con-
siderations about the calculated logfts, and the
comparison with data. In fact, using the bare op-
erator, but introducing a quenching factor of the
axial constant to improve the reproduction of the
experimental logfts, it results in a distortion of the
shape of the energy spectra, that affects the agree-
ment with the observed ones.

Wrapping up the results we have obtained, we may say
that the goal to obtain, on the same footing, a better
reproduction of half-lives and the shape of the energy
spectrum of the emitted electrons in forbidden β decays,
by employing effective decay operators, is a delicate mat-
ter. As it has been mentioned in Sec. III B, such an is-
sue was met also in other studies [13, 41, 58], where the
authors showed that, without a renormalization of the β-
decay operator that is framed in the many-body theory,
the reproduction of the observed properties of forbidden
β decays cannot rely only on the quenching of gA, and
other empirical parameters should be considered.
It is worth pointing out that such an issue does not

emerge in the study of allowed β decays, since the cal-
culated energy spectrum does not depend on the nuclear
matrix element of the electroweak currents, and the most
relevant observable to be tested is the half-life.
Our considerations lead to suggest that the study of

forbidden β-decay processes could be a valuable tool to
refine the theoretical knowledge of the renormalization of
transition operators, and to rule out models that could
be not reliable to predict the value of nuclear matrix ele-
ments for decays, such as in the case of the 0νββ decay.
On the above grounds, we plan to extend the present

work by studying forbidden β decays in other mass re-
gions, close to nuclei that are candidates for detecting
the 0νββ decay. Another interesting subject could be to
tackle the forbidden β-decay problem starting from the
derivation of electroweak currents by way of the chiral
perturbation theory, which represent the new frontier to
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frame the nuclear many-body problem within its under-
lying fundamental theory – the QCD –, and it is currently
employed to investigate GT transitions with different nu-
clear approaches [10, 59–64].
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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. [1].

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 herein emphasize Tom’s major contributions to neutrino physics. First
and foremost, Tom’s research was vital for interpreting data from GeV-energy
neutrino experiments using the atmospheric beam, such as IMB, Kamioka, and
its next-generation successor, Super-Kamiokande. Tom provided calculations of
atmospheric neutrino production that were important in establishing neutrino
oscillations. With the discovery of nonvanishing neutrino masses that cannot
be accommodated within the symmetries of the Standard Model, particle as-
trophysics made its first impactful contribution to particle physics in the era
of accelerators and colliders. We will subsequently turn to Tom’s major role in
launching neutrino astronomy by detailed modeling of the atmospheric back-
grounds, by constructing surface detectors, and by providing leadership in the
construction and operation of the IceCube experiment.

1. Hadronic Interactions

The importance of modeling hadronic interactions for high-energy astro-
physics is easy to understand: the highest energy cosmic rays are protons and
nuclei that can initiate hadronic interactions when they interact with ordinary
matter and, in some astrophysical environments, with radiation fields. These
interactions generate an ensemble of secondaries, and the problem is to describe
with sufficient precision the multiplicity, composition, and energy spectra of
these secondary particles. One motivation is to accurately describe the devel-
opment of the extensive air showers generated by high-energy cosmic rays in
the Earth’s atmosphere. This is necessary to allow for the reconstruction of the
energy and mass number of the parent particles from the observations of air
shower detectors on the ground. The description of hadronic interactions is also
necessary to compute the inclusive spectra of gamma rays and neutrinos, gen-
erated when beams of cosmic ray particles interact with some target material.
This is required to evaluate the fluxes of atmospheric neutrinos generated by
cosmic rays interacting in the Earth’s atmosphere, and to calculate the fluxes
of gamma rays and neutrinos produced in astrophysical sources, for instance,
when freshly accelerated particles interact with matter inside or near a source
that generates cosmic rays.

It is now universally accepted that, at a fundamental level, hadronic inter-
actions are described by Quantum Chromo Dynamics (QCD), a gauge theory
formulated in terms of quark and gluon fields. QCD theory is asymptotically
free, and therefore it is possible to accurately compute “hard processes,” such
as high p⊥ gluon-gluon scattering and heavy quark or Higgs boson production;
however, we are not able to compute from first principles the cross sections and
the properties of the multiparticle final states for the “soft processes” that ac-
count for most of the interactions. For cosmic ray physics, QCD remains “the
dark side of the Standard Model.”

Tom Gaisser worked on the description of hadronic interactions and their
relation to cosmic ray studies during his entire scientific life, making several
important contributions. He also played a crucial role in making the commu-
nity of cosmic ray physicists aware of the critical importance of the question.

2



Examples of these studies include the calculation of the atmospheric neutrino
fluxes from a knowledge of the primary cosmic ray spectra at Earth, the study
of the propagation of cosmic rays in the Galaxy via observations of secondaries
such as positrons and antiprotons [2] generated by inelastic collisions in inter-
stellar space, and the modeling of air showers, providing the tools to determine
the properties of cosmic rays [3]. These problems span a very broad range of
center of mass energies, and in many cases uncertainties in the modeling of the
hadronic interactions represent the dominant source of systematic errors on the
results.

Since we are not able to calculate the properties of hadronic interactions
from first principles, they must be inferred from data obtained from experi-
ments performed at accelerators, using as a guide a variety of phenomenological
techniques. In many cases, this requires challenging extrapolations to higher en-
ergies from the kinematical range covered by the accelerator experiments. Tom
was a master in this art.

The flow of information may also run in the opposite direction, that is, using
cosmic ray observations to obtain information on the properties of hadronic
interactions. In fact, today the cosmic ray spectra extend to energies that
are above those accessible to the highest energy man-made accelerators. As an
illustration, the collisions of a 1020 eV proton with a nucleon at rest corresponds
to a c.m. energy of 433 TeV, more than thirty times the maximum energy
(13.6 TeV) of the LHC. Tom explored this opportunity in several of his papers.

Examples of both approaches include two papers about the behavior of the
proton-air cross section with energy. In the 1970s, experiments at the CERN
ISR collider demonstrated that the pp cross section grows with energy. This
result is obviously relevant for the interpretation of air shower experiments, and
Tom promptly wrote papers [4, 5] that discussed the implications of the ISR
results for the determination of the cosmic ray energy spectrum. In collaboration
with Gaurang Yodh, Tom also discussed how the energy dependence of the p–air
cross section could be inferred from cosmic ray observations [6]. Note that the
program to evaluate the p–air and the pp cross sections at super-LHC-energy
is currently pursued by air shower experiments, in particular at the highest
energies by the Pierre Auger Observatory [7] and the Telescope Array[8].

Another example of the use of air shower observations to infer the prop-
erties of hadronic interactions is the estimate of the size of Feynman scaling
violations. In 1969, Richard Feynman [9] proposed a scaling law for the longi-
tudinal momentum distribution of the mesons created in high-energy inelastic
interactions, referred to as “Feynman scaling.” It allows for the extrapolation of
accelerator data to arbitrarily high energy, and it therefore has very important
implications for cosmic ray studies. However, it was soon understood, including
by Feynman himself [9], that this scaling is violated. A paper by Gaisser and
Maurer [10] discussed how air shower observations indicated that the multiplic-
ity of secondaries in hadronic collisions was indeed growing more rapidly than
the logarithmic behavior predicted by Feynman scaling.

In 1980, Tom, together with Gaurang Yodh, wrote an influential review [11]
summarizing the status of the problem of modeling hadronic interactions for
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cosmic ray studies. It remains today an authoritative source discussing the
systematic uncertainties in interpreting air shower experiments. Tom Gaisser
pursued these studies for the following four decades. A major “product” of these
studies has been the development of detailed Monte Carlo codes for the simula-
tion of hadronic collisions and the development of air showers. The importance
of these computer codes has been recognized for decades because a meaningful
comparison of the results of different experiments requires the use of the same
Monte Carlo codes for the simulation of air showers. This task became easier
with the development in the 1990s of CORSIKA [12] a Monte Carlo code for
air shower simulation intended for general use that also includes the possibility
to use different hadronic interaction models.

Tom Gaisser and his collaborators played an important role in supporting
and stimulating these developments, including by constructing and developing
the SIBYLL model [13, 14, 15, 16]. This (open source) code was made public,
included in CORSIKA air shower Monte Carlo program, and has been exten-
sively used for the interpretation of air shower observations in a broad energy
range that extends from 1012 to 1020 eV. The Monte Carlo codes developed for
cosmic rays studies are complementary to those developed for accelerators stud-
ies in the sense that their emphasis is not on the small part of the cross section
where hard parton-parton scattering occurs but focused on the “minimum bias”
interactions, with special attention to the forward fragmentation region that is
most important for shower development.

2. Atmospheric Neutrinos

The study of atmospheric neutrinos has been a topic of great importance in
Tom Gaisser’s research, and it is in this field that he made some of his most
important scientific contributions.

Atmospheric neutrinos are created in the weak decays of secondary particles
produced by cosmic rays in the Earth’s atmosphere. The main channel of atmo-
spheric neutrino production is the chain decay of charged pions: π+ → µ+ νµ
followed by µ+ → e+ νe νµ, and the charge conjugate mode. Subdominant
contributions at the level of 10–20% are generated by the production and decay
of kaons, in modes such as K+ → π0 + e+ + νe or KL → π± + e∓ + νe(νe).

The existence of atmospheric neutrinos had been anticipated during the
extraordinary, one could say “heroic,” decade (1937–1947) of studies of cosmic
ray radiation that saw the discovery of the muon and the charged pions and
the observation of their decay modes. By the end of the 1940s, the study of
cosmic ray interactions had established that they were a source of large fluxes
of neutrinos, and the main channels of atmospheric neutrino production had
been identified. The detection of this flux appeared to be very challenging,
but this did not discourage physicists to investigate methods to detect it. Two
experiments located in deep mines in India and South Africa [17, 18] obtained
the first direct observations of the flux of atmospheric νµ and νµ by detecting the
muons generated by the charged current interactions of atmospheric neutrinos
in the rock surrounding the detector. The long range of the secondary muons
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allows the use of a large volume of rock as target for the neutrino interactions,
increasing significantly the event rate relative to events where the neutrinos
interact inside the detection volume.

The development of Grand Unified Theories in the 1970s [19, 20, 21], along
with their fascinating prediction of proton decay with a lifetime possibly observ-
able by ambitious but realistic projects [22], stimulated the design and construc-
tion of very large mass underground detectors. These were also perfectly suited
to study the interactions of atmospheric neutrinos in the GeV-energy range.
This energy range, unfortunately in the vicinity of the proton mass, is in fact
where, folding a rapidly falling neutrino spectrum with a cross section growing
with energy, atmospheric neutrino interactions are most frequent and become
a background in the search for proton decay. The calculation of atmospheric
neutrino fluxes thus became a critical task. From the beginning, Tom Gaisser
became a pioneer and a leader in these studies, constantly refining the modeling
over several decades [23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31].

The task of predicting atmospheric neutrino fluxes acquired a greater im-
portance when observations suggested the possibility that these fluxes may be
modified by flavor oscillations. Confronting precise predictions that did not in-
clude oscillations with the data became essential to establish the existence of
this new phenomenon.

The first method for estimating the atmospheric neutrino flux was to derive
the flux directly from the measured muon flux. The µ and ν fluxes are related
because they are generated in the decay of the same parent particles. However,
this approach has its limits, as muons are unstable, with a lifetime of 2.2 µs
corresponding to a decay length ℓµ ≃ 6.2 EGeV km. Because the atmosphere
has a thickness on the order of 20 km, this implies that only muons with en-
ergies exceeding a few GeV reach the ground before decay, while lower-energy
muons will decay before reaching the ground. It is relatively straightforward to
extrapolate from the muon spectrum to the spectrum of (νµ + νµ) for energies
E & 10 GeV, because each µ± is accompanied by a νµ(νµ) created in the same
π± decay. On the other hand, the method has limited validity for the lower
energies that are relevant for estimating the p-decay background. The “corre-
sponding” muons decay in air. The extrapolation method is also not viable for
estimating the νe and νe fluxes.

The method followed by Tom Gaisser to estimate the atmospheric neutrino
fluxes was to perform a “direct calculation,” starting from measurements of
the primary cosmic ray flux and calculating the neutrino flux produced dur-
ing shower development. Such a direct calculation of the atmospheric neutrino
fluxes as a function of flavor, energy, and direction is based on the following
elements: (a) a description of the primary cosmic ray fluxes, (b) a model for
the hadronic interactions of relativistic protons and nuclei with the oxygen and
nitrogen nuclei in the air, (c) the description of the weak decays of the unsta-
ble parent particles produced in these interactions, µ±, π±, K±, . . ., and (d) a
calculation scheme to put together the elements listed above. In addition, the
calculation of the observable neutrino event rates requires a precise description
of the neutrino cross section. Tom Gaisser developed all of the above elements of
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the atmospheric neutrino calculations. The description of the initial cosmic ray
spectra, their energy dependence, and mass composition is obviously a funda-
mental problem for cosmic ray astrophysics, and Tom had studied this problem
extensively. Also, as previously discussed, the modeling of hadronic interactions
is a topic of great importance not only for the physics of atmospheric neutrinos,
but also in a wide range of problems in high-energy astrophysics, and was always
central in Tom’s research.

Additionally, Tom and his collaborators were the first [24] to include muon
polarization in the decay chains that generate the neutrinos. Polarization con-
tributes non-negligible corrections that had been overlooked in the first calcu-
lations of the atmospheric neutrino fluxes.

Where observations of the neutrino flux are concerned, the description of
the neutrino-nucleon cross sections, especially at the lower energies, is a non-
trivial problem to which Tom contributed [32]. It is still a source of systematic
uncertainties for long baseline neutrino experiments today.

Different computational methods were used to obtain the atmospheric neu-
trino fluxes. Tom preferred to use semi-analytic methods [28] that allow for a
good understanding of the results and their systematic uncertainties, but the na-
ture of the problem, eventually, required performing very detailed Monte Carlo
calculations. The calculations of the atmospheric neutrino flux performed be-
fore 1999 made the simplifying assumption that the neutrino is collinear with
the parent particle. In a Monte Carlo calculation, this can be implemented by
rotating the 3-momenta of particles in the final state of an interaction (or decay)
to align them to the momentum of the projectile (parent) particle. The use of
this approximation allows saving a very large factor in computation time. A
fully 3D Monte Carlo calculation is very inefficient, because only a small fraction
of the neutrinos arrives close to the detector.

In the end, the availability of modern computers made a 3D calculation
possible. The first study [33] was performed using the Fluka Monte Carlo code,
showing that the 3D effects can be significant when the average angle between
the neutrinos and the primary particle is large (as also discussed in Ref. [34]).
Soon afterward, Tom and his collaborators [30] obtained detailed predictions,
which also included a 3D treatment that is significant at low energy (E .

1 GeV).
The large mass detectors designed to search for proton decay, soon observed

neutrino interactions inside the detector’s fiducial volume. In 1986, two water
Cherenkov detectors, IMB [35] and Kamiokande [36], observed the first hints
of an “anomaly” in the µ/e flavor ratio for contained events. The “anomaly”
turned into a “hint for oscillations” when the Kamiokande collaboration released
additional data [37, 38] with larger exposures, which strengthened the case for
the flavor oscillations. The “hint” became “evidence” for oscillations when the
new Super-Kamiokande experiment released its first 1.5 years of data with a
33-kton-yrs exposure at the Neutrino’98 conference in Toyama [39, 40]. The
improved significance resulted not only from smaller statistical errors but also
from the broader range in energy that the larger exposure made possible. This
exposed the characteristic dependence of the neutrino pathlength and energy
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expected for flavor oscillations. Additional support for the flavor oscillation
hypothesis emerged from the study of the zenith angle dependence of upgo-
ing muons from the decay of neutrinos of muon flavor, a result independently
confirmed by MACRO [41].

The 2015 Nobel Prize in Physics was awarded to the spokesperson of the
Super-Kamiokande experiment, Takaaki Kajita, and to Arthur McDonald, the
spokesperson of the SNO solar neutrino detector, “for the discovery of neu-
trino oscillations, which shows that neutrinos have mass.” The discovery over
the 1986–1998 period that flavor oscillations distort the spectra of atmospheric
neutrinos is a fascinating and very instructive example of the “process of dis-
covery.” While the experimentalists obtained measurements with decreasing
statistical and systematic errors, the theoretical predictions were constantly
refined, with Tom playing an essential role. The most accurate and better-
controlled predictions used in the interpretation of the data of the experiments
were obtained by Tom and his collaborators, the “Bartol model,” and by a
Japanese group originally formed by Kajita together with Honda, Kasahara,
and Midorikawa [42, 43]. An authoritative review of the subject was written by
Tom, together with Morihiro Honda [44].

The calculation of the atmospheric neutrino flux at very high energy (from
E & 10 TeV up to several PeV) is important also because in this energy range the
atmospheric flux is the foreground to the emerging signal of neutrinos emitted
by astrophysical sources (that have a harder energy spectrum).

An important source of uncertainty in this calculation is the modeling of the
spectrum and composition of the primary cosmic rays that generate the atmo-
spheric neutrinos. In the relevant energy range, the primary CR spectrum and
composition can only be measured by extensive air shower experiments, and
this results in large uncertainties (and also some discrepancies between differ-
ent measurements) because of the systematic errors associated with modeling
of hadronic cascades. The situation is particularly difficult (and interesting) be-
cause it is in this range that the all–particle CR spectrum exhibits the softening
feature known as the “knee,” where the composition is also rapidly changing,
and because somewhere above the “knee” one also expects the transition from a
CR flux generated by Galactic sources to a flux dominated by the extragalactic
contribution.

Modeling the CR spectra and composition at very high energy was therefore
a very important subject of study for Tom Gaisser, in part because of its rel-
evance in the construction of precise predictions for the atmospheric neutrino
fluxes and because of its fundamental significance for cosmic ray astrophysics.

The studies by Tom on this problem resulted in publication of several parametriza-
tions of the CR spectra at very high energy (from 1014 to 1020 eV) obtained
from an analysis of all existing measurements (combined, taking into account
their systematic uncertainties), and using functional forms motivated by physi-
cal ideas about the properties of CR sources. A well-known result that emerged
from these studies is the set of parametrizations of the CR spectra [45] (with
Todor Stanev and Serap Tilav as coauthors) that has been used by a large
number (several hundred) of subsequent publications.
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3. High-Energy Neutrino Astronomy

The understanding that cosmic rays may be generated in discrete astrophys-
ical sources emerged gradually, and with it the idea that sites where cosmic rays
are produced should be sources of high-energy neutrinos, generated by the same
mechanism that creates the atmospheric ν flux. These ideas made a powerful
impact on astrophysics in the 1980s because of puzzling observations of Cygnus
X-3 and the explosion of supernova SN1987A in the Large Magellanic Cloud.

Tom’s first papers on astrophysical neutrinos were inspired by the pioneering
attempt to construct the DUMAND neutrino telescope off the coast of the Big
Island of Hawaii. Using his skills as a particle physicist, he calculated the high-
energy neutrino and antineutrino cross sections [46] a decade before the “early”
papers evaluating the deep inelastic cross section for the interactions of neutrinos
in water, which we still reference today. His next paper testifies to his roots in
particle physics, with a calculation of the production of the Higgs boson in muon
number violating processes [47]. He also suggested the construction of an air
shower array near the DUMAND site [48], an idea that would be repeatedly
and very successfully implemented with the development of neutrino astronomy
in Antarctica.

The early origins of what is now referred to as particle astrophysics are
partially rooted in two momentous events: the 1978 Topical Conference on
Cosmic Rays and Particle Physics [49] and the “discovery” of gamma rays and
muons from Cygnus X-3. One year after completing the transfer of the Bartol
Institute from its location on the Swarthmore campus near Philadelphia to the
University of Delaware, Tom organized a meeting uniting cosmic ray and particle
physicists to discuss common interests. One need not be a historian to track
early initiatives in the new discipline to this gathering of minds—among the
particle physicists James Bjorken, Carlo Rubbia, David Cline, Gordon Kane,
and César Lattes, and Saburo Miyake, Kiyoshi Niu, Michael Hillas, and George
Cassidy among many others on the cosmic ray side.

In 1983, a paper by Samorski and Stamm [50] reported on “the first experi-
mental evidence for a clearly identified gamma-ray point source” obtained with
an air shower detector located in Kiel (Germany). The signal was observed
for energies in the range of 1–20 PeV (1015 eV) and from a direction consis-
tent with the position of the binary system Cygnus X-3, and it appeared to be
time-modulated with the 4.8 hours orbital period of the system.

Several decades after this publication and a sequence of other detections,
none totally compelling, observations by significantly more sensitive detectors
and analyses based on more sophisticated and robust statistical methods, we can
conclude that these experimental results were all incorrect, or perhaps associated
to a time interval where the emission from Cygnus X-3 was much more powerful
than what is observed today [51]. However, the fleeting reality of these exciting
results had a profound impact on the field of high-energy astrophysics. On the
experimental side, it stimulated the design and construction of better air shower
detectors, such as the Chicago Air Shower Array (CASA), which together with
Michigan Muon Array (MIA) operated in the 1990s, obtaining stringent limits
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on the emission from Cygnus X-3 and other possible gamma ray sources. On
the theoretical side, the observations of Cygnus X-3 stimulated more realistic
modeling of the anticipated fluxes of gamma rays and neutrinos from potential
cosmic ray sources.

In fact, for one decade, Cygnus X-3 became very much the focus of the new
discipline, drawing more particle physicists into what was referred to at the time
as non-accelerator particle physics. For astronomers, Cygnus X-3 is a high-mass
X-ray binary and one of the stronger binary X-ray sources in the sky. It is be-
lieved to be a compact object, a neutron star or black hole, in a binary system
that is pulling in a stream of gas from an ordinary star companion. For the par-
ticle physicist, it is a particle beam powered by a compact object aimed at a star
that is the target for producing gamma rays and neutrinos. With others, Tom
jumped on the fact that the observations of TeV gamma rays as well as muons,
presumably produced by neutrinos, could not be accommodated by Standard
Model physics [52]. Gamma rays can be separated in cosmic ray experiments by
the fact that they initiate a purely electromagnetic shower except for the pho-
toproduction of some pions in the development of the air shower; their decay is
the source of a small muon component. One possibility was that the abundant
production of muons required to accommodate the observations was associated
with a “new physics” TeV threshold in the photoproduction cross section, a
threshold that was anticipated by the particle community and inspired the con-
struction of the LHC. Though the evidence faded with improved measurements
and with a better understanding of statistical trials in the data analysis, the idea
nevertheless took hold that one could do particle physics and search for physics
beyond the Standard Model with experiments of modest cost at energies often
exceeding those of earthbound accelerators. In this context, Tom started to
write inspiring reviews on the prospects for neutrino astronomy, which he pre-
sented at the 2nd [53] and 6th Venice Neutrino Telescopes Workshop. These
were early versions of the 1995 Physics Reports [54], which became the most
widely cited review in the field. At this opportune time, Tom organized the
Particle Astrophysics in Antarctica Meeting at the Bartol Institute, building
on the historic role it played in Antarctic science with Martin Pomerantz [49].
The meeting transformed neutrino astronomy in Antarctica from an idea into a
project.

Then supernova 1987A exploded. Supernova 1987A and its observation by
neutrino detectors did create the realistic and much-explored opportunity to
do particle physics with the data from an astronomical source. Tom did not
pass up the opportunity [55], but he also drew attention to the fact that 1987A
might become a source of GeV-energy gamma rays and neutrinos long after it
faded [56]. Shockwaves may accelerate protons inside a young supernova shelll,
and subsequently energetic pions can be produced that decay into photons and
neutrinos of much higher energy than the deleptonization and thermal neutrinos
initially produced. Their observation will be possible when the next Galactic
supernova explodes, relying on a wealth of 21st century instrumentation. At
the time, the air shower array at the South Pole provided a unique opportunity
because of its southern location [55].
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What is missing in this narrative so far is Tom’s knack for occasionally
producing or contributing to isolated papers that are real gems. The paper
with Gary Steigman and Serap Tilav on searching for dark matter particles
trapped in the sun [57] comes to mind, as well as the papers on muon-poor
gamma ray astronomy applied to Jim Cronin’s effort to turn the CASA-MIA
air shower array in Utah into a gamma ray telescope [58]. Also, the highly
imaginative paper with Todor Stanev and David Seckel on the observation at
Earth of solar atmospheric neutrinos deserves being singled out [59]. Even today
these papers inspire active searches for high-energy neutrinos originating in the
sun with GeV energy and above. These have resulted in the best limits on
the cross section for dark matter interacting with ordinary matter via spin-
dependent interactions [60]. The search for solar “atmospheric” neutrinos is
closing in on their original predictions, while the corresponding photons have
been recently observed by the NASA Fermi satellite [61].

Starting with the early deployments of AMANDA, neutrino astronomy be-
came Tom’s focus, initially shared with his pioneering calculations of atmo-
spheric neutrino fluxes [52, 23]. For AMANDA and IceCube observations, at-
mospheric neutrinos represent both signal and background depending on the
science, and, maybe more important, they represent an opportunity to calibrate
the detectors over a wide energy range [62, 63]. Tom led the development of
the tools to evaluate the atmospheric neutrino flux, including uncertainties [64].
As a founding member of the IceCube Collaboration established in 2005, Tom
was a leader whom everyone could count on. He was gracious and provided
encouragement to many young scientists. He served the team in many ways,
including as IceCube’s spokesperson between 2007 and 2011.

Tom was the soul of IceTop, the observatory’s surface air shower array built
for calibrating IceCube but also devoted to cosmic-ray physics. Although a
theorist, Tom took on the experimental task of building IceTop with gusto and
participated in every season of IceCube’s construction. For several years he trav-
eled to Antarctica, staying there for weeks at a time to participate in building
the surface array. He delighted in the hard physical labor and the camaraderie
of everyone, including mechanics, bulldozer drivers, and technicians engaged
in the project. IceTop and IceCube mapped for the first time the cosmic-ray
anisotropy in the Southern Hemisphere and performed precision measurements
of the cosmic-ray energy spectrum from the “knee” to the “ankle” in the spec-
trum. As an IceCube member, Tom also became an ambassador of Antarctic
science in large part through a blog documenting his team’s expeditions to the
South Pole. In recognition of his work with IceCube, an area in Antarctica was
named Gaisser Valley in 2005.

Given his pioneering role, from the first SPASE air shower array deployed
at the South Pole to his leadership in IceCube from the time of construction
to its present discoveries, it is appropriate to briefly summarize IceCube’s re-
sults. In its first decade of operation, IceCube collected on the order of one
million neutrinos, mostly of atmospheric origin. Among these, it discovered
neutrinos of TeV-PeV energy originating beyond our Galaxy, providing us with
the only unobstructed view of the cosmic accelerators that power the highest
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energy radiation reaching us from the extreme universe [65]. Increasingly pre-
cise measurements of their spectrum using multiple methodologies revealed two
surprises. First, unlike the case for all wavebands of light, the contribution to
the cosmic neutrino flux from our own Galaxy is only at the 10% level [66].
Second, the expected flux of gamma rays from the decay of the neutral pions
accompanying the charged pions that decay into cosmic neutrinos exceeds the
total extragalactic flux observed by gamma ray detectors. It implies that the
targets in which the cosmic accelerators produce neutrinos are opaque to gamma
rays. This has been confirmed by the identification of the first neutrino sources.

The self-veto of atmospheric muon neutrinos has been a critical tool for iden-
tifying cosmic neutrinos in the overwhelming atmospheric neutrino background.
The latter are identified by accompanying muons from the neutrino decay, or
muons produced in the same air shower as the neutrino. Even though the origi-
nal idea was not his, it represents one more example demonstrating that Tom’s
research invariably focused on the theoretical and phenomenological aspects of
the measurements that were of great interest at the time. Be it air showers,
anti-proton production and propagation, lepton fluxes (and their dependence
on the K/pi ratio, atmospheric parameters, etc.), or astrophysical neutrino and
gamma-ray fluxes, he always produced estimates that were extremely helpful
for interpreting data.

After 10 years of accumulated statistics, the active galaxy NGC 1068 has
been associated with the hottest spot in the neutrino sky map. It is also the
dominant source in a search at the positions of 110 preselected high-energy
gamma-ray sources. At the location of NGC 1068, we observe an excess of 79+22

−20

neutrinos with TeV energies [67]. Additionally, IceCube has found evidence
for the active galaxies PKS 1424+240, TXS 0506+056, and NGC 4151. TXS
0506+056 had already been identified as a neutrino source in a multimessenger
campaign triggered by a neutrino of 290 TeV energy, IC170922 [68], and by the
independent observation of a neutrino burst from this source in archival IceCube
data in 2014 [69]. The observations point to active galaxies opaque to gamma
rays, with the obscured dense cores near the supermassive black holes emerging
as the sites where neutrinos originate, typically within 10-100 Schwarzschild
radii. IceCube is thus closing in on the resolution of the century-old problem of
where cosmic rays originate.

The background of atmospheric neutrinos provides IceCube with a high-
statistic sample to study the oscillations of neutrinos. IceCube’s measurements
of the so-called atmospheric neutrino parameters have reached a precision simi-
lar to what has been achieved by accelerator experiments [70]. These measure-
ments are performed at higher energies and will be further improved after the
deployment of the IceCube Upgrade in the 1925-26 South Pole summer.

All of the important advances in particle astrophysics discussed above have
followed in large part from the foundations laid by Tom Gaisser’s work. And
for that, Tom Gaisser’s name will forever be associated with neutrino physics
that takes advantage of the atmospheric neutrino beam and with the birth of
high-energy neutrino astronomy.
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We report on a search for a resonance X decaying to a pair of muons in e+e− → µ+µ−X events
in the 0.212–9.000GeV/c2 mass range, using 178 fb−1 of data collected by the Belle II experiment at
the SuperKEKB collider at a center of mass energy of 10.58GeV. The analysis probes two different
models of X beyond the standard model: a Z′ vector boson in the Lµ −Lτ 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 fb for the Lµ−Lτ model and from 0.055 fb to 1.3 fb for the muonphilic scalar model. For masses
below 6GeV/c2, the corresponding constraints on the couplings of these processes to the standard
model range from 0.0008 to 0.039 for the Lµ−Lτ 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)µ [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 Lµ−Lτ extension of the SM and a muonphilic scalar
model.

The Lµ − Lτ extension of the SM [12–14] gauges the
difference between the muon and the τ -lepton numbers,
giving rise to a new massive, neutral vector boson, the
Z ′. Among the SM particles, this particle couples only
to µ, τ , νµ, and ντ , with a coupling constant g′. The
Z ′ could also mediate interactions between SM and dark
matter.

The muonphilic scalar S is primarily proposed as a
solution for the (g − 2)µ 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 Lµ −Lτ 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 τ+τ− [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 e+e− →
µ+µ−X, with X → µ+µ−, where X indicates Z ′ or
S. The signal signature is a narrow enhancement in the
mass distribution of oppositely charged muons M(µµ)
in e+e− → µ+µ−µ+µ− events. We use data collected by
the Belle II experiment at a center-of-mass (c.m.) energy√
s corresponding to the mass of the Υ(4S) resonance.

The Lµ − Lτ 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 massM(4µ) close to

√
s/c2, and

with negligible extra energy in the event. The dominant,
non-peaking background is the SM e+e− → µ+µ−µ+µ−

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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Figure 1: Leading-order Feynman diagram for the process
e+e− → µ+µ−X,X → µ+µ−.

Figure 2: Leading-order Feynman diagrams for the two main
contributions to the e+e− → µ+µ−µ+µ− SM background:
double photon conversion (left) and annihilation (right).

series of fits to the M(µµ) distribution, which allows an
estimate of the background directly from data.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we briefly
describe the Belle II experiment. In Sec. III we report
the datasets and the simulation used. In Sec. IV we
present the event selections. In Sec. V we describe the
signal modeling and the fit technique to extract the sig-
nal. In Sec. VI we discuss the systematic uncertainties.
In Sec. VII we describe and discuss the results. Sec. VIII
summarizes our conclusions.

II. THE BELLE II EXPERIMENT

The Belle II detector [26, 27] consists of several sub-
detectors arranged in a cylindrical structure around the
e+e− interaction point. The longitudinal direction, the
transverse plane, and the polar angle θ are defined with
respect to the detector’s cylindrical axis in the direction
of the electron beam.

Subdetectors relevant for this analysis are briefly de-
scribed here in order from innermost out; a full descrip-
tion of the detector is given in Refs. [26, 27]. The inner-
most subdetector is the vertex detector, which consists of
two inner layers of silicon pixels and four outer layers of

silicon strips. The second pixel layer was only partially
installed for the data sample we analyze, covering one
sixth of the azimuthal angle. The main tracking subde-
tector is a large helium-based small-cell drift chamber.
The relative charged-particle transverse momentum res-
olution, ∆pT

pT
, is typically 0.1%pT ⊕ 0.3%, with pT ex-

pressed in GeV/c. Outside of the drift chamber, time-of-
propagation and aerogel ring-imaging Cherenkov detec-
tors provide charged-particle identification in the barrel
and forward endcap region, respectively. An electromag-
netic calorimeter consists of a barrel and two endcaps
made of CsI(Tl) crystals: it reconstructs photons and
identifies electrons. A superconducting solenoid, situ-
ated outside of the calorimeter, provides a 1.5 T mag-
netic field. A K0

L and muon subdetector (KLM) is made
of iron plates, which serve as a magnetic flux-return yoke,
alternated with resistive-plate chambers and plastic scin-
tillators in the barrel and with plastic scintillators only
in the endcaps. In the following, quantities are defined
in the laboratory frame unless specified otherwise.

III. DATA AND SIMULATION

We use a sample of e+e− collisions produced at
c.m. energy

√
s = 10.58GeV in 2020–2021 by the Su-

perKEKB asymmetric-energy collider [28] at KEK. The
data, recorded by the Belle II detector, correspond to an
integrated luminosity of 178 fb−1 [29].

Simulated signal e+e− → µ+µ− Z ′ with Z ′ → µ+µ−

and e+e− → µ+µ− S with S → µ+µ− events are gen-
erated using MadGraph5_aMC@NLO [30] with initial-state
radiation (ISR) included [31]. Two independent sets of
Z ′ events are produced, with Z ′ masses, mZ′ , ranging
from 0.212GeV/c2 to 10GeV/c2 in steps of 250MeV/c2,
to estimate efficiencies, define selection requirements, and
develop the fit strategy, and in steps of 5MeV/c2, exclu-
sively dedicated to the training of the multivariate analy-
sis. Samples of S events are generated in 40MeV/c2 steps
for mS masses between 0.212GeV/c2 and 1GeV/c2 and
in 250MeV/c2 steps from 1GeV/c2 to 10GeV/c2.

Background processes are simulated using the fol-
lowing generators: e+e− → µ+µ−µ+µ−, e+e− →
e+e−µ+µ−, e+e− → e+e−e+e−, e+e− → µ+µ−τ+τ−

and e+e− → e+e−τ+τ−, with AAFH [32]; e+e− →
µ+µ−(γ) with KKMC [33]; e+e− → τ+τ−(γ) with KKMC
interfaced with TAUOLA [34]; e+e− → e+e−π+π− with
TREPS [35]; e+e− → π+π−(γ) with PHOKHARA [36];
e+e− → e+e−(γ) with BabaYaga@NLO [37]; e+e− →
uū, dd̄, ss̄, cc̄ with KKMC interfaced with Pythia8 [38] and
EvtGen [39] and e+e− → B0B̄0 and e+e− → B+B−

with EvtGen interfaced with Pythia8. Electromagnetic
FSR is simulated with Photos [40, 41] for processes gen-
erated with EvtGen. The AAFH generator, used for the
four-lepton processes, including the dominant e+e− →
µ+µ−µ+µ− background, does not simulate ISR effects.
This is a source of disagreement between data and sim-
ulation. Other sources of non-simulated backgrounds in-
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clude e+e− → µ+µ−π+π− and more generally e+e− →
µ+µ−h and e+e− → π+π−h, where h is typically a low-
mass hadronic system; e+e− → J/ψ π+π− with J/ψ →
µ+µ−; e+e− → ψ(2S)γ with ψ(2S) → J/ψ π+π−

and J/ψ → µ+µ−; and e+e− → Υ(nS) π+π− with
Υ(nS) → µ+µ− and n = 1, 2, 3.

The detector geometry and interactions of final-state
particles with detector material are simulated using
Geant4 [42] and the Belle II software [43, 44].

IV. SELECTIONS

The selection requirements are divided into four cat-
egories: trigger, particle identification, candidate selec-
tions, and final background suppression.

A. Trigger selections

We filter events selected by the logical OR of a three-
track trigger and a single-muon trigger. The efficiency of
both triggers is measured using a reference calorimeter-
only trigger, which requires a total energy deposit above
1GeV in the polar angle region 22◦ < θ < 128◦. We re-
quire a single electron of sufficient energy to activate the
calorimeter trigger. The three-track trigger requires the
presence of at least three tracks with 37◦ < θ < 120◦.
The efficiency of this trigger is measured in four-track
events containing at least two pions and one electron
and depends on the transverse momenta pT of the two
charged particles with lowest transverse momenta, reach-
ing a plateau close to 100% for pT above 0.5GeV/c. The
single-muon trigger is based on the association of hits in
the barrel KLM with geometrically matched tracks ex-
trapolated from the inner tracker. The efficiency of this
trigger is measured in a sample of two-track events with
one electron and one muon, mostly from the e+e− →
τ+τ− process, reaching a plateau of about 90% in the
polar angle range 51◦ < θ < 117◦. The efficiency for
events with multiple muons is computed using the single-
muon efficiency assuming no correlation. The overall
trigger efficiency is 91% for mZ′ close to the dimuon
mass, increases smoothly to a plateau close to 99% in
the mass range 2.5–8.5GeV/c2, and then drops to 89% at
10GeV/c2. It is slightly higher, 95%, for low masses in
the S case, due to the harder spectrum of the muonphilic
scalar (see Sec. IV E).

B. Particle identification

The identification of muons relies mostly on charged-
particle penetration in the KLM for momenta larger than
0.7GeV/c and on information from the drift chamber and
the calorimeter otherwise. The selection retains 93%–
99% of the muons, and rejects 80%–97% of the pions,
depending on their momenta. Electrons are identified

mostly by comparing measured momenta to the ener-
gies of the associated calorimeter deposits. Photons are
reconstructed from calorimeter energy deposits greater
than 100 MeV that are not associated with any track.
Details of particle reconstruction and identification algo-
rithms are given in Refs. [27, 45].

C. Candidate selections

We require that events have exactly four charged par-
ticles with zero net charge and invariant mass M(4µ)
between 10GeV/c2 and 11GeV/c2. To suppress back-
grounds from misreconstructed and single-beam induced
tracks, the transverse and longitudinal projections of the
distance of closest approach to the interaction point of
the tracks must be smaller than 0.5 cm and 2.0 cm, re-
spectively. At least three of the tracks must be identified
as muons. This requirement provides better performance
than requiring four identified muons or a pair of same-
sign muons. It rejects almost all backgrounds other than
e+e− → µ+µ−µ+µ−, while retaining good efficiency for
signal.

In the low-mass region below 1GeV/c2, there are resid-
ual backgrounds from e+e− → µ+µ−γ, in which the pho-
ton converts to an electron-positron pair, and e+e− →
e+e−µ+µ− events. Some of these electrons that are
misidentified as muons have low momenta, and thus do
not reach the KLM. The remaining electrons leave signals
in the KLM at the gap between the barrel and endcap
or in the gaps between adjacent modules. In this mass
region, we therefore require that no track be identified as
an electron.

To suppress radiative backgrounds and, in general,
backgrounds with neutral particles, we require that the
total energy of all photons be less than 0.4GeV. We add
an additional requirement when M(4µ) < 10.4GeV/c2,
which exploits the correlation of the invariant mass with
initial-state radiation, requiring that the total energy of
all photons be less than that expected for a single radi-
ated photon. In addition, we reject events in which the
angle in the c.m. frame between the momentum of the
four-muon system and that of the system composed of
all the photons is larger than 160◦.

At this level of the analysis, there is no a priori attempt
to select a single µ+µ− pair as a candidateX decay. Each
event includes four possible µ+µ− candidates, each with
a different dimuon mass M(µµ), causing some combina-
torial background. For each µ+µ− candidate, the pair of
the two remaining muons is labeled as the “recoil” pair.
We consider independently all the µ+µ− candidates, each
with its recoil muons.

The resulting candidate M(µµ) distribution is shown
in Fig. 3. The average data-to-simulation yield ratio is
0.76, due to the lack of ISR in the AAFH four-muon gener-
ator, in agreement with the values previously reported by
BaBar [19] and Belle [20]. The excess of the simulation
over data in the mass region below 2GeV/c2 is also due
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Figure 3: Dimuon invariant-mass distribution in data and
simulation for candidates passing all selections but the final
background suppression. Contributions from the various sim-
ulated processes are stacked. The subpanel shows the data-
to-simulation ratio.

to an overestimate of the three-track-trigger efficiency for
very low transverse-momentum tracks. Specifically, the
enhancement in the range 1–2GeV/c2 originates from the
process e+e− → µ+µ−γ with a near-beam-energy pho-
ton, followed by conversion of the photon into electron-
positron pairs in detector material. These events are al-
most entirely removed by the final background suppres-
sion. Other visible features include the unsimulated con-
tributions from the ρ, J/ψ, and Υ(1S) resonances.

D. Final background suppression

The final selection relies on a few distinctive features
that allow the discrimination of signal from background:
signal events include a µ+µ− resonance, which can be
seen both in the candidate muon pair and in the mass of
the system recoiling against the two recoil muons; the sig-
nal is emitted through FSR from a muon (Fig. 1), while
the dominant four-muon background proceeds through
double-photon-conversion process (Fig. 2, left); and the
double-photon-conversion process has a distinctive mo-
mentum distribution. In the following, some of the rele-
vant variables sensitive to these three classes of features
are discussed: they are based both on the µ+µ− can-
didate, where we search for signal, and on the recoil
muons. For illustration, we show the case for a Z ′ signal
with mZ′ = 3GeV/c2 and for background, both with re-
constructed candidate dimuon masses 2.75 < M(µµ) <
3.25GeV/c2.

Magnitudes of the two candidate muon momenta, pµ+

and pµ− , and their correlations are sensitive to the pres-
ence of a resonance (Fig. 4). Signal events cluster prefer-
entially in the central part of the distribution, while back-
ground predominantly populates the extremes. A similar

effect occurs for the momenta of the two recoil muons,
precµ+ and precµ− (Fig. 5), which provide instrumentally un-
correlated access to the same information, though with
a different resolution. The cosine of the helicity angle
of the candidate-muon pair cosϕhel, defined as the angle
between the momentum direction of the c.m. frame and
the µ− in the candidate-muon-pair frame, has a uniform
distribution for a scalar or an unpolarized massive vec-
tor decaying to two fermions, but not for the background
processes (Fig. 6). The slight departure from uniformity
in the signal case is due to momentum resolution, which
smears the determination of the boost to the muon-pair
frame.

The double-photon-conversion process (Fig. 2, left) ac-
counts for 80% of the four-muon background cross sec-
tion. It also includes the case of off-shell photon emis-
sion (and subsequent dimuon production) from one of
the initial-state electrons, ISR double-photon conversion,
which contributes mainly in the low mass region. The
annihilation process (Fig. 2, right) is very similar to
the signal process and constitutes an nearly irreducible
background: it accounts for 20% of the cross section for
M(µµ)<1GeV/c2 and for 10% above. Transverse projec-
tions of the candidate-muon-pair momentum pµµ on the
direction of the recoil muon with minimum momentum,
pT (pµµ, p

rec
min), and on the direction of the recoil muon

with maximum momentum, pT (pµµ, precmax), are sensitive
to FSR emission (Fig. 7). This is because, in case of sig-
nal, these are the transverse momenta of X with respect
to the direction of the muon from which it was emit-
ted, and with respect to the direction of the other muon.
We assign to the transverse projection pT (pµµ, precmin) the
sign of the longitudinal projection, since this slightly in-
creases the discriminating power. The transverse mo-
mentum of the candidate muon pair with respect to the z
axis, pT (pµµ, z), which approximates the beam direction,
is sensitive to the ISR double-photon conversion mech-
anism of emission because pT (pµµ, z) is the transverse
momentum of the muon pair with respect to the initial-
state-electron direction. This variable is shown in Fig. 8
in a two-dimensional distribution versus pT (pµµ, precmin) to
illustrate the correlation between variables sensitive to
ISR and FSR, respectively.

The double photon conversion process produces two
muon pairs from two off-shell photons. The dominant
background at a mass m0 is produced when one pair
has M(µµ) near m0 and the other pair has a mass at
the lowest possible value above 2mµ. In these cases, the
c.m. momentum p0 of the two pairs can be analytically
calculated. In e+e− → µ+µ−µ+µ− background events
the dimuon c.m. momentum pµµ peaks at p0, in contrast
to the signal, at least for two of the dimuon candidates.
This difference is visible in Fig. 9.

We select sixteen discriminating variables: the mag-
nitude of the candidate-muon-pair momentum pµµ; the
absolute value of the cosine of the helicity angle in the
candidate-muon-pair rest frame; the magnitudes of the
candidate-single-muon momenta; the candidate-single-
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Figure 4: Candidate-µ+ momentum versus candidate-µ− momentum for simulated signal (left) with mZ′ = 3GeV/c2 and
simulated background (right), for dimuon masses 2.75 < M(µµ) < 3.25GeV/c2.
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Figure 5: Recoil-µ+ momentum versus recoil-µ− momentum for simulated signal (left) with mZ′ = 3GeV/c2 and simulated
background (right), for dimuon masses 2.75 < M(µµ) < 3.25GeV/c2.
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Figure 6: Absolute value of the cosine of the helicity angle for simulated signal (left) with mZ′ = 3GeV/c2 and simulated
background (right), for dimuon masses 2.75 < M(µµ) < 3.25GeV/c2.

muon transverse momenta; the magnitudes of the recoil- single-muon momenta; the recoil-single-muon transverse
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Figure 7: Candidate-muon-pair transverse momentum with respect to the maximum momentum recoil-muon direction versus
the candidate-muon-pair transverse momentum with respect to the minimum momentum recoil-muon direction (with the sign
of the longitudinal projection) for simulated signal (left) with mZ′ = 3GeV/c2 and simulated background (right), for dimuon
masses 2.75 < M(µµ) < 3.25GeV/c2.
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Figure 8: Candidate-muon-pair transverse momentum with respect to the minimum-momentum recoil-muon direction versus
candidate-muon-pair transverse momentum with respect to the beam direction, for simulated signal (left) with mZ′ = 3GeV/c2

and simulated background (right), for dimuon masses 2.75 < M(µµ) < 3.25GeV/c2.

momenta; pT (pµµ, precmin) and pT (pµµ, p
rec
max); the correla-

tion of pT (pµµ, precmin) with pT (pµµ, z); and the transverse
projections of the recoil-muon-pair momentum on the di-
rections of the momenta of the candidate muons with
minimum and maximum momentum. All variables other
than the helicity angle are defined in the c.m. frame.

The variables, with the exception of the helicity angle,
are transformed to minimize their variation with mZ′ .
For momentum-dimensioned variables, we scale by p0,
which is also the maximum c.m. momentum of the two
muon pairs.

We use multilayer perceptron (MLP) artificial neural
networks [46] with 16 input neurons, fed with the dis-
criminant variables, and with one output neuron. The
MLPs are developed using simulated Z ′ and simulated
background events. To improve performance, we use
five separate MLPs in different M(µµ) intervals, which

we refer to as MLP ranges: 0.21–1.00GeV/c2, 1.00–
3.75GeV/c2, 3.75–6.25GeV/c2, 6.25–8.25GeV/c2, and
8.25–10.00GeV/c2. To ensure that MLPs are not biased
to specific mass values, we use a training signal sample
that has mass steps of 5MeV/c2, so as to approximate a
continuous distribution. For nearly all masses, the most
discriminating variable is pµµ, followed by the correlation
of pµ+ and pµ− .

The selection applied on the MLP output is studied
separately in each MLP range, by maximizing the figure
of merit described in Ref. [47], and then expressed as a
function of M(µµ) by interpolation. The background
rejection factor achieved by the MLP selection varies
from 2.5 to 14, with the best value around 5GeV/c2.
The resulting background is composed almost entirely
of e+e− → µ+µ−µ+µ− events, with e+e− → µ+µ−(γ)
and e+e− → e+e−µ+µ− processes contributing only be-
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Figure 9: Candidate-muon-pair momentum pµµ for signal (left) with mZ′ = 3GeV/c2 and background (right), for dimuon
masses 2.75 < M(µµ) < 3.25GeV/c2.
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Figure 10: Signal efficiency as a function of mZ′ (purple dots)
and mS (orange triangles) masses after all selections are ap-
plied.

low 1GeV/c2. The MLP selection is applied separately
to each of the four candidates per event, reducing the
average candidate multiplicity per background event to
1.7. The candidate multiplicity per signal event varies
between 1.4 and 3, depending on the mass.

E. Efficiencies and dimuon spectrum

The efficiencies of the full selection for the Lµ−Lτ and
muonphilic scalar models are shown in Fig. 10. The effi-
ciency for the scalar increases below 1GeV/c2 because the
S, due to angular momentum conservation, is produced
through a p-wave process, and has a harder momentum
spectrum than the Z ′, which is produced via an s-wave
process. For masses above 1GeV/c2, the S efficiency is
lower than the Z ′ because the analysis, particularly in
the final background suppression part, is optimized for
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Figure 11: Dimuon invariant-mass distribution in data and
simulation for candidates passing all the selections. Contri-
butions from the various simulated process are stacked. The
subpanel shows the data-to-simulation ratio.

the Lµ − Lτ model.
The signal efficiencies shown here are corrected for ISR.

Although the signal generator includes ISR, it does not
include the large-angle hard-radiation component that
can produce photons in the acceptance, and thereby veto
events. This effect is studied using e+e− → µ+µ−γ
events, generated with KKMC that simulates ISR in a com-
plete way, and gives a relative reduction of 2.8% in effi-
ciency.

To improve the mX resolution, a kinematic fit is ap-
plied requiring that the sum of the four-momenta of the
muons be equal to the four-momentum of the c.m. sys-
tem, thus constraining the four-muon invariant mass to√
s/c2. The resulting M(µµ) distribution is shown in

Fig. 11. With the exception of the very low mass region,
the data-to-simulation yield ratio is generally above one.
This is because the MLPs perform worse on data, which
naturally includes ISR, than on background simulation,
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which does not. This is not the case for the signal, which
is simulated with the ISR contribution. Also visible in
Fig. 11 are modulations originating from the five MLP
ranges. Neither of these effects produce narrow peak-
ing structures at the scale of the signal resolution, 2–
5MeV/c2 (Sec. V). As in Fig. 3, contributions from the
unsimulated ρ, J/ψ, and Υ(1S) resonances are visible.

V. SIGNAL MODELING AND FIT

To search for the signal, we use the reduced dimuon
mass MR ≡

√
M2(µµ)− 4m2

µ, which has smoother be-
havior than the dimuon mass near the kinematic thresh-
old. The reduced-mass resolution is 2–2.5MeV/c2 for
mZ′ below 1GeV/c2, increases smoothly to 5MeV/c2 for
mZ′ around 5GeV/c2, then decreases to 2.5MeV/c2 at
9GeV/c2.

The signal yields are obtained from a scan over the MR

spectrum through a series of unbinned maximum likeli-
hood fits. The signal MR distributions are parameterized
from the simulation as sums of two Crystal Ball func-
tions [48] sharing the same mean. The background is de-
scribed with a quadratic function with coefficients as free
parameters in the fit for masses below 1GeV/c2, and with
a straight line above. Higher-order polynomials are in-
vestigated, but their corresponding fitted coefficients are
compatible with zero over the full mass spectrum. The
broad ρ contribution is accommodated by the quadratic
fit.

The scan step-size is set equal to the mass resolution,
which is sufficient to detect the presence of a X resonance
regardless of its mass. The fit interval is 60 times the
mass resolution, following an optimization study. A total
of 2315 fits are performed, covering dimuon masses from
0.212GeV/c2 to 9GeV/c2. If a fitting interval extends
over two different MLP ranges, we use the MLP corre-
sponding to the central mass. We exclude the dimuon
mass interval 3.07–3.12GeV/c2, which corresponds to the
J/ψ mass. The Υ(1S) peak is beyond the mass range of
the search. The fit yields are scaled by 7% based on a
study of the J/ψ in an e+e−µ+µ− control sample, which
obtains a width 25% larger than in simulated signals of
that mass. Propagating this 25% degradation in resolu-
tion to all masses gives an average yield bias of 7%. This
is also included as a systematic uncertainty (Sec. VI).

Signal yields from the fits are then converted into cross
sections, after correcting for signal efficiency and lumi-
nosity.

VI. SYSTEMATIC UNCERTAINTIES

Several sources of systematic uncertainties affecting
the cross-section determination are taken into account:
these include signal efficiency, luminosity, and fit proce-
dure.

Uncertainties due to the trigger efficiency in signal
events are evaluated by propagating the uncertainties on
the measured trigger efficiencies. They are 0.3% for most
of the mass spectrum, increasing to 1.7% at low masses
and 0.5% at high masses.

Uncertainties due to the tracking efficiency are esti-
mated in e+e− → τ+τ− events in which one τ decays to
a single charged particle and the other τ to three charged
particles. The relative uncertainty on the signal efficiency
is 3.6%.

Uncertainties due to the muon identification require-
ment are studied using e+e− → µ+µ−γ, e+e− →
e+e−µ+µ− events, and final states with a J/ψ. The rel-
ative uncertainty on the signal efficiency varies between
0.7% and 3%, depending on the X mass.

Beam backgrounds in the calorimeter can acciden-
tally veto events due to the requirements on photons
(Sec. IVC). The effect is studied by changing the level
of beam backgrounds in the simulation and by varying
the photon energy requirement (see Sec. IV) according
to the calorimeter resolution. The relative uncertainty
on the signal efficiency due to this source is estimated to
be below 1%.

To evaluate uncertainties due to the data-to-simulation
discrepancies in MLP selection efficiencies, we apply a
tight selection on M(4µ) around

√
s/c2 requiring it to

be in the range 10.54–10.62GeV/c2. With this selection,
data and background simulation are more directly com-
parable, because ISR and FSR effects are much less im-
portant. We compare MLP efficiencies, defined as the
ratio of the number of events before and after the MLP
selection, in data and simulation and assume that the
uncertainties estimated in those signal-like conditions are
representative of signal. We also assume that these un-
certainties hold in the full M(4µ) interval 10-11GeV/c2

for the signal, which is generated with ISR. The differ-
ences found in each MLP range vary between 1.1% and
8.1%, which are taken as estimates of the systematic un-
certainties. To exclude potential bias from the presence
of a signal, we check that these differences do not change
if we exclude, in each MLP range and for each of the
2315 mass points, intervals ten times larger than the sig-
nal mass resolution around the test masses.

Uncertainties due to the interpolation of the signal effi-
ciency between simulated points are estimated to be 3%,
which is assigned as a relative uncertainty on the signal
efficiency.

Uncertainties due to the fit procedure, in addition to
that arising from mass resolution, are evaluated using a
bootstrap technique [49]. A number of simulated signal
events corresponding to the yield excluded at 90% con-
fidence level are overlaid on simulated background and
fitted for each Z ′ mass. The distribution of the difference
between the overlaid and the fitted yields, divided by the
fit uncertainty, shows a negligible average bias with a
width that deviates from one by 4%, which is assigned as
a relative uncertainty on the signal-yield determination.
Additional uncertainties related to the fit procedure are
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Table I: Systematic uncertainties affecting the cross-section
determination.

Source uncertainty(%)
Trigger 0.3–1.7
Tracking 3.6

Particle identification 0.7–3
Beam background and 1calorimeter energy resolution

MLP selection 1.1–8.1
Efficiency interpolation 3

Fit bias 4
Mass resolution 7

Luminosity 1
Total 9.5–12.9

those due to the mass resolution, discussed in Sec. V.
An uncertainty of 7%, equal to the average yield bias, is
included.

Systematic uncertainties from data-to-simulation dif-
ferences in momentum resolution and beam-energy shift
are found to be negligible, due to the kinematic fitting
procedure. Finally, the integrated luminosity has a sys-
tematic uncertainty of 1% [29].

The uncertainties are summed in quadrature to give a
total that ranges from 9.5% to 12.9% depending on the
X mass. The contributions to the systematic uncertainty
are summarized in Table I. We account for systematic
uncertainties through a Gaussian smearing of the signal
efficiency.

VII. RESULTS

The significance of signal over background for each
fit is evaluated as

√
2 log(L/L0), where L and L0 are

the likelihoods of the fits with and without signal. The
largest local one-sided significance observed is 3.4σ at
M(µµ) = 5.307GeV/c2, corresponding to a 1.6σ global
significance after taking into account the look-elsewhere
effect [50, 51]. The corresponding fit is shown in Fig. 12.
Three additional mass points have local significances that
exceed 3σ. They are at M(µµ) masses of 1.939GeV/c2,
4.518GeV/c2, and 4.947GeV/c2, with global significances
of 0.6σ, 1.2σ, and 1.1σ, respectively.

Since we do not observe any significant excess above
the background, we derive 90% confidence level (CL) up-
per limits (UL) on the process cross sections σ(e+e− →
µ+µ−X) × B(X → µ+µ−) separately for Z ′ and S
(Fig. 13), using the frequentist procedure CLS [52]. The
expected limits in Fig. 13 are the median limits from
background-only simulated samples that use yields from
fits to data. We obtain upper limits ranging from 0.046 fb
to 0.97 fb for the Lµ − Lτ model, and from 0.055 fb to
1.3 fb for the muonphilic scalar model. These upper lim-
its are dominated by sample size, with systematic uncer-
tainties worsening them on average by less than 1%.

The cross-section results are translated into upper lim-
its on the coupling constant g′ of the Lµ − Lτ model
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Figure 12: Fit for a Z′ mass hypothesis of 5.307GeV/c2, for
which we obtain the maximum local significance of 3.4σ.

and on the coupling constant gS of the muonphilic scalar
model (Fig. 14). For masses below 6GeV/c2, they range
from 0.0008 to 0.039 for the Lµ − Lτ model and from
0.0018 to 0.040 for the muonphilic-scalar model. These
limits exclude the Lµ − Lτ model and the muonphilic
scalar model as explanations of the (g− 2)µ anomaly for
0.8 < mZ′ < 4.9GeV/c2 and 2.9 < mS < 3.5GeV/c2,
respectively. Our constraints on g′ are similar to those
set by BaBar [19] for mZ′ above 1GeV/c2 and to those
set by Belle [20] on the full mZ′ spectrum, both based on
much larger integrated luminosities than ours. For the
muonphilic scalar model, we do not show the constraints
in Ref. [18], since they may not take into account all the
experimental details affecting the signal efficiency, partic-
ularly those related to the harder momentum spectrum
compared to the Z ′.

VIII. CONCLUSION

We search for the process e+e− → µ+µ−X with
X → µ+µ−, X = Z ′, S in a data sample of electron-
positron collisions at 10.58GeV collected by Belle II at
SuperKEKB in 2020 and 2021, corresponding to an in-
tegrated luminosity of 178 fb−1. We find no significant
excess above the background. We set upper limits on
the cross sections for masses between 0.212GeV/c2 and
9GeV/c2, ranging from 0.046 fb to 0.97 fb for the Lµ−Lτ

model, and from 0.055 fb to 1.3 fb for the muonphilic
scalar model. We derive exclusion limits on the cou-
plings for the two different models. For masses below
6GeV/c2, they range from 0.0008 to 0.039 for the Lµ−Lτ

model and from 0.0018 to 0.040 for the muonphilic-scalar
model. These limits exclude the Lµ − Lτ model and the
muonphilic scalar model as explanations of the (g − 2)µ
anomaly for 0.8 < mZ′ < 4.9GeV/c2 and 2.9 < mS <
3.5GeV/c2, respectively. These are the first results for
the muonphilic scalar model based on a realistic evalu-
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Figure 13: Observed 90% confidence level upper limits and
corresponding expected limits on the cross sections for the
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functions of the Z′ mass (top) and S mass (bottom).

ation of the signal efficiency that takes into account all
the experimental details.

This work, based on data collected using the Belle
II detector, which was built and commissioned prior to
March 2019, was supported by Higher Education and
Science Committee of the Republic of Armenia Grant
No. 23LCG-1C011; Australian Research Council and
Research Grants No. DP200101792, No. DP210101900,
No. DP210102831, No. DE220100462, No. LE210100098,
and No. LE230100085; Austrian Federal Ministry of
Education, Science and Research, Austrian Science
Fund No. P 31361-N36 and No. J4625-N, and Horizon
2020 ERC Starting Grant No. 947006 “InterLeptons”;
Natural Sciences and Engineering Research Council
of Canada, Compute Canada and CANARIE; Na-
tional Key R&D Program of China under Contract
No. 2022YFA1601903, National Natural Science Founda-
tion of China and Research Grants No. 11575017,
No. 11761141009, No. 11705209, No. 11975076,
No. 12135005, No. 12150004, No. 12161141008, and
No. 12175041, and Shandong Provincial Natural Science
Foundation Project ZR2022JQ02; the Czech Science

1 10
]2c[GeV/Z'm

4−10

3−10

2−10

1−10

1

 U
L 

on
 g

'

Belle II preliminary
-1

 L dt = 178 fb∫

Trident

Charm-II (95% CL)

CL)
CCFR (95%σ 2± 

µ(g-2)

BaBar

Belle
CMS (95% CL)

Belle II (invisible)

90% CL UL   σ 1± Expected UL 
 σ 2± Expected UL 

1 10
]2c[GeV/Sm

4−10

3−10

2−10

1−10

1

S
 U

L 
on

 g

Belle II preliminary
-1

 L dt = 178 fb∫

σ 2± 
µ(g-2)

90% CL UL   σ 1± Expected UL 
 σ 2± Expected UL 

Figure 14: Observed 90% CL upper limits and corresponding
expected limits on (top) the Lµ − Lτ model coupling g′ and
on (bottom) the muonphilic scalar model coupling gS . Also
shown in the top panel are constraints from Belle II [22, 23]
for invisible Z′ decays, and from BaBar [19], Belle [20], and
CMS [21] (95% CL) searches for Z′ decays to muons, along
with constraints (95% CL) derived from the trident produc-
tion in neutrino experiments [53–55]. The red band in each
panel shows the region that explains the muon anomalous
magnetic moment (g − 2)µ ± 2σ.

Foundation Grant No. 22-18469S; European Research
Council, Seventh Framework PIEF-GA-2013-622527,
Horizon 2020 ERC-Advanced Grants No. 267104
and No. 884719, Horizon 2020 ERC-Consolidator
Grant No. 819127, Horizon 2020 Marie Sklodowska-
Curie Grant Agreement No. 700525 “NIOBE” and
No. 101026516, and Horizon 2020 Marie Sklodowska-
Curie RISE project JENNIFER2 Grant Agreement
No. 822070 (European grants); L’Institut National
de Physique Nucléaire et de Physique des Particules
(IN2P3) du CNRS and L’Agence Nationale de la
Recherche (ANR) under grant ANR-21-CE31-0009
(France); BMBF, DFG, HGF, MPG, and AvH Founda-
tion (Germany); Department of Atomic Energy under
Project Identification No. RTI 4002, Department of
Science and Technology, and UPES SEED funding



12

programs No. UPES/R&D-SEED-INFRA/17052023/01
and No. UPES/R&D-SOE/20062022/06 (India); Israel
Science Foundation Grant No. 2476/17, U.S.-Israel
Binational Science Foundation Grant No. 2016113,
and Israel Ministry of Science Grant No. 3-16543;
Istituto Nazionale di Fisica Nucleare and the Research
Grants BELLE2; Japan Society for the Promo-
tion of Science, Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research
Grants No. 16H03968, No. 16H03993, No. 16H06492,
No. 16K05323, No. 17H01133, No. 17H05405,
No. 18K03621, No. 18H03710, No. 18H05226,
No. 19H00682, No. 20H05850, No. 20H05858,
No. 22H00144, No. 22K14056, No. 22K21347,
No. 23H05433, No. 26220706, and No. 26400255,
the National Institute of Informatics, and Science
Information NETwork 5 (SINET5), and the Ministry
of Education, Culture, Sports, Science, and Technology
(MEXT) of Japan; National Research Foundation
(NRF) of Korea Grants No. 2016R1D1A1B02012900,
No. 2018R1A2B3003643, No. 2018R1A6A1A06024970,
No. 2019R1I1A3A01058933, No. 2021R1A6A1A-
03043957, No. 2021R1F1A1060423, No. 2021R1F1A-
1064008, No. 2022R1A2C1003993, and No. RS-2022-
00197659, Radiation Science Research Institute, Foreign
Large-Size Research Facility Application Supporting
project, the Global Science Experimental Data Hub
Center of the Korea Institute of Science and Technol-
ogy Information and KREONET/GLORIAD; Universiti
Malaya RU grant, Akademi Sains Malaysia, and Ministry
of Education Malaysia; Frontiers of Science Program
Contracts No. FOINS-296, No. CB-221329, No. CB-
236394, No. CB-254409, and No. CB-180023, and
SEP-CINVESTAV Research Grant No. 237 (Mexico);
the Polish Ministry of Science and Higher Education
and the National Science Center; the Ministry of Science
and Higher Education of the Russian Federation and

the HSE University Basic Research Program, Moscow;
University of Tabuk Research Grants No. S-0256-1438
and No. S-0280-1439 (Saudi Arabia); Slovenian Research
Agency and Research Grants No. J1-9124 and No. P1-
0135; Agencia Estatal de Investigacion, Spain Grant
No. RYC2020-029875-I and Generalitat Valenciana,
Spain Grant No. CIDEGENT/2018/020; National Sci-
ence and Technology Council, and Ministry of Education
(Taiwan); Thailand Center of Excellence in Physics;
TUBITAK ULAKBIM (Turkey); National Research
Foundation of Ukraine, Project No. 2020.02/0257,
and Ministry of Education and Science of Ukraine;
the U.S. National Science Foundation and Research
Grants No. PHY-1913789 and No. PHY-2111604, and
the U.S. Department of Energy and Research Awards
No. DE-AC06-76RLO1830, No. DE-SC0007983, No. DE-
SC0009824, No. DE-SC0009973, No. DE-SC0010007,
No. DE-SC0010073, No. DE-SC0010118, No. DE-
SC0010504, No. DE-SC0011784, No. DE-SC0012704,
No. DE-SC0019230, No. DE-SC0021274, No. DE-
SC0021616, No. DE-SC0022350, No. DE-SC0023470;
and the Vietnam Academy of Science and Technology
(VAST) under Grants No. NVCC.05.12/22-23 and
No. DL0000.02/24-25.

These acknowledgements are not to be interpreted as
an endorsement of any statement made by any of our
institutes, funding agencies, governments, or their repre-
sentatives.

We thank the SuperKEKB team for delivering high-
luminosity collisions; the KEK cryogenics group for the
efficient operation of the detector solenoid magnet; the
KEK computer group and the NII for on-site computing
support and SINET6 network support; and the raw-data
centers at BNL, DESY, GridKa, IN2P3, INFN, and the
University of Victoria for off-site computing support.

[1] G. Bertone, D. Hooper, and J. Silk, Phys. Rep. 405, 279
(2005).

[2] G. W. Bennett et al. (Muon g − 2 Collaboration), Phys.
Rev. D 73, 072003 (2006).

[3] T. Aoyama et al., Phys. Rep. 887, 1 (2020).
[4] D. P. Aguillard et al. (Muon g− 2 Collaboration), Phys.

Rev. Lett. 131, 161802 (2023).
[5] S. Borsanyi et al., Nature 593 (2021).
[6] J. P. Lees et al. (BaBar Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 88,

072012 (2013).
[7] R. Aaij et al. (LHCb Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 97,

072013 (2018).
[8] G. Caria et al. (Belle Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett.

124, 161803 (2020).
[9] F. Sala and D. M. Straub, Phys. Lett. B 774, 205 (2017).

[10] C.-H. Chen and T. Nomura, Phys. Lett. B 777, 420
(2018).

[11] A. Greljo, P. Stangl, and A. Eller Thomsen, Phys. Lett.
B 820, 136554 (2021).

[12] X. G. He, G. C. Joshi, H. Lew, and R. R. Volkas, Phys.

Rev. D 43, R22 (1991).
[13] B. Shuve and I. Yavin, Phys. Rev. D 89, 113004 (2014).
[14] W. Altmannshofer, S. Gori, S. Profumo, and F. S.

Queiroz, J. High Energy Phys. 12, 106 (2016).
[15] P. Harris, P. Schuster, and J. Zupan (2022),

arXiv:2207.08990.
[16] S. Gori, M. Williams, P. Ilten, N. Tran, G. Krnjaic,

N. Toro, B. Batell, N. Blinov, C. Hearty, R. McGehee,
et al. (2022), arXiv:2209.04671.

[17] D. Forbes, C. Herwig, Y. Kahn, G. Krnjaic, C. M. Suarez,
N. Tran, and A. Whitbeck, Phys. Rev. D 107, 116026
(2023).

[18] R. Capdevilla, D. Curtin, Y. Kahn, and G. Krnjaic, J.
High Energy Phys. 04, 129 (2022).

[19] J. P. Lees et al. (BaBar Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 94,
011102 (2016).

[20] T. Czank et al. (Belle Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 106,
012003 (2022).

[21] A. Sirunyan et al. (CMS Collaboration), Phys. Lett. B
792, 345 (2019).



13

[22] I. Adachi et al. (Belle II Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett.
124, 141801 (2020).

[23] I. Adachi et al. (Belle II Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett.
130, 231801 (2023).

[24] Y. M. Andreev et al. (NA64 Collaboration), Phys. Rev.
D 106, 032015 (2022).

[25] Adachi et al. (Belle II Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett.
131, 121802 (2023).

[26] T. Abe et al. (2010), arXiv:1011.0352.
[27] E. Kou et al., Prog. Theor. Exp. Phys. 2019,

123C01 (2019), Erratum: https://doi.org/10.1093/
ptep/ptaa008.

[28] K. Akai, K. Furukawa, and H. Koiso (SuperKEKB Ac-
celerator Team), Nucl. Instrum. Methods Phys. Res. A
907, 188 (2018).

[29] F. Abudinén et al. (Belle II Collaboration), Chin. Phys.
C 44, 021001 (2020).

[30] J. Alwall et al., J. High Energy Phys. 07, 079 (2014).
[31] Q. Li and Q.-S. Yan (2018), arXiv:1804.00125.
[32] F. Berends, P. Daverveldt, and R. Kleiss, Nucl. Phys. B

253, 441 (1985).
[33] S. Jadach, B. F. L. Ward, and Z. Wąs, Comput. Phys.

Commun. 130, 260 (2000).
[34] N. Davidson, G. Nanava, T. Przedzinski, E. Richter-Wąs,

and Z. Wąs, Comput. Phys. Commun. 183, 821 (2012).
[35] S. Uehara (2013), arXiv:1310.0157.
[36] H. Czyż, M. Gunia, and J. H. Kühn, J. High Energy

Phys. 08, 110 (2013).
[37] G. Balossini, C. Bignamini, C. M. C. Calame, G. Mon-

tagna, O. Nicrosini, and F. Piccinini, Phys. Lett. B 663,
209 (2008).

[38] T. Sjöstrand et al., Comput. Phys. Commun. 191, 159
(2015).

[39] D. J. Lange, Nucl. Instrum. Methods Phys. Res. A 462,
152 (2001).

[40] E. Barberio, B. van Eijk, and Z. Wąs, Comput. Phys.
Commun. 66, 115 (1991).

[41] E. Barberio and Z. Wąs, Comput. Phys. Commun. 79,
291 (1994).

[42] S. Agostinelli et al. (Geant4), Nucl. Instrum. Methods
Phys. Res. A 506, 250 (2003).

[43] T. Kuhr, C. Pulvermacher, M. Ritter, T. Hauth, and
N. Braun (Belle II Framework Software Group), Comput.
Softw. Big Sci. 3, 1 (2019).

[44] Belle II Analysis Software Framework (basf2), https://
doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.5574115.

[45] V. Bertacchi et al. (Belle II Tracking Group), Comput.
Phys. Commun. 259, 107610 (2021).

[46] A. A. Hoecker et al. (2009), arXiv:physics/0703039.
[47] G. Punzi, eConf C030908, MODT002 (2003),

arXiv:physics/0308063.
[48] T. Skwarnicki, Ph.D. thesis, Cracow, INP (1986).
[49] B. Efron and R. J. Tibshirani, An Introduction to the

Bootstrap (Chapman and Hall/CRC, New York, 1994).
[50] G. Cowan, K. Cranmer, E. Gross, and O. Vitells, Eur.

Phys. J. C 71, 1554 (2011), Erratum: https://doi.org/
10.1140/epjc/s10052-013-2501-z.

[51] E. Gross and O. Vitells, Eur. Phys. J. C 70, 525 (2010).
[52] A. L. Read, J. Phys. G: Nucl. Part. Phys. 28, 2693 (2002).
[53] W. Altmannshofer, S. Gori, M. Pospelov, and I. Yavin,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 113, 091801 (2014).
[54] G. Bellini et al. (Borexino Collaboration), Phys. Rev.

Lett. 107, 141302 (2011).
[55] A. Kamada, K. Kaneta, K. Yanagi, and H.-B. Yu, J. High

Energy Phys. 2018, 117 (2018).

https://doi.org/10.1093/ptep/ptaa008
https://doi.org/10.1093/ptep/ptaa008
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.5574115
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.5574115
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-013-2501-z
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-013-2501-z


EUROPEAN ORGANISATION FOR NUCLEAR RESEARCH (CERN)

Submitted to: EPJC CERN-EP-2024-048
6th March 2024

Fiducial and differential cross-section measurements
of electroweak 𝑾𝜸 𝒋 𝒋 production in 𝒑 𝒑 collisions at

√
𝒔 = 13 TeV with the ATLAS detector

The ATLAS Collaboration

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√
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process from irreducible background processes. The observed significance of the electroweak
𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 process is well above six standard deviations, compared to an expected significance
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1 Introduction

The scattering of two vector bosons, e.g. 𝑊𝑍 → 𝑊𝛾, 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 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 final state can be produced via many different mechanisms,
as shown in Figure 1. Electroweak 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 production concerns exclusively electroweak interactions of
order 𝛼4

EW at tree level [3], where 𝛼EW 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 𝛼4

EW shown in Figures 1(a)-1(c). The dominant
background for EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 production concerns processes of order 𝛼2

S𝛼
2
EW at tree level in Figure 1(d),

where 𝛼S is the strong coupling constant and the jets are produced via strong interaction vertices; these
processes are collectively referred to as strong 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 production in this paper. Triboson diagrams, such
as the one shown in Figure 1(b), do contribute to EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 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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The large cross-section of EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 production predicted by the SM allows differential cross-sections
to be measured with higher precision than other VBS processes. The differential measurements further
enhance our sensitivity to potential anomalous quartic couplings of 𝑊𝑊𝛾𝛾 and 𝑊𝑊𝛾𝑍 . In addition to the
VBS topology characterised by the two energetic jets in the forward and backward region, the leptonic decay
channel of the EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 production has a clean signature in the detector with exactly one lepton, missing
transverse momentum, and at least one photon. This paper reports fiducial and differential cross-section
measurements in the EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 final state using 140 fb−1 of data recorded between 2015 and 2018 with
the ATLAS detector.

u γ
u
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u

d

d̄
W+d̄

(a)

d
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ū

W−

Z

u

ū

γ
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u u

γ
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u d
W+

γ
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g g
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γd̄
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Figure 1: Representative Feynman diagrams for the 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 final state: (a) EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 production involving no
gauge boson self-interactions, (b) bremsstrahlung EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 non-VBS production involving quartic gauge boson
interactions, (c) 𝑊𝛾 VBS involving quartic gauge boson interactions, and (d) Strong 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 production.

The CMS Collaboration reported the observation of the EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 process [4] and measured EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗

differential cross-sections [5]. This analysis exploits two innovations compared to the CMS publication.
First, multivariate techniques involving a neural network are used to isolate the EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 signal from
the strong 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 background in a VBS-enhanced phase space; the resulting observed yield is corrected
for detector effects and a fiducial cross-section is reported in a fiducial phase space at particle level as
close as possible to the reconstruction level. Secondly, observables sensitive to the charge conjugation
(C) and parity (P) structure of 𝑊𝑊𝛾𝛾 and 𝑊𝑊𝛾𝑍 couplings are measured. These measurements can be
used to explore new sources of CP violation (CPV) in the gauge-boson sector that may partly explain the
predominance of matter over anti-matter in the universe. The differential cross-sections for EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗

production are measured as functions of two types of observables: VBS observables and charge conjugation
and parity observables.

• The VBS observables are those that are used to characterise specifically the VBS nature of events;
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they are additionally sensitive to anomalous QGCs (aQGC) via dimension-8 operators of an effective
field theory (EFT) in the Eboli basis [2]. These observables include the invariant mass of the dĳet
system, 𝑚 𝑗 𝑗 , the transverse momentum of the two jets, 𝑝 𝑗 𝑗

T , the lepton transverse momentum, 𝑝𝑙T,
and the invariant mass of the lepton and the photon, 𝑚𝑙𝛾 .

• The charge conjugation and parity observables probe the CP structure of 𝑊𝑊𝛾𝛾 and 𝑊𝑊𝛾𝑍

couplings. Two observables are studied: the signed azimuthal angle difference between the two
jets, Δ𝜙 𝑗 𝑗 = 𝜙

𝑗

𝑓
− 𝜙

𝑗

𝑏
, where the two highest transverse-momentum jets are ordered by rapidity 𝑦

such that 𝑦 𝑗

𝑓
> 𝑦

𝑗

𝑏
, and the signed azimuthal angle difference between the lepton and the photon,

Δ𝜙𝑙𝛾 = 𝜙 𝑓 − 𝜙𝑏, where the lepton and the photon are ordered such that 𝑦 𝑓 > 𝑦𝑏. Measurements
of Δ𝜙 𝑗 𝑗 have previously been proposed to constrain the CP-odd component involving Higgs boson
couplings in Vector Boson Fusion (VBF) processes [6] and the 𝑡𝑡𝐻 process [7].

The paper is organised as follows. Section 2 briefly describes the ATLAS detector. Section 3 documents
the simulated signal and background samples used in this analysis. The object reconstruction and event
selection is presented in Section 4. The background estimate is detailed in Section 5. The methodologies
used for the fiducial and differential cross-section measurements are discussed in Section 6. Corrections
for detector effects are described in Section 7, followed by a description of the systematic uncertainties in
Section 8. The fiducial and differential EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 cross-sections are presented in Section 9. Section 10
presents constraints on the Wilson coefficients of dimension-8 EFT.

2 ATLAS detector

The ATLAS detector [8] at the LHC covers nearly the entire solid angle around the collision point.1 It
consists of an inner tracking detector surrounded by a thin superconducting solenoid, electromagnetic
and hadronic calorimeters, and a muon spectrometer incorporating three large superconducting air-core
toroidal magnets.

The inner-detector system (ID) is immersed in a 2 T axial magnetic field and provides charged-particle
tracking in the range |𝜂 | < 2.5. The high-granularity silicon pixel detector covers the vertex region and
typically provides four measurements per track, the first hit generally being in the insertable B-layer (IBL)
installed before Run 2 [9, 10]. It is followed by the SemiConductor Tracker (SCT), which usually provides
eight measurements per track. These silicon detectors are complemented by the transition radiation tracker
(TRT), which enables radially extended track reconstruction up to |𝜂 | = 2.0. The TRT also provides
electron identification information based on the fraction of hits (typically 30 in total) above a higher
energy-deposit threshold corresponding to transition radiation.

The calorimeter system covers the pseudorapidity range |𝜂 | < 4.9. Within the region |𝜂 | < 3.2,
electromagnetic calorimetry is provided by barrel and endcap high-granularity lead/liquid-argon (LAr)
calorimeters, with an additional thin LAr presampler covering |𝜂 | < 1.8 to correct for energy loss in material
upstream of the calorimeters. Hadronic calorimetry is provided by the steel/scintillator-tile calorimeter,

1 ATLAS uses a right-handed coordinate system with its origin at the nominal interaction point (IP) in the centre of the detector
and the 𝑧-axis along the beam pipe. The 𝑥-axis points from the IP to the centre of the LHC ring, and the 𝑦-axis points upwards.
Polar coordinates (𝑟, 𝜙) are used in the transverse plane, 𝜙 being the azimuthal angle around the 𝑧-axis. The pseudorapidity is
defined in terms of the polar angle 𝜃 as 𝜂 = − ln tan(𝜃/2) and is equal to the rapidity 𝑦 = 1

2 ln
(
𝐸+𝑝𝑧𝑐
𝐸−𝑝𝑧𝑐

)
in the relativistic limit.

Angular distance is measured in units of Δ𝑅 ≡
√︁
(Δ𝑦)2 + (Δ𝜙)2.
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segmented into three barrel structures within |𝜂 | < 1.7, and two copper/LAr hadronic endcap calorimeters.
The solid angle coverage is completed with forward copper/LAr and tungsten/LAr calorimeter modules
optimised for electromagnetic and hadronic energy measurements respectively.

The muon spectrometer (MS) comprises separate trigger and high-precision tracking chambers measuring
the deflection of muons in a magnetic field generated by the superconducting air-core toroidal magnets.
The field integral of the toroids ranges between 2.0 and 6.0 T m across most of the detector. Three layers
of precision chambers, each consisting of layers of monitored drift tubes, cover the region |𝜂 | < 2.7,
complemented by cathode-strip chambers in the forward region, where the background is highest. The
muon trigger system covers the range |𝜂 | < 2.4 with resistive-plate chambers in the barrel, and thin-gap
chambers in the endcap regions.

The luminosity is measured mainly by the LUCID–2 [11] detector that records Cherenkov light produced
in the quartz windows of photomultipliers located close to the beampipe.

Events are selected by the first-level trigger system implemented in custom hardware, followed by selections
made by algorithms implemented in software in the high-level trigger [12]. The first-level trigger accepts
events from the 40 MHz bunch crossings at a rate below 100 kHz, which the high-level trigger further
reduces in order to record complete events to disk at about 1 kHz.

A software suite [13] is used in data simulation, in the reconstruction and analysis of real and simulated
data, in detector operations, and in the trigger and data acquisition systems of the experiment.

3 Monte Carlo event simulation

Monte Carlo (MC) event generators are used in the analysis to simulate signal and background events
produced in 𝑝𝑝 collisions. These simulated samples are used to design and optimise the analysis, evaluate
systematic uncertainties, and characterise the effects of detector inefficiency and resolution.

Electroweak 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 production is simulated with the Sherpa 2.2.12 [14] generator. Matrix elements at
leading order (LO) in QCD with up to one additional emission are matched to a parton shower based on
Catani–Seymour dipole factorisation [15, 16] using the MEPS@LO prescription [17–20]. Samples are
simulated using the NNPDF3.0nnlo parton distribution function (PDF) set [21], along with the dedicated
set of tuned parton-shower parameters developed by the Sherpa authors. An alternative EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 signal
sample is produced using MadGraph5_aMC@NLO [22] at LO accuracy with the default dynamical scale
choice and the NNPDF3.1lo PDF set. Pythia 8.240 with the dipole recoil option turned on is used to add
parton showering, hadronisation, and underlying-event activity. The A14 [23] set of tuned parton-shower
parameters is used for Pythia 8.240, and EvtGen [24] is used for the properties of bottom and charmed
hadron decays. This alternative EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 sample is used to evaluate a systematic uncertainty of the signal
production due to the choice of event generator.

The dominant background process, strong 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 , is simulated using Sherpa 2.2.11 [14]. Matrix elements
at next-to leading order (NLO) QCD accuracy for up to one additional parton and LO accuracy for up
to three additional parton emissions are matched and merged with the Sherpa parton shower based on
Catani–Seymour dipole factorisation [15, 16] using the MEPS@NLO prescription [17–20]. This sample
uses NNPDF3.0nnlo for the matrix element calculation with default parameters for parton showering,
hadronisation, and underlying-event activity. An alternative strong 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 sample is produced using
MadGraph5_aMC@NLO at NLO accuracy for events with up to three partons in the final state with
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the NNPDF3.0nlo PDF set and is interfaced with Pythia 8.240 with A14 parameters to provide parton
showering, hadronisation, and underlying-event activity. This alternative strong 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 sample is used
to evaluate a systematic uncertainty of the strong 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 background estimate due to the choice of event
generator.

Prompt background events are those that contain at least one prompt photon, exactly one prompt lepton, and
two jets. Sherpa 2.2.12, with the same settings as EW and strong 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 , is also used to simulate EW and
strong 𝑍𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 production. The remaining prompt backgrounds can arise from 𝑡𝑊𝛾, 𝑡𝑞𝛾, and 𝑡𝑡𝛾 processes,
which are simulated using MadGraph5_aMC@NLO [22] with NNPDF2.3nlo for 𝑡𝑊𝛾 and 𝑡𝑡𝛾 at LO,
and 𝑡𝑞𝛾 at NLO. To provide parton showering, hadronisation, and underlying-event activity these samples
are interfaced Pythia 8.235, Pythia 8.212, and Pythia 8.240, respectively, with A14 parameters.

Contributions from background events arising from jets misidentified as leptons or photons, non-prompt
leptons or photons from decays of hadrons, electrons reconstructed as photons, and photons arising from
a separate 𝑝𝑝 interaction (“pile-up photons”) are estimated by using the data-driven methods that are
outlined in Section 5. The term fake leptons is used to collectively refer to either non-prompt leptons
or hadronic jets misreconstructed as leptons. MC simulated samples including 𝑊+jets, 𝑍+jets, 𝑡𝑊 , 𝑡𝑡,
diboson, and multĳet events are used in the validation of data-driven methods and the evaluation of
systematic uncertainties of the background estimations. In particular, simulated 𝑊+jets and 𝑍+jets events,
which are used in the validation of the non-prompt photon estimate, are produced at NLO accuracy using
Sherpa 2.2.11 with NNPDF3.0nnlo and default parameter tunes for parton showering, hadronisation, and
underlying-event activity. Background events from electrons misreconstructed as photons can arise from
𝑡𝑊 , 𝑡𝑡, and 𝑍+jets processes. The 𝑡𝑊 and 𝑡𝑡 processes are simulated using Powheg at NLO accuracy with
NNPDF3.0nnlo and Pythia 8.230 with A14 parameters to provide parton showering, hadronisation, and
underlying-event activity. Diboson and multĳet events are used in the data-driven estimate of fake leptons.
The diboson sample is simulated with Sherpa 2.2.2 at NLO with NNPDF3.0nlo and default parameter
tunes for parton showering, hadronisation, and underlying-event activity. The multĳet sample is simulated
using Pythia 8.235 at LO accuracy with NNPDF2.3lo and A14 tunes for parton showering.

All simulated signal and background events are processed through the full ATLAS detector simulation using
GEANT4 [25] and then reconstructed using the same algorithms as the recorded data events. Differences
between reconstructed leptons, photons, jets and missing transverse momentum in simulations and data
are corrected using event-by-event scale factors with 𝑝T and 𝜂 dependence. The effect of multiple
interactions in the same and neighbouring bunch crossings (pile-up) is modelled by overlaying the simulated
hard-scattering event with inelastic 𝑝𝑝 events simulated with Pythia 8.186 [26] using the NNPDF2.3lo
set of PDFs [27] and the A3 set of tuned parton-shower parameters [28].

4 Object reconstruction and event selection

This analysis is performed using 𝑝𝑝 collision data collected between 2015 and 2018 at a centre-of-mass
energy of

√
𝑠 = 13 TeV, corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 140 fb−1 [29].

Events are required to satisfy the unprescaled single-lepton triggers that have transverse momentum
thresholds of 20–26 GeV, depending on the lepton flavour and data-taking periods [30, 31]; this is
complemented by triggers with higher 𝑝T thresholds and no isolation requirements to increase the overall
trigger efficiency. Events are also required to satisfy detector and data quality requirements during stable
beam conditions [32]. Candidate 𝑝𝑝 interaction vertices are reconstructed using charged-particle tracks;
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each candidate vertex must have at least two tracks with 𝑝T > 500 MeV [33]. The vertex with the highest
scalar sum of track 𝑝2

T is selected as the primary vertex. Events must contain at least one electron or muon,
missing transverse momentum, at least one photon, and at least two jets.

Muons are reconstructed by matching tracks in the MS to a corresponding track in the ID. Each muon
must satisfy the tight identification criteria and tight isolation working point [34]. Muons are constrained
to originate from the primary vertex by requiring |𝑑0/𝜎𝑑0 | < 3 and |𝑧0 sin 𝜃 | < 0.5 mm, where 𝑑0 is the
distance of closest approach to the primary vertex in the transverse plane, with an uncertainty 𝜎𝑑0 , and 𝑧0
is the longitudinal difference between the point at which 𝑑0 is defined and the primary vertex. Selected
muons are required to have 𝑝T > 30 GeV and |𝜂 | < 2.5.

Electrons are reconstructed from clusters of energy deposits in the ECAL and matched to a track
reconstructed in the ID. Each electron must satisfy the tight identification and tight isolation working
points [35]. Electrons are required to have 𝑝T > 30 GeV and |𝜂 | < 2.47, excluding the calorimeter
transition region 1.37 < |𝜂 | < 1.52, |𝑑0/𝜎𝑑0 | < 5 and |𝑧0 sin 𝜃 | < 0.5 mm.

Photons are also reconstructed from clusters of energy deposits in the ECAL. Both converted and
unconverted photons are used in the analysis. Converted photons are defined as photon clusters that are
matched to one or two ID tracks consistent with a conversion vertex, while unconverted photons are
defined as photon clusters that are matched to neither an ID electron track nor a conversion vertex. Each
photon is required to satisfy tight identification and tight isolation working points [35]. Photons passing a
loose identification requirement are retained in the analysis to define control regions for the data-driven
background estimation method used to determine the background from jets misidentified as photons, which
is described in Section 5. The tight isolation requirement is defined as 𝐸cone40

T < 0.022 × 𝑝T + 2.45 GeV,
where 𝐸cone40

T is computed as the sum of transverse energies of positive-energy topological clusters in the
calorimeter within a distance of Δ𝑅 = 0.4 around the photon candidate [35]. Photons are required to have
𝑝T > 22 GeV and |𝜂 | < 2.37, excluding the calorimeter transition region 1.37 < |𝜂 | < 1.52.

Jets are reconstructed using a particle-flow method [36] that combines charged-particle tracks in the ID
with topo-clusters formed from energy deposits in the calorimeters. The anti-𝑘𝑡 algorithm [37] with radius
parameter 𝑅 = 0.4 is used to define the jet. Each jet is required to have 𝑝T > 25 GeV and |𝜂 | < 4.4. Jets
with 𝑝T < 60 GeV and |𝜂 | < 2.4 are required to originate from the primary vertex by using the tight
working point of the jet vertex tagger (JVT) [38]. Jets that originate from noise bursts in the calorimeters
are removed [39]. Events must have at least two jets with 𝑝T > 50 GeV. Jets with |𝜂 | < 2.5 that contain
𝑏-hadrons are identified by a multivariate algorithm (DL1r) [40] with 85% tagging efficiency working
point. Events identified as containing a 𝑏-jet by the DL1r algorithm are excluded to suppress backgrounds
from processes involving top quarks.

The magnitude of the missing transverse momentum, 𝐸miss
T , and its direction are calculated from the

negative vector sum of a track-based soft term and all reconstructed electrons, muons, photons, and jets [41].
The soft term is calculated from tracks from the primary vertex that are not matched to any hard physics
objects. Events are required to satisfy 𝐸miss

T > 30 GeV.

To resolve ambiguities in the object reconstruction, an overlap removal procedure is applied. Jet candidates
are removed if Δ𝑅( 𝑗 , 𝑙) < 0.2 (𝑙 = 𝑒, 𝜇). Then, leptons are removed if Δ𝑅(𝑙, 𝑗) < 0.4, and photons are
removed if Δ𝑅(𝛾, 𝑙) < 0.4 or Δ𝑅(𝛾, 𝑗) < 0.4. Finally, electron candidates are removed if shared ID tracks
exist between a muon and an electron.

Events are required to satisfy𝑚𝑊
T > 30 GeV, where𝑚𝑊

T =

√︃
2𝑝𝑙T𝐸

miss
T (1 − cosΔ𝜙) andΔ𝜙 is the azimuthal

angle difference between the lepton and missing transverse momentum in the transverse plane, relative
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to the beam axis. In addition, to reject events that have topologies consistent with leptonic 𝑍 decays,
where one lepton is reconstructed as a photon, the invariant mass of the lepton and the photon must satisfy
|𝑚𝑙𝛾 − 𝑚𝑍 | > 10 GeV. To further remove events containing two prompt leptons consistent with a 𝑍 boson
or two 𝑊 bosons, events are rejected if a second lepton satisfying the following requirements is present:
𝑝T > 7 GeV, the lepton-specific pseudorapidity requirements, both track impact parameter requirements,
and loose identification [34, 35]. Finally, the two leading jets must have a rapidity difference |Δ𝑦 𝑗 𝑗 | > 2
and invariant mass 𝑚 𝑗 𝑗 > 500 GeV, which ensures a topology consistent with EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 production.

The preceding selection criteria comprise the baseline selection. Baseline selected events are further
divided into different signal and control regions, which differ depending on the purpose. The selection for
the fiducial cross-section measurement of EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 production divides the baseline region into a signal
region, SRfid, and a control region, CRfid, by counting jets in the rapidity interval between the two leading
jets, 𝑁gap

jets . SRfid is defined by 𝑁
gap
jets = 0 and CRfid is defined by 𝑁

gap
jets > 0. For the differential cross-section

measurement, it is additionally required that events have 𝑚 𝑗 𝑗 > 1 TeV to enhance the EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 signal
purity; these events are then divided into three control regions (CRA, CRB, and CRC) and one signal region
(SR). The centrality of the lepton-photon system relative to the VBS tagged jets, 𝑗1 and 𝑗2, is defined
as 𝜉𝑙𝛾 = | (𝑦𝑙𝛾 − (𝑦 𝑗1+𝑦 𝑗2 )

2 )/(𝑦 𝑗1 − 𝑦 𝑗2) | and is used to form three control regions (CRA, CRB, and CRC)
and one signal region (SR), where 𝑦𝑙𝛾 is the rapidity of the lepton-photon system. The SR is defined by
requiring that there must be little hadronic activity in the region between the two leading jets and that the
reconstructed 𝑙𝛾 system is produced centrally (𝑁gap

jets = 0, 𝜉𝑙𝛾 < 0.35). The remaining three regions are
control regions with small EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 contribution, and are used to constrain the dominant background
from strong 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 production: CRA (𝑁gap

jets > 0, 𝜉𝑙𝛾 < 0.35), CRB (𝑁gap
jets > 0, 0.35 < 𝜉𝑙𝛾 < 1), and CRC

( 𝑁gap
jets = 0, 0.35 < 𝜉𝑙𝛾 < 1). The signal and control regions for these two selections are summarised in

Table 1.

Table 1: Summary table for signal and control regions for the fiducial and differential cross-section measurements.

Fiducial cross-section SRfid CRfid

𝑁
gap
jets = 0 𝑁

gap
jets > 0

Differential cross-section SR CRA CRB CRC

𝑚 𝑗 𝑗 > 1 TeV 𝑁
gap
jets = 0 𝑁

gap
jets > 0 𝑁

gap
jets > 0 𝑁

gap
jets = 0

𝜉𝑙𝛾 < 0.35 𝜉𝑙𝛾 < 0.35 0.35 < 𝜉𝑙𝛾 < 1 0.35 < 𝜉𝑙𝛾 < 1

Table 2 shows the number of signal and background events in SRfid and CRfid, after computing the
data-driven backgrounds, as described in Section 5. The strong𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 process accounts for 63% of the event
yield in CRfid and 52% in the SRfid. The remaining prompt backgrounds, including top quark processes
and EW and strong 𝑍𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 processes, contribute 11% in CRfid and 8% in SRfid, while the non-prompt
background fraction is 22% in CRfid and 23% in SRfid.
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Table 2: Expected number of events in the signal and control regions used for the fiducial cross-section measurement
and observation of EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 production. Statistical and systematic uncertainties estimated in Section 8 are included
for each component. The number of observed events in each region are included for comparison. The “non-prompt”
background category includes non-prompt photons and fake leptons.

SRfid
(
𝑁

gap
jets = 0

)
CRfid

(
𝑁

gap
jets > 0

)
EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 520 ± 141 120 ± 49
Strong 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 1550 ± 830 1970 ± 950
Non-prompt 692 ± 57 698 ± 58
Top quark processes 109 ± 18 183 ± 37
EW + strong 𝑍𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 128 ± 34 163 ± 77
Total 3000 ± 830 3140 ± 960
Data 3341 3143

5 Background estimation

The main source of background arises from strong 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 production. This background is estimated by
using MC simulation and constrained using data in the control regions defined in Table 1; a detailed
description of this procedure is provided in Section 6. Additional prompt backgrounds arise from 𝑍𝛾 𝑗 𝑗

production and the production of one or more top quarks in association with photons. These prompt
backgrounds are estimated by using MC simulations described in Section 3.

The largest non-prompt background arises primarily from 𝑊+jet production, where a jet is misidentified
as a photon. This non-prompt photon background is estimated by using a data-driven template fit to
the 𝑝T-corrected photon isolation energy (𝐸 iso,𝛾

T = 𝐸cone40
T − 0.022 × 𝑝T) distributions of prompt and

non-prompt photons. The prompt photon template is determined from prompt photons in 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 MC
simulation. A control region enriched with non-prompt photons is defined by requiring photons to satisfy
the loose identification criteria but fail to satisfy the selection criteria for at least one of four variables in the
tight identification that define the photon shower shape. This selection is referred to as LoosePrime4 [35].
The shape of the non-prompt photon template is extracted by parameterising the 𝐸

iso,𝛾
T distribution in this

control region. Contributions from processes with prompt photons in the non-prompt photon control region
are minimal but are accounted for with a systematic uncertainty of the background estimate. The fractions
of prompt and non-prompt photons are extracted for each bin of each distribution using an unbinned,
maximum-likelihood fit of the prompt and non-prompt templates to data. The extracted yields are verified
using an “ABCD sideband method” [42] with the two dimensional plane defined by photon identification
and isolation requirements. The dominant uncertainty in the non-prompt photon background is due to the
choice of photon identification criteria used to define the non-prompt template regions. This non-prompt
photon definition is varied by requiring photons to fail to satisfy at least one of two, three, or five shower
shape selection variables used to define the tight identification [35], and the systematic uncertainty due
to this identification choice varies from 4% to 16%. Other sources of systematic uncertainty arise from
statistical uncertainties of the samples in the template and fit regions; prompt photon leakage into the
non-prompt template regions, estimated from signal MC simulation; and the effect of photon isolation
energy modelling uncertainties on the prompt photon templates.

A “fake factor” method is used to estimate the background from fake leptons: leptons arising from
misreconstructed jets or in-flight decays of hadrons. The method defines tight leptons as those satisfying
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all selection criteria described in Section 4 and non-tight leptons as those failing to satisfy either the
tight identification or tight isolation criteria. Non-tight leptons must still satisfy loose identification in
addition to the identification and isolation requirements associated with the single lepton triggers. The fake
factor is defined as the ratio of events with one tight lepton to those events with one non-tight lepton. It is
calculated differentially in lepton 𝑝T and 𝜂 in a non-prompt control region defined by exactly one lepton
and at least one jet. Contributions from processes with prompt leptons are subtracted from the data prior to
calculating the fake factor. The non-prompt lepton background is then determined in each bin of each
measured distribution by applying the fake factor to prompt, background-subtracted data events that satisfy
all the selection criteria except the tight lepton criteria. Sources of uncertainty arise from data and MC
sample size in the control regions, relative fractions between heavy flavour decays and photon conversions,
control region definitions for fake factor calculation, theoretical uncertainties of the prompt background,
and the binning in 𝑝𝑙T and 𝜂.

An electron can be misreconstructed as a converted photon (𝑒 → 𝛾) if the track reconstruction algorithm
either fails to associate a B-layer hit to the track or associates a spurious conversion track to the electron.
This background arises predominantly from 𝑍+jets and 𝑡𝑡 processes, and the fake rate is determined using
data by selecting candidate 𝑒𝑒 and 𝑒𝛾 events in a range of ±20 GeV around the 𝑍 boson mass. The
object selections for the electron and photon candidates satisfies the same criteria specified in Section 4.
Compared with the analysis region selections described in Section 4, events must satisfy the following
criteria: 𝐸miss

T < 20 GeV, 𝑚𝑊
T < 20 GeV, and there are no jet requirements. The 𝑒𝑒 and 𝑒𝛾 event yields

are obtained by fitting a double-sided Crystal Ball function [43] to 𝑚𝑒𝑒 or 𝑚𝑒𝛾 to model the 𝑍 boson decay
along with an exponential function to account for backgrounds. The ratio of 𝑁𝑒𝛾/𝑁𝑒𝑒 is parameterised
as functions of electron 𝑝T and 𝜂 and applied to data events with 𝑒𝑒 𝑗 𝑗 and 𝑒𝜇 𝑗 𝑗 final states, where one
electron replaces the photon in the event selection, to estimate the 𝑒 → 𝛾 background in electron and muon
channels, respectively. Sources of systematic uncertainties for the 𝑒 → 𝛾 fake rate arise from variations in
the invariant mass fit range, varying the binning in 𝑝T and 𝜂, and replacing the exponential background
parameterisation with a fourth-order Bernstein polynomial [44].

No explicit requirement is imposed on the longitudinal position of the photon relative to the primary vertex,
Δ𝑧𝛾 , as it is not well-measured for unconverted photons. As a result, a combinatorial background arises
whereby a photon originating from one 𝑝𝑝 interaction is selected alongside a 𝑊 𝑗 𝑗 event from another
𝑝𝑝 interaction from the same bunch crossing. This pile-up photon background is estimated by using
a data-driven method [45] that exploits the difference in Δ𝑧𝛾 between hard scatter and pile-up photons.
Because the pile-up photon fraction, 𝑓PU, is independent of the photon conversion status, events are selected
if they contain a converted photon with two tracks and a conversion vertex with radius < 125 mm such
that the conversion occurs within the pixel detector, allowing for an accurate measurement of Δ𝑧𝛾 . The
sidebands of the Δ𝑧𝛾 distribution in background-subtracted data and 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 simulation are used to estimate
the fraction of events in each analysis region that have photons originating from a pile-up interaction. A
control region dominated by pile-up photon background is defined by |Δ𝑧𝛾 | > 50 mm. Due to the limited
number of events in this data control region, the statistical uncertainty of 𝑓PU is almost 90% while the
systematic uncertainty is negligible compared with the statistical uncertainty. The pile-up background
contains a component where a pile-up jet can be misidentified as a photon. The fraction of prompt photons
is estimated by using inclusive prompt photon events obtained from data recorded using single photon
triggers, and 𝑓PU is then multiplied by this fraction. The estimated 𝑓PU is (1.7 ± 1.6)% in SRfid and
(0.45 ± 0.39)% in CRfid; it is neglected for the differential cross-section measurement due to the limited
number of events in the control region of pile-up photons arising from the additional requirement of
𝑚 𝑗 𝑗 > 1 TeV. The procedure to extract the EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 fiducial cross-section is repeated without the pile-up
photon background, and the uncertainty on the fiducial cross-section is unchanged.
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6 Signal extraction

6.1 Signal extraction for observation

A neural network (NN) is used to classify signal and background processes. The NN is trained on the
EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 process as the signal model and the sum of strong 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 , 𝑍𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 , and top quark processes
as the background model, which are weighted according to their cross-sections. All events used in the
training satisfy the signal region SRfid selection described in Section 4. Two NN classifiers are created
after training on two statistically independent but otherwise identical samples. A binary cross-entropy
loss function is used during the training and the loss for each event is weighted by its weight. The NN
consists of a batch normalisation layer followed by three densely connected hidden layers of 512 nodes
each. Each hidden node uses a LeakyRelu activation function [46], whereas the hidden layer is densely
connected with the neighbouring hidden layer that uses a sigmoid activation function. The model is trained
with the Adam learning rate optimiser [47] with an initial learning rate of 3 × 10−5. The NN is trained
to discriminate signal from background using 13 kinematic observables. These 13 observables, ranked
according to importance, consist of the lepton-photon centrality, 𝜉𝑙𝛾; pseudorapidity difference between the
two jets, Δ𝜂 𝑗 𝑗 ; angular distance between the lepton-photon system and the dĳet system, Δ𝑅(𝑙𝛾, 𝑗 𝑗); 𝑝𝛾T;
𝑝𝑙T; photon centrality, 𝜉𝛾; angular distance between leading jet and photon, Δ𝑅( 𝑗lead, 𝛾); angular distance
between lepton and photon, Δ𝑅(𝑙, 𝛾); transverse momentum of the lepton-photon system, 𝑝𝑙𝛾T ; azimuthal
angle difference between the lepton-photon and the dĳet system, Δ𝜙(𝑙𝛾, 𝑗 𝑗); 𝑚𝑊

T ; leading jet transverse
momentum, 𝑝 𝑗lead

T ; and 𝜂 𝑗lead . The optimal hyperparameters are determined using a grid search by repeating
the training with different combinations of the number of hidden layers, number of nodes, and learning
rate; the model architecture with the lowest loss on test data is chosen. The NN trained on one statistically
independent sample is applied to the other for evaluation. No significant differences between the two
NNs are found, and thus the average value of the two NN output scores is used for data and data-driven
background events.

A profile likelihood fit to the NN score in the SRfid and CRfid region is performed simultaneously to
maximise the likelihood of observing 𝑛data events given the number of predicted events. The expected
number of events depends on two floating normalisation factors: 𝜇strong for strong 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 and 𝜇EW as the
EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 signal strength. The likelihood function L can be written in a simplified form as the product of
Poisson distributions multiplied by the product of Gaussian constraints,

L =
∏
𝑟

∏
𝑖

𝑃(𝑛data
𝑟 ,𝑖 |𝜇EW𝑆𝑟 ,𝑖 (𝜽) + 𝐵𝑟 ,𝑖 (𝜇strong, 𝜽)) ×

∏
𝑗

𝐺 (𝜃 𝑗), (1)

where 𝑟 is either SRfid or CRfid, 𝑖 represents the bin number of the NN score in region r, 𝜽 refers to nuisance
parameters constrained by the Gaussian term 𝐺 (𝜃 𝑗) for each systematic uncertainty source 𝑗 , 𝑆𝑟 ,𝑖 (𝜽) is
the number of predicted events from EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 simulation, 𝐵𝑟 ,𝑖 (𝜽) is the number of background events,
which depends on 𝜇strong and 𝜇EW.

The shape of the NN score for EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 and strong 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 is taken from the corresponding MC while the
normalisation for each process is floated, namely, 𝜇EW and 𝜇strong, respectively. The other backgrounds are
allowed to vary within their respective uncertainties. The EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 measurement depends on a set of
nuisance parameters that represent the impact of uncertainties on the fit; these uncertainties are discussed
in Section 8. The observed significance is evaluated by performing a background-only simultaneous fit
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to data in SRfid and CRfid to estimate the probability of rejecting the background-only hypothesis. The
signal region was blinded when analysis decisions and optimisations were made to avoid biasing the
measurement.

Figure 2 shows the top three ranked observables of the NN in the signal region with nuisance parameters
injected from the fit to the NN score and Figure 3 shows the output NN score in SRfid and CRfid after
performing the profile likelihood fit in the corresponding observables. Good agreement with the observed
data is seen in both the regions except for the slight shape difference in 𝜉𝑙𝛾 between MC and data. Instead
of injecting the nuisance parameter from the fit to the NN score, the maximum-likelihood fit was performed
to 𝜉𝑙𝛾 directly to obtain the nuisance parameters, resulting in excellent agreement between MC and data
after the fit. Therefore the maximum-likelihood fit has sufficient flexibility to give reliable results despite
mismodelling between MC and data before the fit.
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Figure 2: Distribution of the predicted and observed yields for the three highest ranked variables in the NN after
performing the profile likelihood fit: namely (a) 𝜉𝑙𝛾 , (b) Δ𝜂 𝑗 𝑗 , and (c) Δ𝑅(𝑙𝛾, 𝑗 𝑗). The observed data is represented
by solid circles and the associated vertical error bar represents the statistical uncertainty of the data. The predicted
yields comprise simulated EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 signal, backgrounds from non-prompt photons and leptons that are estimated
by using data-driven methods, and backgrounds that are estimated with simulation. The hashed band represents the
quadrature sum of the statistical and systematic uncertainties.

6.2 Signal extraction for the differential cross-section measurement

The EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 event yields are also extracted differentially as functions of 𝑚 𝑗 𝑗 , 𝑝
𝑗 𝑗

𝑇
, Δ𝜙 𝑗 𝑗 , 𝑝𝑙T, 𝑚𝑙𝛾 , and

Δ𝜙𝑙𝛾 using the methodology documented in Ref. [48]. This method exploits signal and control regions in a
binned log-likelihood fit [49, 50], which are used to constrain both the shape and normalisation of the
strong 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 background. The data are split into four regions (SR, CRA, CRB, and CRC) by imposing the
selection criteria for 𝜉𝑙𝛾 and 𝑁

gap
jets defined in Table 1 in Section 4.

The binned log likelihood is defined as:

lnL = −
∑︁
𝑟 ,𝑖

𝜈𝑠𝑟𝑖 +
∑︁
𝑟 ,𝑖

𝑁data
𝑟𝑖 ln 𝜈𝑠𝑟𝑖 ,
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Figure 3: Distribution of the predicted and observed yields as a function of the NN score in the CRfid (a) and SRfid

(b) regions after performing the profile likelihood fit. Data is represented by solid circles, and the associated vertical
error bar represents the statistical uncertainty on the data. The predicted yields comprise simulated EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 signal,
backgrounds from non-prompt photons and leptons that are estimated by using data-driven methods, and backgrounds
that are estimated with simulation. The hashed band represents the quadrature sum of the statistical and systematic
uncertainties.

where 𝑟 corresponds to one of the four regions SR, CRA, CRB, and CRC, 𝑖 corresponds to the bin of the
kinematic observable, 𝑁data

𝑟𝑖
corresponds to the data yield in bin 𝑖 of region 𝑟, and 𝜈𝑠

𝑟𝑖
corresponds to the

prediction that relies on the 𝑠 sources of experimental systematic uncertainty.

The fitted number of events in region 𝑟 and bin 𝑖 is expressed as

𝜈𝑟𝑖 = 𝜇EW,𝑖 𝜈
EW,MC
𝑟𝑖

+ 𝜈
strong
𝑟𝑖

+ 𝜈
other,bkg
𝑟𝑖

, (2)

where 𝜇EW,𝑖 is the signal strength of EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 in bin 𝑖, and 𝜈
EW,MC
𝑟𝑖

and 𝜈
other,bkg
𝑟𝑖

correspond to the
EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 prediction and contributions from reducible background processes, respectively. The strong
𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 prediction is constrained using the signal-suppressed control regions based on the following four
relations:

𝜈
strong
CRA,𝑖

= 𝑏L,𝑖 𝜈
strong,MC
CRA,𝑖

, 𝜈
strong
CRB,𝑖

= 𝑏H,𝑖 𝜈
strong,MC
CRB,𝑖

,

𝜈
strong
SR,𝑖 = 𝑏L,𝑖 𝑐 𝜈

strong,MC
SR,𝑖 , and 𝜈

strong
CRC,𝑖

= 𝑏H,𝑖 𝑐 𝜈
strong,MC
CRC,𝑖

.
(3)

The parameters 𝑏L,𝑖 and 𝑏H,𝑖 are sets of bin-dependent free parameters that correspond to the 𝜉𝑙𝛾 < 0.35
and 𝜉𝑙𝛾 > 0.35 regions, respectively. The low-𝜉𝑙𝛾 parameter, 𝑏L,𝑖 , is primarily constrained by CRA, while
𝑏H,𝑖 is primarily constrained by CRB. These two sets of parameters introduce additional degrees of freedom
to the predicted strong 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 event yield to allow the fitted number of strong 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 events to be more
consistent with the observed data. A floating parameter 𝑐 is used to provide a residual correction that
can account for any mismodelling across 𝑁

gap
jets . This configuration is found to be more robust against
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Figure 4: Distribution of the observed and predicted yields as a function of 𝑚 𝑗 𝑗 in the SR, CRA, CRB, and CRC
regions, both (a) pre-fit and (b) post-fit. Data is represented by solid circles, and the associated vertical error
bar represents the statistical uncertainty of the data. The predicted yields comprise simulated EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 signal,
backgrounds from non-prompt photons and leptons that are estimated by using data-driven methods, and backgrounds
that are estimated with simulation. The hashed band represents the quadrature sum of the statistical and systematic
uncertainties, which are constrained in the fit. The bin edges are (1, 1.4, 1.7, 2,1, 5.3) TeV.

fit instability than the two-parameter linear fit in Ref. [48], due to the limited number of observed data
events.

For each bin 𝑖, the binned maximum-likelihood fit consists of the following free parameters: the signal
strength 𝜇EW,𝑖, the free parameter 𝑐, and the 𝑏L,𝑖 and 𝑏H,𝑖 corrections to the strong 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 process. This
constitutes an overall number of 3×𝑁bins + 1 parameters that are constrained by the 4×𝑁bins measurements
in data, where 𝑁bins corresponds to the number of bins in the measurement of the differential observable.

The alternative predictions for EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 and strong 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 introduced in Section 3 are used to assess the
systematic uncertainties discussed in Section 8. The statistical uncertainty arising from the limited size of
the data and simulated MC samples is evaluated using the bootstrap method [51], each with 10 000 toy
experiments. The signal extraction is repeated for each toy experiment, where the event yields in each bin
of the signal and control regions are sampled according to a Poisson distribution. The mean and RMS of
the extracted event yields among these toy experiments are used to define the extracted EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 yield
and associated statistical uncertainty. Each source of systematic uncertainty is varied and applied to the
templates coherently in each region and propagated through the fit. The theory uncertainties due to QCD
scales, PDFs, and 𝛼𝑆 are evaluated following the procedures discussed in Section 8.

Figure 4 shows the pre- and post-fit agreement between data and predicted yields as functions of 𝑚 𝑗 𝑗 in SR,
CRA, CRB, and CRC. The floating parameter 𝑐 ranges from 1.06 to 1.22 depending on the observable while
the overall scaling factor for strong 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 (𝑏L,𝑖 𝑐) ranges between 1.07 and 1.39. Good post-fit agreement
between the predicted yields and data is observed in all four regions. The pre-fit systematic uncertainties
presented on the figures are estimated as documented in Section 8. The three control regions allow for a
constraint of the systematic uncertainties, in particular the strong 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 modelling uncertainties.

The differential EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 signal extraction method is validated with two procedures. In the first cross-
check, a different choice of control regions for the strong 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 process is assigned in Equation 3, where
𝑏L,𝑖 and 𝑏H,𝑖 instead link the strong background yields at same 𝑁

gap
jets values, and are thus constrained at
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high 𝜉𝑙𝛾 , and the free parameter 𝑐 provides residual corrections considering the mismodelling across 𝜉𝑙𝛾 .
In the second method, the data-driven corrections to the strong 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 contributions are derived only in
either CRA or CRC. The extracted EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 event yields obtained using each of these two methods are
consistent with the nominal results.

7 Correction for detector effects

The fiducial and differential cross-sections at particle level are obtained by correcting the reconstruction-level
EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 event yield for the detector effects of inefficiency and resolution.

The particle-level regions are defined using all final-state stable particles with a mean lifetime of 𝑐𝜏 > 10 mm.
To reduce model-dependence associated with extrapolations across phase space, the particle-level selection
is defined to mimic the detector-level event selection described in Section 4. Particle-level dressed leptons
are formed by combining the four momenta of each prompt electron or muon with the prompt photons
that lie within Δ𝑅 = 0.1 of the prompt lepton excluding electrons or muons from tau decays. Events
must contain exactly one dressed lepton with 𝑝T > 30 GeV. Leptons are required to fall within the same
detector acceptance as the reconstruction level, with muons satisfying |𝜂 | < 2.5 and electrons satisfying
|𝜂 | < 2.47 excluding the region 1.37 < |𝜂 | < 1.52. Events must contain at least one prompt photon with
𝑝T > 22 GeV and |𝜂 | < 2.37, excluding the region 1.37 < |𝜂 | < 1.52. At particle level, the photon
isolation energy, 𝐸 iso

T , defined as the sum of the transverse energy of stable particles within a cone of
Δ𝑅 = 0.4 around the prompt photon, excluding the photon itself and neutrinos, must satisfy 𝐸 iso

T < 0.2𝐸𝛾

T .
The photon isolation requirement is optimised using Sherpa EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 simulation to minimise model
dependence. Jets are reconstructed with the anti-𝑘𝑡 algorithm using all final-state particles as input except
the dressed lepton and prompt neutrinos. Events are required to contain zero jets that fall within Δ𝑅 = 0.4
around a 𝑏-hadron, and must contain at least two jets with 𝑝T > 50 GeV and |𝜂 | < 4.4. The particle-level
missing transverse momentum, defined as the vector sum of the transverse momenta of all non-interacting,
final-state stable particles, must satisfy 𝐸miss

T > 30 GeV. These leptons, jets, and photons are then selected
in a VBS topology by using the same requirements as the reconstruction-level selection, which are listed
in Table 3. The particle-level phase space definition is slightly different for the fiducial and differential
cross-section measurements to ensure the definitions are as close as possible to the signal extraction method
at reconstruction level.

The integrated fiducial cross-section, 𝜎fid
EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗

, is defined as :

𝜎fid
EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 =

𝑁EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗

𝐿 · 𝐶EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗

, (4)

where 𝑁EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 is the number of extracted EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 events after performing the fit described in
Section 6.1, 𝐿 is the integrated luminosity, and 𝐶EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 is the correction factor estimated by using the
EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 MC. The statistical uncertainty due to the limited size of data and simulation samples are
propagated through Equation 4, along with each source of systematic uncertainty affecting 𝑁EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 and
𝐶EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 , which are treated as fully correlated.

For the differential cross-section measurement each distribution is unfolded using an iterative Bayesian
method with two iterations [52, 53]. The binnings of the observables are optimised to ensure the relative
statistical precision of the extracted EW𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 event yield is similar across bins using an Asimov dataset [54]
formed by the 𝑊𝛾 and non-𝑊𝛾 simulation samples. The binning for each observable is optimised using
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Table 3: Particle-level definition for the fiducial and differential EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 measurement.

Object Selection requirements
Dressed muons 𝑝T > 30 GeV and |𝜂 | < 2.5

Dressed electrons 𝑝T > 30 GeV and |𝜂 | < 2.47 (excluding 1.37 < |𝜂 | < 1.52)
Isolated photons 𝐸

𝛾

T > 22 GeV and |𝜂 | < 2.37 (excluding 1.37 < |𝜂 | < 1.52) and 𝐸 iso
T < 0.2𝐸𝛾

T
Jets At least two jets with 𝑝T > 50 GeV and |𝑦 | < 4.4, 𝑏−jet veto

Missing transverse momentum 𝐸miss
T > 30 GeV and 𝑚𝑊

T > 30 GeV

VBS topology 𝑁ℓ = 1, 𝑁𝛾 ≥ 1, |𝑚ℓ𝛾 − 𝑚𝑍 | > 10 GeV
Δ𝑅min(ℓ, 𝑗) > 0.4, Δ𝑅min(𝛾, 𝑗) > 0.4, Δ𝑅min(ℓ, 𝛾) > 0.4
Δ𝑅min( 𝑗1, 𝑗2) > 0.4, Δ𝜙min(𝐸miss

T , 𝑗) > 0.4
𝑁jets ≥ 2, 𝑝

𝑗1
T , 𝑝

𝑗2
T > 50 GeV

𝑚 𝑗 𝑗 > 500 GeV, |Δ𝑦 𝑗 𝑗 | > 2
Fiducial measurement VBS topology

Differential measurement VBS topology ⊕ (𝑚 𝑗 𝑗 > 1000 GeV, 𝑁gap
jets = 0, and 𝜉𝑊𝛾 < 0.35)

the EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 and strong 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 simulation samples, such that a similar statistical precision is obtained for
each bin of the extracted yield. An additional requirement that the bin width is not smaller than twice
the resolution of the observable is enforced. The number of iterations are determined by minimising the
quadrature sum of the bias and the statistical uncertainty due to unfolding, where the bias is estimated
by comparing the unfolded distribution after a certain number of iterations to the true distribution in the
EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 simulation. The value and statistical uncertainty on the fiducial EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 cross-section are
derived from the mean and root mean square (RMS) of the 10 000 toy experiments described in Section 6.2,
propagated through the unfolding. These modified distributions and response matrices are then used to
repeat the unfolding procedure for each toy experiment. The statistical uncertainty in each bin corresponds
to the standard deviation of the unfolded results from the ensemble of 10 000 toy experiments. Systematic
uncertainties that affect both the signal extraction and the unfolding are treated as correlated and propagated
through the unfolding to the final results.

8 Systematic uncertainties

Experimental sources of systematic uncertainty arise from the reconstruction and energy calibration of
objects including leptons, photons, jets, heavy-flavour tagging of jets, and missing transverse momentum.
These uncertainties affect both the normalisation and shape of the simulated background processes, the
shape of the simulated EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 process in the signal extraction, and the normalisation and shape of
simulations used to unfold the inclusive and differential cross-sections of the EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 process.

The lepton trigger efficiencies and lepton and photon reconstruction, identification, and isolation efficiencies
in simulations are corrected using scale factors derived from data, as described in Section 4. Systematic
uncertainties due to this procedure are evaluated by varying the scale factors based on their associated
uncertainties [34, 35]. Uncertainties arising from differences between simulation and data in the
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reconstructed lepton (photon) momentum are evaluated by scaling and smearing the lepton (photon)
transverse momentum.

Jets are calibrated using a combination of MC-based and data-driven corrections [55]. Uncertainties in the
measurements due to uncertainties in the jet energy scale and resolution corrections are evaluated by scaling
and smearing the jet four-momentum in the simulation by the uncertainties associated with each of these
corrections. Uncertainties arising from the imperfect modelling of the JVT in the simulation are estimated
by varying the JVT requirement. Furthermore, uncertainties arising from differences between simulation
and data in 𝑏-jet tagging efficiencies are estimated by varying the associated scale factors [40].

Uncertainties from the 𝐸miss
T measurement are estimated by propagating the uncertainties in the transverse

momenta of hard physics objects and by applying uncertainties associated with momentum scale and
resolution to the track-based term [41].

Additional sources of experimental uncertainty arise due to the modelling of pile-up and the luminosity
determination. The uncertainty in the combined 2015–2018 integrated luminosity is 0.83% [29], obtained
using the LUCID-2 detector [11] for the primary luminosity measurements, complemented by measurements
using the inner detector and calorimeters.

For the EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 fiducial cross-section measurement, each source of experimental systematic uncertainty
is introduced as a nuisance parameter using a Gaussian constraint in the likelihood, as described in
Section 6.1. For the differential signal extraction, 10 000 pseudo-experiments are constructed for simulated
MC samples, where each pseudo-experiment samples each simulated MC event with a unit-mean Poisson
distribution. For data, in each experiment the number of data events in each bin is determined by sampling
a Poisson distribution of mean equal to the nominal bin content. Each pseudo-experiment maintains
statistical correlations between the nominal and varied samples by keeping the same values from the
unit-mean Poisson distributions for each event, for both the nominal and systematic variations. The EW
𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 yield is extracted for each pseudo-experiment, and the effect of the systematic uncertainty on the
yield is calculated as the mean of the distribution of differences between the varied and nominal for each
pseudo-experiment. The statistical significance of each experimental systematic uncertainty is evaluated by
computing the RMS of the distribution of differences between the varied and nominal pseudo-experiments.
A smoothing procedure is applied to reduce bin-to-bin statistical fluctuations such that the difference
between uncertainties with or without smoothing is statistically insignificant. All experimental systematic
uncertainties are treated as correlated between processes and regions. For both the inclusive and differential
cross-sections, the dominant experimental systematic uncertainties arise from the calibration of jets and
modelling of pile-up conditions, resulting in approximately 4% uncertainty in the inclusive cross-section
and 5%–9% uncertainty in the differential measurements.

Theoretical uncertainties are accounted for from all simulated signal and background processes that affect
the EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 signal extraction. Each source of theoretical uncertainty is estimated by repeating the signal
extraction and unfolding procedure with an uncertainty variation applied and propagating this through the
unfolded measurements. Theoretical uncertainties arise due to higher-order QCD corrections, the PDFs
used in the simulations, the accuracy of the strong coupling constant 𝛼S, and the choice of event generators.
The effects of higher-order QCD corrections are estimated by varying each of the renormalisation (𝜇𝑅)
and factorisation (𝜇𝐹) scales by a factor of two with 0.5 ≤ 𝜇𝐹/𝜇𝑅 ≤ 2.0. Uncertainties due to the PDFs
are evaluated by varying each Hessian eigenvector of the nominal NNPDF3.0nnlo set and comparing
results obtained from nominal PDFs to alternative PDFs such as NNPDF3.1nnlo [56], CT18nnlo [57],
MSHT2020nnlo [58], and PDF4LHC15nnlo [59]. If the difference between the nominal PDF and
alternative PDF is not covered by the quadrature sum of the eigenvector changes in NNPDF3.0nnlo, an

17



additional uncertainty is assigned. The uncertainty due to 𝛼S is evaluated with the nominal PDF by varying
the nominal 𝛼S = 0.118 by ±0.001. For the EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 signal extraction, the systematic uncertainty arising
from the choice of event generator for the strong 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 and EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 processes is estimated using the
symmetrised envelope formed by the difference between the extracted event yield between the nominal
generator, Sherpa, and the alternative generator, MadGraph5+Pythia8. For the differential cross-section
measurement, the choice of event generator is extracted using the same method as with the experimental
systematic uncertainties.

Treatment of the theory uncertainties is briefly discussed here. For the fiducial cross-section measurement,
the QCD scale uncertainties are treated as uncorrelated between signal and control regions, because it is a
conservative approach in this case. The PDF and 𝛼S uncertainties are treated as correlated between regions
but kept uncorrelated between different processes. Unlike the decorrelation of theory uncertainties across
regions for the fiducial cross-section measurement of EW𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 , this treatment of theory uncertainties is not
necessary for the differential cross-section measurement for two reasons: first, the differential cross-section
is measured in each bin of the observable using the fit described above, hence the theory uncertainties are
decorrelated between bins of observables; and second, correlations of QCD scale variations across 𝑁gap

jets are
taken into account by the floating parameter 𝑐 in Equation 3 in Section 6.2 such that only the uncertainties
in 𝑐 are required.

Systematic uncertainties related to the unfolding procedure in the differential cross-section measurements
are evaluated as follows. First, the EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 process simulated with the alternative generator, MadGraph,
is used to extract the EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 signal and unfold the data. The difference from the nominal result is
applied as a systematic uncertainty on the unfolded EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 distributions. Second, 10 000 truth toy
experiments are generated for the particle-level distribution according to a Gaussian distribution with mean
equal to the value of the corresponding bin and RMS equal to the statistical uncertainty of the bin. The
nominal response matrix is then applied to the particle-level distribution from each toy experiment to create
a reconstruction-level pseudo-dataset, which is then unfolded with the nominal response matrix to produce
an unfolded pseudo-dataset. The difference in the observable distribution between the truth toy experiment
and the unfolded pseudo-dataset constitutes a systematic uncertainty on the unfolded result.

Table 4 shows the impact of the statistical and systematic uncertainties on the fiducial and differential
cross-section measurement. The precision of the fiducial cross-section is limited by the statistical precision
of the sample followed by the modelling uncertainties, and the largest experimental uncertainties arise
from uncertainties in the jet energy scale and jet energy resolution of reconstructed jets. Figure 5 shows
the fractional systematic uncertainties as functions of 𝑚 𝑗 𝑗 and 𝑝𝑙T. The uncertainties in the differential
measurement are mostly dominated by the systematic variations arising from strong 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 and EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗

modelling and the impact of the jet energy scale and resolution uncertainties, for distributions including
jets.

9 Results

9.1 Observation and fiducial cross-section for EW 𝑾𝜸 𝒋 𝒋 process

The measured signal strength, 𝜇EW, is 1.5 ± 0.5 and the observed significance is well above six standard
deviations, compared with an expected significance of 6.3𝜎, using Sherpa for EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 signal. The
measured EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 fiducial cross-section in the phase space defined in Section 7 is determined to be
𝜎EW = 13.2 ± 2.5 fb. The difference in fractional uncertainty between 𝜇EW and 𝜎EW is due to a large
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Table 4: Impact of uncertainties on the measured fiducial cross-section. Squared values of impacts are obtained by
fixing a set of nuisance parameters of the uncertainty sources corresponding to the category to the best-fit values,
then calculating the difference between the squares of the resulting uncertainty from the total uncertainty of the
nominal fit.

Uncertainty Source Fractional Uncertainty [%]
Statistics 11
Jets 8
Lepton, photon, pile-up 8
EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 modelling 7
Strong 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 modelling 6
Non-prompt background 2
Luminosity 2
Other Background modelling 2
𝐸miss
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Figure 5: Fractional uncertainty in the EW𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 measurement as functions of 𝑚 𝑗 𝑗 and 𝑝𝑙T. Uncertainties are grouped
in categories that are added in quadrature to give total uncertainties. Systematic uncertainties due to reconstruction
of leptons, photons, pile-up, and heavy-flavour jets are grouped in the category “Other”.

normalisation component of the signal modelling uncertainty from the choice of event generator. These
predictions from Sherpa and MadGraph5+Pythia8 are compared with the measured fiducial cross-section
in Figure 6. The MadGraph5+Pythia8 prediction is in agreement with the data within uncertainties
while Sherpa underestimates the data within two standard deviations. The theoretical uncertainties in the
predicted cross-sections include systematic uncertainties from the QCD scales, PDFs, and 𝛼𝑆 variations.
The difference between the predicted cross-section between MadGraph5+Pythia8 and Sherpa arises due
to the third parton included in the matrix element of Sherpa [60].

9.2 Differential cross-section for EW 𝑾𝜸 𝒋 𝒋 process

Figure 7 shows the differential cross-sections for EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 production as functions of 𝑚 𝑗 𝑗 , 𝑝
𝑗 𝑗

T , Δ𝜙 𝑗 𝑗 , 𝑝𝑙T,
𝑚𝑙𝛾 , and Δ𝜙𝑙𝛾 . The predictions from both MadGraph5+Pythia8 and Sherpa are in agreement with the
data within uncertainties, where MadGraph5+Pythia8 predictions slightly overshoot the measurement at

19



0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18
 [fb]fid

jjγ)νl→W(EW σ 

ATLAS
-1 = 13 TeV, 140 fbs

jjγ)νl→W(EW 

Data (syst)       (total)

 2.5 fb±13.2 

Sherpa 2.2.12

) fbsα (stat+PDF+
  - 0.3

  + 0.4 (scale)  - 0.6
 + 0.98.9

MadGraph5+Pythia8

) fbsα (stat+PDF+
  - 0.4

  + 0.4 (scale)  - 0.7
 + 0.813.0

Figure 6: The measured EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 fiducial cross-section compared with the predictions of Sherpa and Mad-
Graph5+Pythia8. The central value of the measured fiducial cross-section is represented by a dashed vertical line.
The light shaded band represents the total uncertainty on the measured fiducial cross-section, while the darker shaded
band represents the systematic uncertainty. Each MC prediction is represented with a solid circle, and the associated
horizontal error bars correspond to the quadrature sum of statistical uncertainties and theoretical uncertainties. The
impacts of various sources of systematic and theoretical modelling uncertainties in the fiducial cross-section are
shown in Table 4.

high 𝑚 𝑗 𝑗 and 𝑝
𝑗 𝑗

T while the Sherpa predictions tend to underestimate the measured cross-section across
the six observables, particularly at low 𝑝

𝑗 𝑗

T , −2.5 < Δ𝜙 𝑗 𝑗 < 0, and Δ𝜙𝑙𝛾 < 0.

The presence of anomalous quartic gauge coupling can modify the distributions of these observables at
the tails of 𝑚 𝑗 𝑗 , 𝑝

𝑗 𝑗

T , 𝑝𝑙T or 𝑚𝑙𝛾 . This is investigated further in Section 10. Enhancement of CPV of
Higgs and gauge boson couplings in the diboson sector may distort the shape of Δ𝜙 𝑗 𝑗 and Δ𝜙𝑙𝛾 , thus the
measurements of these two observables can be used to constrain the presence of CP-odd contributions to
the EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 process.
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Figure 7: EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 measured differential cross-section (solid circles) as functions of 𝑚 𝑗 𝑗 , 𝑝
𝑗 𝑗

T , Δ𝜙 𝑗 𝑗 , 𝑝𝑙T, 𝑚𝑙𝛾 and
Δ𝜙𝑙𝛾 in comparison to Sherpa (open circles) and MadGraph5+Pythia8 (open squares) predictions. The vertical
error bars on the predictions are determined by varying QCD scales, PDFs, 𝛼𝑆 (for Sherpa), and MC statistical
uncertainties. The vertical (shaded) error bars on the data correspond to the data statistical (total) uncertainties.
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10 EFT interpretation

The differential cross-section measurements presented in Section 9 are used to constrain dimension-8 (D-8)
operators [2]. These operators are implemented in the Eboli model including twenty independent, charge-
conjugation and parity conserving D-8 operators that can change the QGC. The measured distributions for
the six observables are sensitive to sixteen D-8 operators and the most stringent limits from interpretations
of these distributions are reported.

The effective Lagrangian, Leff , including aQGC interactions represented by the higher dimension operators
and the corresponding Wilson coefficients, is given by:

Leff = LSM +
∑︁
𝑗

𝑓
(8)
𝑗

Λ4 𝑂
(8)
𝑗
, (5)

where LSM is the SM Lagrangian, 𝑂 (8)
𝑖

correspond to D-8 operators with dimensionless couplings 𝑓
(8)
𝑗

(Wilson coefficients), and Λ is the energy scale of new physics. The D-8 operators are the lowest-order
operators that can change QGCs without affecting the triple gauge couplings2. These D-8 operators can be
classified into two groups: mixed-scalar operators (𝑂𝑀0,1,2,3,4,5,7), consisting of two covariant derivatives
of the Higgs field and two field strength tensors, and tensor-type operators, consisting of four field strength
tensors (𝑂𝑇0,1,2,3,4,5,6,7).

Theoretical predictions for the EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 process are constructed based on the effective Lagrangian in
Equation 5. The amplitude for the EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 process, M, consists of the SM contribution, MSM, and the
pure D-8 part including the aQGC interactions, MD−8.

The differential cross-section can be decomposed into the following three terms:

|M|2 = |MSM |2 + 2𝑅𝑒(M∗
SMMD−8) + |MD−8 |2, (6)

where the pure SM term is |MSM |2, |MD−8 |2 is the pure D-8 term that scales quadratically with 𝑓
(8)
𝑗

, and
the interference term between the SM and D-8 amplitudes is 2𝑅𝑒(M∗

SMMD−8), which scales linearly with
𝑓
(8)
𝑗

. It was found that the pure D-8 term affects the differential cross-section measurements significantly
more than the interference term. The pure SM part in Equation 6 is taken to be the prediction from
MadGraph5+Pythia8, described in Section 3. The D-8 and interference terms are generated at LO using
MadGraph5+Pythia8, with the same PDF and parameter tunes for modelling as the SM terms.

Limits on the D-8 operator coefficients are determined using test statistics based on the profile likelihood
ratio. The profile likelihood ratio is constructed in terms of the measured cross-section as functions of
each of the six observables and the corresponding theoretical prediction parameterised in terms of Wilson
coefficients. The profile-likelihood test statistics, which are assumed to follow a 𝜒2 distribution with one
degree of freedom according to Wilks’ theorem [61], allows the evaluation of each Wilson coefficient at 95%
confidence level (CL). The expected 95% coverage is further validated using 1000 pseudo experiments.

The most stringent expected limit on each coefficient is obtained from either the 𝑝
𝑗 𝑗

𝑇
or 𝑝𝑙T distribution.

Observed and expected limits on the Wilson coefficients at 95% CL are presented in Table 5 and Table 6
with or without unitarity preservation by introducing the clipping technique described in Ref. [62].
2 Triple gauge couplings are represented by dimension-6 operators that affect both strong and EW production of VBS processes.

These are strongly constrained by vector boson fusion processes.
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The limits on the D-8 Wilson coefficients using the clipping technique are estimated as functions of a
cut-off scale, and for values of 𝑀𝑊𝛾 greater than the cut-off scale the anomalous interaction contribution is
set to zero. Figure 8 shows a scan of the cut-off scale for the 𝑇3 operator when fitting the 𝑝

𝑗 𝑗

𝑇
distribution.

𝑝
𝑗 𝑗

𝑇
is found to be the most sensitive observable to the tensor-type operators while 𝑝𝑙T is found

to be the most sensitive observable to the mixed scalar operators. The constraints on the 𝑓𝑇3 and 𝑓𝑇4
operators represent the first such limits at the LHC.
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Figure 8: Expected and observed 95% CL limits of the tensor-type operator coupling 𝑓𝑇3 from the fit to 𝑝
𝑗 𝑗

𝑇
at

different values of 𝑚𝑊𝛾 . Bounds from partial wave unitarity constraints are also shown.

Table 5: Expected and observed limits on dimension-8 operators modifying the 𝑊𝑊𝛾𝛾 coupling when fitting either
the 𝑝

𝑗 𝑗

T or 𝑝𝑙T distribution.

Coefficients [TeV−4] Observable Expected [TeV−4] Observed [TeV−4]
𝑓𝑇0/Λ4 𝑝

𝑗 𝑗

T [-2.4, 2.4] [-1.8, 1.8]
𝑓𝑇1/Λ4 𝑝

𝑗 𝑗

T [-1.5, 1.6] [-1.1, 1.2]
𝑓𝑇2/Λ4 𝑝

𝑗 𝑗

T [-4.4, 4.7] [-3.1, 3.5]
𝑓𝑇3/Λ4 𝑝

𝑗 𝑗

T [-3.3, 3.5] [-2.4, 2.6]
𝑓𝑇4/Λ4 𝑝

𝑗 𝑗

T [-3.0, 3.0] [-2.2, 2.2]
𝑓𝑇5/Λ4 𝑝

𝑗 𝑗

T [-1.7, 1.7] [-1.2, 1.3]
𝑓𝑇6/Λ4 𝑝

𝑗 𝑗

T [-1.5, 1.5] [-1.0, 1.1]
𝑓𝑇7/Λ4 𝑝

𝑗 𝑗

T [-3.8, 3.9] [-2.7, 2.8]
𝑓𝑀0/Λ4 𝑝𝑙T [-28, 28] [-24, 24]
𝑓𝑀1/Λ4 𝑝𝑙T [-43, 44] [-37, 38]
𝑓𝑀2/Λ4 𝑝𝑙T [-10, 10] [-8.6, 8.5]
𝑓𝑀3/Λ4 𝑝𝑙T [-16, 16] [-13, 14]
𝑓𝑀4/Λ4 𝑝𝑙T [-18, 18] [-15, 15]
𝑓𝑀5/Λ4 𝑝𝑙T [-17, 14] [-14, 12]
𝑓𝑀7/Λ4 𝑝𝑙T [-78, 77] [-66, 65]
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Table 6: Expected and observed 95% CL limits for specified 𝑀𝑊𝛾 cut-off values, where the expected limit intersects
with the unitarity bounds derived from partial wave unitarity constraints. The fit to either the 𝑝

𝑗 𝑗

T or 𝑝𝑙T distribution
is used to extract the limits.

Cofficients [TeV−4] Observable 𝑀𝑊𝛾 cut-off [TeV] Expected [TeV−4] Observed [TeV−4]
𝑓𝑇0/Λ4 𝑝

𝑗 𝑗

T 1.4 [-2.5, 2.6] [-1.9, 1.9]
𝑓𝑇1/Λ4 𝑝

𝑗 𝑗

T 1.9 [-1.6, 1.6] [-1.1, 1.2]
𝑓𝑇2/Λ4 𝑝

𝑗 𝑗

T 1.6 [-4.9, 5.3] [-3.6, 4.0]
𝑓𝑇3/Λ4 𝑝

𝑗 𝑗

T 1.9 [-3.4, 3.6] [-2.5, 2.7]
𝑓𝑇4/Λ4 𝑝

𝑗 𝑗

T 2.2 [-3.1, 3.1] [-2.2, 2.3]
𝑓𝑇5/Λ4 𝑝

𝑗 𝑗

T 1.8 [-1.8, 1.8] [-1.3, 1.3]
𝑓𝑇6/Λ4 𝑝

𝑗 𝑗

T 2.1 [-1.5, 1.5] [-1.1, 1.1]
𝑓𝑇7/Λ4 𝑝

𝑗 𝑗

T 2.1 [-4.0, 4.1] [-2.9, 3.0]
𝑓𝑀0/Λ4 𝑝𝑙T 1.1 [-45, 44] [-32, 31]
𝑓𝑀1/Λ4 𝑝𝑙T 1.4 [-60, 62] [-43, 44]
𝑓𝑀2/Λ4 𝑝𝑙T 1.4 [-15, 15] [-11, 11]
𝑓𝑀3/Λ4 𝑝𝑙T 1.8 [-22, 22] [-16, 16]
𝑓𝑀4/Λ4 𝑝𝑙T 1.5 [-28, 27] [-20, 20]
𝑓𝑀5/Λ4 𝑝𝑙T 1.9 [-21, 23] [-14, 17]
𝑓𝑀7/Λ4 𝑝𝑙T 1.5 [-100, 99] [-73, 71]

11 Conclusion

An observation of the electroweak production of 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 and measurements of its fiducial and differential
cross-section are reported, using 𝑝𝑝 collision data collected with the ATLAS detector at a centre-of-mass
energy of

√
𝑠 = 13 TeV that correspond to an integrated luminosity of 140 fb−1. This process provides

a unique probe of the quartic gauge coupling via the vector boson scattering production mechanism.
Measurements of the EW𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 production are therefore sensitive to the𝑊𝑊𝛾𝑍 and𝑊𝑊𝛾𝛾 couplings and
provide an ideal opportunity to probe the electroweak gauge symmetry breaking of the Standard Model.

Advanced machine learning techniques are used to establish the observation of the EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗 process with
a significance of well above six standard deviations. The measured fiducial cross-section for the EW 𝑊𝛾 𝑗 𝑗

process is determined to be 13.2 ± 2.5 fb, consistent with LO predictions from MadGraph5+Pythia8 and
Sherpa. Differential cross-sections are measured as functions of six kinematic observables in a stricter
fiducial phase space. These observables are either sensitive to the quartic gauge couplings or the CPV
structure of 𝑊𝑊𝛾𝑍 and 𝑊𝑊𝛾𝛾 couplings. The data are corrected for detector effects of inefficiency and
resolution using an iterative Bayesian unfolding method and are compared with theoretical predictions from
MadGraph5+Pythia8 and Sherpa 2.2.12. These unfolded distributions are described by LO predictions
within uncertainties, in which MadGraph5+Pythia8 tends to overshoot the measurement at high 𝑚 𝑗 𝑗 and
𝑝
𝑗 𝑗

T while Sherpa 2.2.12 shows reasonable agreement but tends to underestimate the data across the six
observables. The shape of these distributions are described reasonably well by both predictions. These
differential measurements are used to search for anomalous quartic boson interactions using dimension-8
operators in the context of an effective field theory. The transverse momentum of the dĳet system is found
to be the most sensitive observable to the tensor-type operators while the lepton transverse momentum is
found to be the most sensitive observable to the mixed scalar operators. The first LHC constraints on 𝑓𝑇3
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and 𝑓𝑇4 are presented.
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Differential cross-sections for events with missing
transverse momentum and jets measured with the

ATLAS detector in 13 TeV proton–proton collisions

The ATLAS Collaboration

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−1 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 → 𝜈𝜈 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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1 Introduction

A high priority goal of experiments at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) is to establish to what extent the
Standard Model (SM) remains valid at the accessible energies above the electroweak symmetry-breaking
scale. If the measured data agree with the SM, it is important to both quantify that agreement and to
interpret it in terms of limits on physics beyond the SM (BSM). If the data are inconsistent with SM
predictions, this could constitute evidence for BSM physics.

One key reason to suspect BSM physics exists is the astrophysical and cosmological evidence for the
existence of Dark Matter (DM) [1–3]. Many BSM theories postulate a DM particle that may be produced at
the LHC, giving rise to missing transverse momentum (𝑝miss

T ) in proton–proton (𝑝𝑝) collision events, over
and above that expected from SM processes producing neutrinos. Searches have exploited this signature
to set limits on DM models [4, 5]. In addition, the cross-section for the principal SM process producing
large 𝑝miss

T , in which a 𝑍 boson decaying to neutrinos recoils against jets, has recently been measured by
the CMS Collaboration [6]. The ATLAS Collaboration has also recently produced a measurement of the
𝑍-boson invisible width which exploits this signature [7].

The main purpose of this analysis is to make precise, detector-corrected measurements of 𝑝miss
T produced

in association with jets, inclusively and with as little model dependence as possible. This is the first such
measurement made using the full 140 fb−1 of integrated luminosity collected by the ATLAS detector in
Run 2 of the LHC. The results are presented alongside auxiliary measurements, made in the same phase
space, of the transverse momentum of the hadronic system, 𝑝recoil

T , recoiling against isolated leptons, and
photons. This allows modelling effects and major uncertainties to cancel when a ratio of cross-sections is
taken. This complements and extends the approach of taking ratios presented in a previous study [8]. The
results are compared quantitatively to state-of-the-art SM predictions.

The measurements also serve another purpose. Contributions from DM production would typically not
cancel out in the cross-section ratios, making them sensitive to DM and other BSM signatures. A secondary
objective of the paper is therefore to demonstrate that the measurements can be used for searches and
setting constraints, with only a minor penalty in sensitivity, and without the need to repeat complex and
time-consuming detector simulation. This means they can be readily reinterpreted to gain information
about models, and model parameter points, beyond those considered here.

Cross-sections differential in 𝑝miss
T and 𝑝recoil

T , and in several jet observables, are defined in fiducial phase
spaces designed to probe different aspects of the SM. The dominant SM contribution to the 𝑝miss

T -plus-jets
final state comes from 𝑍 bosons produced in association with jets and decaying into neutrinos, 𝑍 (→ 𝜈𝜈) +
jets; other contributions come from leptonic𝑊 boson decays where the lepton does not enter the fiducial
phase space. Diboson and triboson production can also provide small contributions. All relevant kinematic
selections are included in the fiducial phase space definition, and detector effects, including instrumental
sources of 𝑝miss

T , are corrected for using an unfolding procedure. Motivated by ease of comparison to SM
predictions, and to validate the consistency of the approach, a measurement of 𝑍 → 𝜈𝜈 production is also
made, where the contributions from other SM processes are treated as backgrounds and subtracted before
unfolding.

For the BSM interpretation, two example models are chosen to illustrate the constraints that can be extracted
from the measurements. First, a common simplified DM model [9], which was searched for previously in
this final state by ATLAS [4] using the same data sample as the current analysis, and by CMS [5]. Second,
a more complicated model that introduces an additional Higgs doublet and a pseudoscalar that couples to
DM [10, 11] and has also been searched for previously [12, 13] is considered.
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The paper is structured as follows. After a brief description of the experimental apparatus in Section 2,
the cross-sections and observables to be measured are defined in Section 3. The theoretical predictions,
Monte Carlo event generation, and detector simulation are discussed in Section 4. The details of the event
selection and object reconstruction are given in Section 5, and the treatment of backgrounds is described in
Section 6. The correction for detection effects, and the associated systematic uncertainties, are described
in Section 7. Results are reported in Section 8, and interpreted in terms of SM and BSM calculations in
Section 9. Finally, the conclusions are summarised.

2 ATLAS detector

The ATLAS experiment [14] at the LHC is a multipurpose particle detector with a forward–backward
symmetric cylindrical geometry and a near 4𝜋 coverage in solid angle.1 It consists of an inner tracking
detector surrounded by a thin superconducting solenoid providing a 2 T axial magnetic field, electromagnetic
and hadronic calorimeters, and a muon spectrometer. The inner tracking detector covers the pseudorapidity
range |𝜂 | < 2.5. It consists of silicon pixel, silicon microstrip, and transition radiation tracking detectors.
Lead/liquid-argon (LAr) sampling calorimeters provide electromagnetic (EM) energy measurements with
high granularity within the region |𝜂 | < 3.2. A steel/scintillator-tile hadronic calorimeter covers the
central pseudorapidity range (|𝜂 | < 1.7). The endcap and forward regions are instrumented with LAr
calorimeters for EM and hadronic energy measurements up to |𝜂 | = 4.9. The muon spectrometer surrounds
the calorimeters and is based on three large superconducting air-core toroidal magnets with eight coils
each. The field integral of the toroids ranges between 2.0 and 6.0 T m across most of the detector. The
muon spectrometer includes a system of precision tracking chambers up to |𝜂 | = 2.7 and fast detectors
for triggering up to |𝜂 | = 2.4. The luminosity is measured mainly by the LUCID–2 [15] detector, which
is located close to the beampipe. A two-level trigger system is used to select events [16]. The first-level
trigger is implemented in hardware and uses a subset of the detector information to accept events at a rate
below 100 kHz. This is followed by a software-based trigger that reduces the accepted event rate to 1 kHz
on average depending on the data-taking conditions. A software suite [17] is used in data simulation, in the
reconstruction and analysis of real and simulated data, in detector operations, and in the trigger and data
acquisition systems of the experiment.

3 Measured observables and fiducial phase spaces

The differential cross-sections to be measured are defined within a fiducial phase space, specified in
terms of requirements applied to final state particles. These requirements are chosen to closely reflect the
acceptance of the detector, thus reducing the need for theory-based extrapolations.

1 ATLAS uses a right-handed coordinate system with its origin at the nominal interaction point (IP) in the centre of the detector
and the 𝑧-axis along the beam pipe. The 𝑥-axis points from the IP to the centre of the LHC ring, and the 𝑦-axis points upwards.
Polar coordinates (𝑟, 𝜙) are used in the transverse plane, 𝜙 being the azimuthal angle around the 𝑧-axis. The pseudorapidity is
defined in terms of the polar angle 𝜃 as 𝜂 = − ln tan(𝜃/2). Angular distance is measured in units of Δ𝑅 ≡

√︁
(Δ𝜂)2 + (Δ𝜙)2.
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3.1 Particle-level objects

At particle-level, the following objects are defined. Charged leptons (electrons or muons) are required to
be prompt, in that they do not originate from the decay of a hadron. Leptons from the decay of prompt
𝜏-leptons are allowed. The four-momenta of prompt photons within a cone of Δ𝑅 = 0.1 is added to the
four-momentum of the lepton to produce a ‘dressed’ lepton.

Photons are required to be prompt and isolated. The photon isolation is chosen such that it mimics the
isolation requirement at the detector level, requiring that the transverse energy in a cone around the photon
be less than (2.45 GeV + 0.044 × 𝑝T) where 𝑝T is the transverse momentum of the photon in GeV.

For the inclusive 𝑝miss
T measurement, the particle-level 𝑝miss

T is defined as the magnitude of a vector, which
is the negative two-momentum (𝑥, 𝑦 components) sum of all visible final-state particles with |𝜂 | < 5,
excluding muons with |𝜂 | > 2.5 or 𝑝T < 7 GeV. For the auxiliary measurements, 𝑝recoil

T is defined in
a similar way, but the identified charged dressed leptons, and isolated photons, are excluded from the
sum. Thus, for the inclusive 𝑝miss

T measurements, 𝑝recoil
T ≡ 𝑝miss

T . For the measurement of 𝑍 → 𝜈𝜈, the
particle-level 𝑝miss

T is defined as the summed 𝑝T of the neutrinos from the decayed boson.

Jets are defined using the anti-𝑘𝑡 jet algorithm [18, 19] with a radius parameter of 0.4. All stable final-state
particles are used as input to the jet algorithm, except that for the inclusive 𝑝miss

T measurement neutrinos
and other invisible particles as well as muons are excluded, while for the 𝑍 → 𝜈𝜈 measurement invisible
particles as well as the boson decay products are excluded. Any jets that contain a hadron consistent with
coming from the decay of a prompt 𝜏-lepton are classified as hadronically decaying 𝜏-leptons.

Jets are removed if the jet momentum direction is closer than Δ𝑅 < 0.2 to any lepton. Next, all leptons that
are within Δ𝑅 = 0.4 of a jet are discarded. If no leptons remain, jets are removed if the jet momentum
direction is closer than Δ𝑅 < 0.2 to any photon. These conditions mirror closely the overlap removal of
reconstructed objects described in Section 5.2.

3.2 Phase-space regions

Measurements are made in six regions defined in terms of the number and flavour of leptons or the
presence of a photon: 𝑝miss

T +jets, 𝑒+jets, 2𝑒+jets, 𝜇+jets, 2𝜇+jets and 𝛾+jets. The first of these is the
primary measurement, while the others are auxiliary measurements with similar topologies to the primary,
which constrain the uncertainties through correlations across the regions. The similarity in topologies
is ensured by using the same event selection, and by the fact that for the signal regions, 𝑝recoil

T ≡ 𝑝miss
T .

Table 3.2 summarises the selections that define these regions. The differences between the pseudorapidity
requirements between electrons and muons arise from their different experimental acceptance, and the
desire to minimise extrapolation during the unfolding procedure.

For each of these regions, two sub-regions are defined by further selection on the jet content of the hadronic
recoil system, the ≥ 1 jet and vector boson fusion (VBF) regions. These are designed to enhance the
sensitivity to particular classes of BSM physics involving DM, such as those that are studied in Section 9.
Table 3.2 summarises the selections that define these sub-regions.
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Table 1: Requirements defining the six principal phase-space regions of the measurement. For the inclusive 𝑝miss
T

measurement, 𝑝miss
T ≡ 𝑝recoil

T . In the 𝑍 → 𝜈𝜈 measurement, it corresponds to the 𝑝T of the 𝑍 boson. Transverse

mass, 𝑚T, is defined as
√︃

2𝑝T𝑝
recoil
T (1 − cos(𝜙)) where 𝑝T is the lepton transverse momentum and 𝜙 is the angle

between the lepton and 𝑝recoil
T .

Attribute 𝑝miss
T +jets 𝑒+jets 2𝑒+jets 𝜇+jets 2𝜇+jets 𝛾+jets

Lepton or photon – |𝑦 | ≤ 1.37 or |𝑦 | ≤ 2.5 |𝑦 | ≤ 1.37 or
rapidity 1.52 ≤ |𝑦 | ≤ 2.47 1.52 ≤ |𝑦 | ≤ 2.47
Leading lepton or – > 30 > 80 > 7 > 80 > 160photon 𝑝T [GeV]
Sub-leading – – > 7 – > 7 –lepton 𝑝T [GeV]
Dilepton mass, – – 𝑚ℓℓ ∈ – 𝑚ℓℓ ∈ –
𝑚ℓℓ [GeV] (66, 116) (66, 116)
(Additional) muons None with 𝑝T > 7 GeV, |𝜂 | < 2.5
(Additional) electrons None with 𝑝T > 7 GeV, |𝜂 | < 1.37 or 1.52 < |𝜂 | < 2.47
𝑚T [GeV] – 𝑚T ∈ – – – –(30, 100)
𝑝miss

T [GeV] > 200 > 60 – – – –
𝑝recoil

T [GeV] > 200 > 200 > 200 > 200 > 200 > 200

Table 2: A summary of the fiducial selections applied to the hadronic recoil system to define the subregions of the
measurement. The veto on ‘in-gap jets’ is applied to jets with a rapidity lying between the rapidities of the leading
and the sub-leading jets.

Attribute ≥ 1 jet VBF
Δ𝜙

(
jet, 𝑝miss

T
)

> 0.4 for four leading 𝑝T jets
Hadronic 𝜏-lepton None with 𝑝T > 20 GeV,

|𝜂 | < 1.37 or 1.52 < |𝜂 | < 2.47
Leading jet 𝑝T [GeV] > 120 > 80

Sub-leading jet 𝑝T [GeV] – > 50
Leading jet |𝑦 | < 2.4 < 4.4

Sub-leading jet |𝑦 | – < 4.4
Dĳet invariant mass 𝑚 𝑗 𝑗 [GeV] – > 200

|Δ𝑦 𝑗 𝑗 | – > 1
In-gap jets – None with 𝑝T > 30 GeV

3.3 Measured observables

Differential cross-sections as a function of several observables are measured in the regions defined in
Section 3.2. The 𝑝recoil

T distribution, defined in Section 3.1 is measured for all selections in all regions.
It is sensitive both to the SM processes involving neutrinos (predominantly 𝑍 → 𝜈𝜈) and to potential
contributions from BSM invisible particles. In addition, in the VBF phase-space region the 𝑚 𝑗 𝑗 and Δ𝜙 𝑗 𝑗

distributions are also measured, where 𝑚 𝑗 𝑗 is the invariant mass of the two leading jets and Δ𝜙 𝑗 𝑗 = 𝜙1 − 𝜙2
is the signed difference in azimuthal angle between the jets ordered in their rapidities such that 𝑦1 > 𝑦2.
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This observable probes the CP structure of the VBF interaction [20]. The 𝑚 𝑗 𝑗 distribution is sensitive
to the presence of potential new particles decaying into jets. All these distributions are available from
HEPData [21] and implemented in Rivet [22].

4 Theoretical predictions and simulation

Monte Carlo (MC) event generators capable of simulating the complete final state of collision events are
used as input to a detailed Geant4 [23, 24] simulation of the ATLAS detector [25]. The output from this
is passed through the same reconstruction and analysis chain as the data, to evaluate efficiencies and the
migration matrix used to unfold for detector effects, and to make measurements at particle level. Given
the inclusive nature of the measurement, several important processes contribute, requiring a wide range
of sophisticated configurations for the event generators. The generated samples are also reweighted as
appropriate to improve their modelling of the data (with a negligible effect on the unfolded results).

Event generator predictions are also used for comparison with the final particle-level results. Since the
data are corrected for detector effects, new predictions can be used directly for the comparisons, without
the full detector simulation. For this reason, the predictions used for the final comparison are in some
cases improved versions that embody the most accurate and precise predictions available at the time of
publication. The samples employed for each use case are described in turn below.

4.1 Fully simulated Standard Model samples

Events containing a single𝑊 or 𝑍/𝛾∗ boson in association with jets (𝑉+jets), as well as prompt single-photon
production, were simulated with the Sherpa 2.2.1 [26] event generator. In this set-up, the OpenLoops [27,
28] and COMIX [29] libraries provided matrix elements with next-to-leading-order (NLO) virtual quantum
chromodynamics (QCD) corrections for up to two jets, and matrix elements accurate to leading-order
(LO) for up jour jets. The default Sherpa parton shower [30] based on Catani–Seymour dipoles and the
cluster hadronisation model [31] was used. This used the parameters developed by the Sherpa authors for
this version based on the NNPDF3.0nnlo parton distribution function (PDF) set [32]. The NLO matrix
elements of a given jet multiplicity were matched to the parton shower using a colour-exact variant of
the MC@NLO algorithm [33]. Different jet multiplicities were then merged into an inclusive sample
using an improved CKKW matching procedure [34, 35] that was extended to NLO accuracy using the
MEPS@NLO prescription [33–36]. The merging scale was set to 𝑄cut = 20 GeV. For single-photon
production a dynamic merging scale [37] of 20 GeV was used, and photons were required to be isolated
according to a smooth-cone isolation criterion [38]. In all cases, matrix elements were matched with the
Sherpa parton shower [30] using the MEPS@NLO prescription.

Electroweak (EW) production of two forward jets in association with a 𝑊 or 𝑍/𝛾∗ boson and up to
one additional parton emission at LO accuracy was simulated using Sherpa 2.2.11 [39]. The Catani–
Seymour dipole-based parton shower was used, matched with the matrix element using the MEPS@LO
prescription, and a cluster hadronisation model was employed. Diagrams arising from semileptonic diboson
production, with one boson decaying hadronically, were removed in a gauge-invariant manner by requiring
a colour-singlet exchange in the 𝑡-channel, also known as the ‘VBF approximation’.

Samples of leptonically decaying dibosons were simulated with Sherpa 2.2.2 [26], with a similar set-up
to the 𝑉+jets samples[40]. The QCD corrections to matrix elements at NLO accuracy were provided
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by the OpenLoops library [27, 28]. The parameters and PDFs were the same as for the 𝑉+jets samples.
Triboson production was simulated with the same set-up as the fully leptonically decaying diboson samples.
Semileptonically decaying diboson samples were simulated with almost the identical set-up to the fully
leptonic ones, except that the Sherpa 2.2.1 [26] generator was used.

The production of on-shell 𝑡𝑡 events was modelled using the Powheg Box [41–44] v2 generator at NLO
with the NNPDF3.0nlo [32] PDF set and the ℎdamp parameter2 set to 1.5 𝑚𝑡 [45]. The events were
interfaced to Pythia 8.230 [46] using the A14 set of tuned parameters (tune) [47] and the NNPDF2.3lo
PDF set [48]. The NLO 𝑡𝑡 inclusive production cross-section was corrected to the theory prediction
at next-to-next-to-leading order (NNLO) in QCD including the resummation of next-to-next-to-leading
logarithmic (NNLL) soft-gluon terms calculated using Top++2.0 [49–55].

Single-top 𝑡𝑊 associated production was modelled using the Powheg Box [42–44, 56] v2 generator at
NLO in QCD in the five flavour scheme with the NNPDF3.0nlo [32] PDF set. The diagram removal
scheme [57] was used to treat the overlap with top-quark pair production [45]. Single-top 𝑡-channel and
𝑠-channel production were modelled using the Powheg Box [42–44, 58, 59] v2 generator at NLO in QCD
in the four- and five-flavour schemes with the corresponding NNPDF3.0nlo [32] PDF sets respectively.
The matrix element generators were interfaced to Pythia 8.230 [46] using the A14 tune [47] and the
NNPDF2.3lo PDF set. The inclusive cross-sections were corrected to the theory prediction calculated at
NLO in QCD with Hathor v2.1 [60, 61].

Additional pile-up collisions were overlaid, based on soft QCD processes simulated with Pythia 8.186
using the NNPDF2.3lo PDF set and the A3 tune [62] over the original hard-scattering events. Additional
weighting factors are applied to the fully simulated samples to improve the modelling, including a factor to
reproduce the distribution of the average number of interactions per bunch crossing observed in the data.

4.2 Standard Model predictions

For the particle-level predictions, no data-driven scale factors are applied, and pile-up events are not added.
The settings described above are also valid for the SM predictions used for comparison with the final result,
with the following exceptions.

A particle-level prediction for top-quark pair production was produced with Sherpa 2.2.11, using NLO-
accurate matrix elements for up to one additional parton, and LO-accurate matrix elements for up to four
additional partons calculated with the Comix [29] and OpenLoops 2 [27, 28, 63, 64] libraries. They were
matched with the Sherpa parton shower [30] using the MEPS@NLO prescription [33–36].

The diboson and single EW boson MC samples were also replaced with calculations produced with
Sherpa 2.2.11 and OpenLoops 2 [27, 28, 63, 64]. In the case of 𝑉+jets production, the matrix-element-
level description of additional emissions was extended up to five jets at LO. The PDF4LHC PDF set [65]
was used, supplemented with quantum electrodynamics (QED) effects from LUXqed [66]. To improve
the description of𝑊+jets and 𝑍+jets processes, these MC predictions were then reweighted to account
for higher-order EW corrections. The reweighting procedure was based on parton-level predictions for
𝑊/𝑍+jets production from Ref. [67], and included NLO EW corrections [68–71] supplemented by Sudakov
logarithms at two loops [72–75].

2 The ℎdamp parameter controls the transverse momentum 𝑝T of the first additional emission beyond the leading-order Feynman
diagram in the parton shower and therefore regulates the high-𝑝T emission against which the 𝑡𝑡 system recoils.
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In the ≥ 1 jet region, an alternative prediction was obtained by extending the reweighting procedure to
include NNLO QCD corrections [76–79] from Ref. [67]. These corrections were provided separately for
𝑊+jets, 𝑍 (→ ℓℓ) + jets (where ℓ = 𝑒 or 𝜇) and 𝑍 (→ 𝜈𝜈) + jets processes, as a function of the vector-boson
𝑝T, to improve the description of the measured 𝑍 boson 𝑝T distribution [80]. The reweighting procedure
took into account the difference between the intrinsic perturbative accuracy of the generated MC samples
and the provided parton-level calculations. In addition, the reweighting was extended in the VBF region to
include NLO EW corrections [81] for 𝑉 𝑗 𝑗 production, which were provided separately for each decay
channel as a function of dĳet invariant mass and azimuthal difference between the tagging jets.

In the VBF region, an additional prediction for 𝑉+jets was obtained using the high energy jets (HEJ)
framework [82, 83]. HEJ calculates the tower of leading logarithmic QCD corrections in the ratio of
the partonic centre-of-mass energy and transverse momentum squared, 𝑠/𝑝2

T, to all orders in the strong
coupling 𝛼s, for all relevant SM processes. These corrections are relevant in regions of phase space where
jets span a large range of rapidity or where pairs of jets have a large invariant mass. The framework includes
the matching of these corrections to both tree-level high-multiplicity matrix elements point-by-point in
phase space, and to NLO corrections for distributions. The framework was implemented in a partonic
event generator [84].

4.3 Standard Model theory uncertainties

The uncertainties in the SM predictions are estimated following the prescription developed in Ref. [67].
Uncertainties on pure QCD higher-order corrections in the SM processes are estimated by varying the
renormalisation and factorisation scales by factors of 0.5 and 2. The difference between the nominal
prediction and the envelope of the seven possible versions (the cases where both the renormalisation and
factorisation scales vary upwards or downward at the same time are excluded) is assigned as an uncertainty,
denoted by 𝛿 (1)𝐾 (N)NLO. To account for possible differences in the shape of the 𝑝𝑉T and 𝑚 𝑗 𝑗 spectra
between low and high scales in the 𝑉+jets channels, additional uncertainties 𝛿 (2)𝐾 (N)NLO and 𝛿 (4)𝐾 (N)NLO
are constructed from conservative shape distortions of the nominal scale-uncertainty band as a function of
𝑝𝑉T and 𝑚 𝑗 𝑗 , respectively. The distortion is given by (𝑥2 − 𝑥2

0)/(𝑥
2 + 𝑥2

0) where 𝑥0 is the midpoint of the
observable of interest in logarithmic space, namely 650 GeV and 1300 GeV for 𝑝𝑉T and 𝑚 𝑗 𝑗 , respectively.
As discussed in Ref. [67], this shape uncertainty increases the scale uncertainties by a factor of up to

√
2.

All pure-QCD systematic uncertainties are taken as correlated between observable bins as well as weak
bosons and their decay channels, but uncorrelated between different processes, including EW 𝑉+jets
production. Following the approach in [67], the residual level of decorrelation between the decay modes is
estimated from the difference between the differential higher-order 𝐾-factors for𝑊+jets production and
𝑍 (→ ℓℓ) + jets and 𝑍 (→ 𝜈𝜈) + jets production relative to their average and assigned as an additional
uncertainty, denoted by 𝛿 (3)𝐾 (N)NLO. A similar uncertainty is estimated for EW 𝑉 𝑗 𝑗 production using the
higher-order 𝐾-factors calculated in Ref. [81]. The uncertainty band for the HEJ predictions in the VBF
region is estimated from the envelope of the seven variations of the renormalisation and factorisation scales
by factors of 0.5 and 2.

Pure EW uncertainties in 𝑉+jets and 𝑉 𝑗 𝑗 production arise predominantly from unknown high-𝑝T EW
effects due to truncation of the perturbative series. This uncertainty is estimated through naive Sudakov
exponentiation, denoted 𝛿 (1) 𝜅nNLO EW, which is taken to be correlated between the weak boson decay
channels. In the case of𝑉+jets production, an additional conservative uncertainty 𝛿 (2) 𝜅nNLO EW is assigned,
given by 5 % of the absolute full NLO EW correction, which is taken to be uncorrelated between the
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weak boson decay channels. Moreover, an uncertainty in the Sudakov approximation at two-loop level in
𝑉+jets production is estimated by assigning an additional uncertainty 𝛿 (3) 𝜅nNLO EW, given by the difference
between the next-to-leading logarithmic Sudakov approximation and the naive exponentiation of the full
NLO EW correction, which is also taken to be uncorrelated between the weak boson decay channels. All
pure EW systematic uncertainties are taken to be correlated across bins in a given observable.

An uncertainty in unknown non-factorising mixed QCD and EW effects is estimated from the difference
between the additive and multiplicative combination of QCD and EW higher-order corrections, denoted
𝛿𝐾mix. This systematic uncertainty is taken to be correlated between bins in a given observable and between
weak boson decay channels.

PDF uncertainties are estimated by using the sum in quadrature of the set of independent PDF4LHC
+LUXqed Hessian eigenvectors. The 𝛼s uncertainty is estimated from ±0.001 shifts around the nominal
value of 0.118 in the PDF sets.

To evaluate systematic uncertainties, prompt single-photon production was also simulated using the
Pythia 8.186 [85] generator. Events were simulated using tree-level matrix elements for 𝛾+jet final states
and LO QCD dĳet events, with the inclusion of initial- and final-state parton showers.

The Pythia simulation includes LO 𝛾+jet events from both the direct processes (the ‘hard’ 𝑞𝑔 → 𝑞𝛾

and 𝑞𝑞 → 𝑔𝛾 component) and the photon bremsstrahlung in LO QCD dĳet events. The bremsstrahlung
component was modelled by final-state QED radiation arising from calculations of all 2 → 2 QCD
processes. The NNPDF2.3lo PDF set was used in the matrix element calculation, the parton shower, and
the simulation of the multi-parton interactions. The samples include a simulation of the underlying event
with parameters set according to the A14 tune [47]. The Lund string model [86, 87] was used for the
description of the fragmentation into hadrons.

Finally, the uncertainty in the interference between top-quark pair production and 𝑡𝑊 production is
estimated by taking the difference relative to the prediction where the nominal 𝑡𝑊 sample is replaced with
a version employing an alternative diagram subtraction scheme [57].

5 Event selection and reconstruction

The data used in this analysis were collected with the ATLAS detector in 𝑝𝑝 collisions at
√
𝑠 = 13 TeV

during the Run 2 data-taking from 2015 to 2018. After applying necessary selections to ensure good
detector operation conditions, a total integrated luminosity of 140 fb−1 is available. The uncertainty in the
combined Run 2 integrated luminosity is 0.83% [88], obtained using the LUCID-2 detector [15] for the
primary luminosity measurements. The average number of inelastic 𝑝𝑝 collisions per bunch crossing is
33.7 in the data sample considered. Most of these 𝑝𝑝 collisions have an interaction vertex that is consistent
with the beam-spot envelope.

5.1 Trigger selection

Events for the primary 𝑝miss
T measurement were selected by the two-stage trigger system [16] using the

transverse momentum imbalance within the calorimeter system [89] and requiring hadronic jets in the final
state. Due to increasing number of simultaneous 𝑝𝑝 interactions in different years of the Run 2 data-taking
the minimum 𝑝miss

T threshold of the triggers used increased from 70 GeV to 120 GeV over the data-taking

10



period to suppress the impact of the energy contributed by pile-up collisions on the rate of accepted events.
The algorithm used to calculate this 𝑝miss

T also varied for the same reason. All 𝑝miss
T triggers used in the

analysis were fully efficient in events for which the offline 𝑝miss
T > 200 GeV.

Since muons deposit very little energy in the calorimeters, the calorimeter-based 𝑝miss
T triggers also selected

events with high-𝑝T muons in the final-state. These events are used for the single-muon and double-muon
auxiliary measurements. For events with 𝑝recoil

T > 200 GeV, this trigger selection was 100% efficient for
the subset of those events with a muon with 𝑝T ≥ 30 GeV.

A combination of low- and high-𝑝T single-electron triggers was used to select events for the single-electron
and double-electron auxiliary measurements. Two single-electron triggers, with a minimum 𝑝T threshold
of 24 (26) GeV in 2015–2016 (2017–2018) and Tight electron identification criteria [90], selected
events in the low-𝑝T region. In the high-𝑝T region, where the rate of single electron triggers is low
compared to that which can be accommodated by the trigger system bandwidth, several triggers with
less restrictive electron identification were employed to increase the trigger efficiency. Events satisfying
the low- or high-𝑝T threshold trigger were retained, with an efficiency of around 97% for electrons with
𝑝T ≥ 80 GeV. The details of the electron trigger combination procedure are summarised in Ref. [90]. The
simulation reproduces the single-electron trigger efficiency measured in data to within 5% for electrons with
𝑝T < 60 GeV, and to better than 1% in the high-𝑝T region. The residual mismodelling is corrected for by
reweighting simulated events using data-driven scale factors. Both statistical and systematic uncertainties
in the derived trigger scale factors are propagated to the measured observables.

Events selected for the single photon auxiliary measurement are required to have a photon candidate with a
minimum 𝑝T of 120 (140) GeV at the trigger-level satisfying the Loose photon identification criteria [90]
in 2015 (2016–2018). In the 𝑝T range above 200 (300) GeV a trigger with only a 𝑝T selection was used
in addition (logical ‘OR’) to improve the efficiency of the trigger selection during 2015 (2016–2018)
data-taking. The photon triggers were fully efficient in the single photon auxiliary measurement region
phase space.

5.2 Reconstruction and offline selection

Events selected by the trigger system undergo a number of offline reconstruction and calibration steps
before they can be used for the analysis.

Candidate interaction vertices are reconstructed by associating at least two reconstructed tracks with
𝑝T > 500 MeV to a common origin along the 𝑝𝑝 collision axis [91]. Events with at least one such vertex
are selected. In the case of multiple candidate vertices in an event, the primary vertex is defined to be one
with the highest sum of squared transverse momenta of associated tracks.

Reconstructed tracks in the ID and clusters of energy deposits in the EM calorimeter are used as
inputs to the reconstruction of electrons and photons. The electron and photon reconstruction [92] uses
three-dimensional clusters of energy depositions (topo-clusters) built from topologically connected EM
and hadronic calorimeter cells [93] to restore energy from bremsstrahlung photons or from electrons
from photon conversions. The transition region between the barrel and endcaps of the EM calorimeter,
1.37 < |𝜂 | < 1.52, is excluded. The electron candidates are reconstructed from topo-clusters matched to
ID tracks. These tracks are refitted to account for energy losses due to bremsstrahlung. Topo-clusters not
matched to any track or matched to conversion vertices are reconstructed as unconverted or converted
photon candidates, respectively. The conversion vertices are formed from one or two tracks that are
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consistent with a massless particle decaying within the ID volume. Electron candidates in the 𝑒+jets
(2𝑒+jets) region are required to satisfy the Tight ( Medium) identification working point (WP) [94]. The
efficiency to select Tight (Medium) electron candidates reaches a plateau of 88% (93%) for 𝑝T > 80 GeV
electrons. To reject electrons from heavy-flavour decays the HighPtCaloOnly isolation selection [92],
with 92%–98% efficiency depending on the electron 𝑝T, is applied.

Photon candidates with shower shape variables corresponding to the Tight identification working point
and satisfying Tight isolation criteria are accepted for the single-photon auxiliary measurement [92].
This combination of identification and isolation requirements provides a good rejection of photons from
non-prompt backgrounds while maintaining high efficiency for prompt photon selection. The electron or
photon candidate energy is calibrated using energy depositions in the calorimeters and track measurements
in the ID [92]. The precision of the energy calibration of electrons (photons) is better than 0.2% (0.5%),
verified in situ using 𝑍 → ℓℓ and 𝑍 → ℓℓ𝛾 events.

The muon reconstruction uses track segments in the ID and MS, as well as calorimeter information. Muon
candidates are formed by matching the MS and ID tracks and performing a combined fit that makes use
of corresponding MS and ID hits, and accounts for the energy depositions in the calorimeter cells along
the muon candidate trajectory. Identification requirements for muons are formed using selections on
track quality and the compatibility between the ID and MS tracks. Muon candidates in single-muon and
two-muon auxiliary measurements are required to satisfy the Medium [95] identification WP. The efficiency
for identifying Medium muons exceeds 98% for the selection criteria applied in this analysis. To reject
muons produced in semileptonic decays of hadrons, the FixedCutLoose [96] requirement is imposed on
the activity around muon candidates in the muon auxiliary measurement. The FixedCutLoose efficiency
for selecting a prompt muon ranges from 93% in the low-𝑝T region to 100% for muons with 𝑝T > 50 GeV.
The muon momentum scale is calibrated using 𝐽/𝜓 → 𝜇𝜇 and 𝑍 → 𝜇𝜇 events. The precision of the
muon momentum measurements changes from 0.05% for muons within |𝜂 | = 1 to 0.15% for muons in the
|𝜂 | ∼ 2.5 forward region.

Events with no Loose electrons or muons [92, 95] (regardless of their isolation conditions) are selected for
the primary 𝑝miss

T measurement. These criteria ensure a very high purity of the signal event sample, since
the Loose identification WPs select at least 92% of prompt fiducial electrons or photons and more than
99% of prompt fiducial muons. These requirements also reject events with electrons or muons coming
from 𝜏-lepton decays. Hadronically decaying 𝜏-leptons are reconstructed using jets identified by the anti-𝑘𝑡
jet algorithm, with the radius parameter 𝑅 = 0.4, as a seed, which is then associated to tracks consistent
with 𝜏-lepton production at the interaction vertex [97]. They are then identified as 𝜏-leptons by a recurrent
neural network (RNN) algorithm [98]. The Loose identification WP provides between 87% and 79%
identification efficiency for 𝜏-leptons while providing a multĳet background rejection factor of 21 to 90
respectively depending on the number of associated tracks. Events with at least one hadronically decaying
𝜏-lepton satisfying the Loose selection are removed.

Jets are reconstructed using the anti-𝑘𝑡 jet algorithm with the radius parameter 𝑅 = 0.4 using an algorithmic
combination of the calorimeter energy depositions and the charged-particle tracks. First, calorimeter cells
are grouped into topo-clusters using a nearest-neighbour algorithm [93] that exploits the significance of
the cell energy compared to the noise expected in the pile-up environment for each year of running. The
direction of each topo-cluster receives an origin correction to account for the primary vertex position that
is different in every event. The jet measurements are further improved using the particle flow (PFlow)
algorithm [99], which replaces the charged particle calorimeter energy deposits by the momenta of the
tracks measured in the ID that are associated with the topo-clusters. The PFlow jets have better energy and
angular resolution, as well as reduced sensitivity to pile-up, compared to jets reconstructed from calorimeter
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information only. To suppress signals arising from calorimeter noise and other non-collision backgrounds,
reconstructed jets are required to satisfy a Loose identification selection [100]. This selection has a better
than 99.5% efficiency for keeping jets from 𝑝𝑝 collisions. Due to the large instantaneous luminosity, the
jets reconstructed in one bunch crossing could originate from different 𝑝𝑝 collisions. To suppress jets
arising from vertices other than the primary collision vertex a jet-vertex tagging algorithm (JVT) [101, 102],
based on a combination of track-based variables, is used. Jets with 𝑝T < 60 GeV in the central |𝜂 | < 2.5
region are accepted only if the Tight JVT selection is satisfied. In addition, a Tight requirement from the
forward jet vertex-tagging algorithm (fJVT) is used to reject pile-up jets in the forward region |𝜂 | ≥ 2.5.

The jet four-momentum measurement is calibrated using information from both simulation and data [103].
First, the jet energy is corrected for pile-up contamination. An MC-based absolute jet energy correction is
used to restore the energy and direction of the jet to that at the particle-level. Next, the global sequential
calibration is employed to remove the dependence of the jet response on the energy distribution inside the
jet, and the fluctuations of the shower development in the calorimeter. Finally a residual in situ correction,
determined from 𝑍+jets, 𝛾+jet and multĳet events, is applied to recover the remaining differences between
data and simulation. Over the rapidity range considered, the jet energy is measured with 1%–3.5% accuracy
depending on transverse momentum.

The missing transverse momentum vector 𝑝miss
T (𝑝recoil

T in the events with prompt leptons or photons) is
calculated as the magnitude of the vector sum of the transverse momenta of all particles produced in the
event [104]. Detector signals associated with identified physics objects constitute a hard term, while the
signals that are not part of these objects form a soft term. The 𝑝miss

T reconstruction uses energy deposits
from the calorimeter, muons reconstructed in the muon spectrometer, and tracks from the inner detector.

The 𝑝miss
T is then given by 𝑝miss

T =

√︃
(𝑝miss

𝑥 )2 + (𝑝miss
𝑦 )2, where 𝑝miss

𝑥 (𝑦) are calculated as follows:

𝑝miss
𝑥 (𝑦) = 𝑝

miss,𝑒
𝑥 (𝑦) + 𝑝miss,𝛾

𝑥 (𝑦) + 𝑝miss,𝜏
𝑥 (𝑦) + 𝑝miss,𝜇

𝑥 (𝑦) + 𝑝miss,jets
𝑥 (𝑦) + 𝑝miss,soft

𝑥 (𝑦) (1)

where each term is calculated as the negative sum of the calibrated reconstructed objects, projected onto
the 𝑥 and 𝑦 directions. The soft term, 𝑝miss,soft

𝑥 (𝑦) , is calculated from tracks associated with the primary vertex
but not to any of the high-𝑝T objects.

For the calculation of 𝑝recoil
T in the auxiliary measurements, the same expression is used, but the identified

prompt leptons or photons are excluded.

Events involving 𝜏-leptons can enter the signal region if the 𝜏-lepton is not reconstructed. Conversely, in
the auxiliary measurement regions, it is possible for events where a jet is misreconstructed as a 𝜏-lepton to
affect the 𝑝miss

𝑥 (𝑦) calculation. In principle, if this effect is not accounted for it could lead to biases when
correlating the regions. However, 𝜏-lepton reconstruction is found to be well modelled across all the
measured regions.

Since physics objects are reconstructed independently of each other, there is a possibility that the same
detector signals are used to build multiple jets, photons or leptons. To avoid double-counting of particle
level physics objects, the following procedure is employed. First, leptonically decaying 𝜏-leptons closer
than Δ𝑅 = 0.2 to an electron or muon are discarded. Second, electrons that share the same ID track with a
muon are rejected. Third, jets are removed if the jet momentum direction is closer than Δ𝑅 < 0.2 to any
electron candidate. In turn, all electrons that are within Δ𝑅 = 0.4 of a jet are discarded. Similarly, jets are
discarded if they are within Δ𝑅 = 0.2 of a muon and have less than three associated tracks, while muons
within Δ𝑅 = 0.4 of a jet are rejected. Finally, jets that are within Δ𝑅 = 0.2 of a hadronically decaying
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𝜏-lepton are removed. If a lepton is removed by this procedure, the event is still considered for other
measurement regions with fewer or no leptons.

6 Background estimation

Two categories of background contribute to all the measurements made: non-collision backgrounds,
produced by beam–gas or cosmic rays events or calorimeter noise, and reducible backgrounds, which arise
when a miscalibration or a misidentification of physics objects leads to an artificially large missing transverse
momentum or a spurious particle candidate. In addition, in the 𝑍 → 𝜈𝜈 measurement, contributions from
other SM processes that satisfy the true event selection and therefore cannot be distinguished from 𝑍 → 𝜈𝜈

events within the fiducial region are treated as an irreducible background. In this section the background
estimation methods are briefly described.

6.1 Non-collision background

Muons produced away from the proton–proton collision but in-time with it can create significant energy
depositions in the calorimeter that can be reconstructed as hadronic jets, and thus lead to events with
a single jet and a large 𝑝miss

T signature. Such muons can be created by the cosmic-ray showers, or by
interactions upstream of the ATLAS detector between the beam and the LHC collimators, or residual gas
in the beam pipe. The azimuthal angle distribution of the fake jets they produce has a characteristic shape,
with pronounced peaks at 𝜙 = 0 and 𝜙 = 𝜋. Moreover, these muons enter the calorimeter earlier than jets
from the interaction point, and so have very different timing properties. The non-collision background
contribution is strongly reduced by the identification requirements applied to the leading jet in event. The
residual contribution from this background source is evaluated using a data-driven approach that exploits
the differences in time between the signal jets produced in the collision vertex and the non-collision
background jets, and is subtracted. This amounts to a few thousand events over the course of the data-taking
period. The difference between the subtracted and non-subtracted sample is taken as the uncertainty and
propagated through to the final results.

6.2 Multĳet background in the 𝒑miss
T +jets selection

Jet production processes containing no prompt 𝑝miss
T can contribute to the event yield in the primary

measurements when jets are mis-reconstructed or mis-calibrated, giving rise to fake 𝑝miss
T . In addition,

decays of heavy flavour hadrons among the jet constituents may produce neutrinos that can generate
the 𝑝miss

T . In such cases the 𝑝miss
T vector will typically be aligned with the direction of the jet, and the

Δ𝜙
(
jet, 𝑝miss

T
)
> 0.4 requirement removes most of this type of background. However, the 𝑝miss

T +jets
selection will contain a residual multĳet background, since in such cases the 𝑝miss

T can receive contributions
from several jets and the resulting 𝑝miss

T direction may not align with any one of them. The probability to
reconstruct a large 𝑝miss

T in any given multĳet event is rather low, but the jet production cross-section is
large. This implies that a simulation-based approach would require a very large simulated event sample,
with an extremely accurate modelling of hadron production and calorimeter performance, especially in the
tails of the distributions. These considerations mandate a data-driven method.
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Figure 1: The event yield in the multĳet background validation region as a function of 𝑝miss
T for the (a) ≥ 1 jet

selection and (b) VBF selection. Points denote the data, and different SM backgrounds are shown as histograms. The
hatched band shows the full uncertainty assigned to the multĳet estimate, which, since it represents a very small
contribution to the final event sample and is subject to statistical variations due to the nature of the evaluation, is
conservatively taken to be 100% of the estimated yield. The vertical lines represent the statistical uncertainty. The
bottom panels show the ratios of the data to the predictions; the blue triangle indicate values which are out of the
display range.

Reference [105] contains a detailed description of the jet smearing method used to estimate the multĳet
background contribution in the primary measurements. A high-statistics sample of low-𝑝miss

T events with
well-measured hadron jets is collected using a set of inclusive jet triggers with different 𝑝jet

T thresholds.
A set of ‘pseudodata’ events is created by fluctuating the jet energies in these events using a function,
constrained using data, that models the detector response to jets. Each fluctuation is considered as a
separate event; the altered four-momenta of the jets are stored and the 𝑝miss

T vector is recalculated. This
approach produces pseudodata events with fake 𝑝miss

T populating a range up to about 2 TeV.

The distribution of the multĳet background in each differential cross-section measured is taken from
the pseudodata distributions after applying the ≥ 1 jet or VBF event selection as appropriate, while the
normalisations are obtained from the fit to data in a dedicated multĳet background-enriched control region,
defined using the 𝑝miss

T +jets event selection as given in Table 3.2, but with the requirement on the azimuthal
angle between the jet direction and 𝑝miss

T vectors inverted i.e., Δ𝜙
(
jet, 𝑝miss

T
)
≤ 0.3.

Events with 0.3 < Δ𝜙
(
jet, 𝑝miss

T
)
< 0.4 satisfying the 𝑝miss

T +jets requirements but with the 𝑝miss
T selection

relaxed to 130 GeV (as low as possible considering trigger thresholds) are used to verify the multĳet
background estimation procedure. In this region, where the multĳet background contributes approximately
four times more events than the other SM processes, very good agreement is observed between the data
and predictions. A similar region without the relaxed 𝑝miss

T requirement, which is closer to the kinematic
regime probed by this analysis, is also tested. Figure 1 shows the distribution of events in this validation
region as a function of 𝑝miss

T . Although the multĳet background is not the dominant contributor to the yield
in this validation region, it represents a significant fraction of the first few bins, where its inclusion leads
to a good agreement between prediction and data. The multĳet component in these validation regions
is approximately an order of magnitude more important than in the signal region. There is a very good
agreement between the prediction and data.
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The multĳet background contribution in the 𝑝miss
T +jets event selection in the ≥ 1 jet region is smaller than

1% for 𝑝recoil
T ≤ 300 GeV and falls steeply as 𝑝miss

T increases. In the VBF region the multĳet background
contribution is around 1%–2% in the 𝑚 𝑗 𝑗 < 2 TeV region, and is negligible in the high-𝑚 𝑗 𝑗 range.

6.3 Background from misidentified photons and leptons in the auxiliary measurements

The main source of background in the electron and photon auxiliary measurements comes from jets
that are misidentified as leptons or photons. This can occur due to fluctuations in jet formation, or in
the development of hadronic showers in the calorimeter, leading to an apparently large amount of EM
energy. In conjunction with inefficiencies in the inner tracker, this can lead to energy depositions that
are reconstructed as a photon or an electron. Jets containing heavy flavour hadrons that decay into final
states including a muon are the main source of the non-prompt muon background. The yields of such
‘fake’ photons and leptons are heavily suppressed by the reconstruction algorithms, while the remaining
contributions are removed using a set of data-driven techniques described below.

6.3.1 Jet-photon misidentification contribution to the 𝜸+jets selection

Multĳet production is the dominant source of background in the 𝛾+jets auxiliary measurement. The Tight
photon identification WP [92] together with the Tight requirement on the photon isolation energy strongly
suppress the jet-photon misidentification. A data-driven two-dimensional side-band method [106, 107] is
used to determine the shape and the normalisation of the residual photon misidentification background.

For this, four samples (A, B, C and D) are selected by splitting the Tight (A, B) and non-Tight (C,
D) photon samples into isolated (A, C) and non-isolated (B, D) samples. Background-enriched
samples of non-Tight photons are collected by requiring the photon to satisfy the LoosePrime4 and
to simultaneously fail to satisfy the Tight identification criteria. The LoosePrime4WP has a relaxed
selection on the photon shower-shape properties that is unconnected to the photon isolation conditions,
meaning the background in the four sub-regions can be treated as being uncorrelated. The yield 𝑁A of
background events in the 𝛾+jets region is determined by interpolating the measured event yields in the
other three control regions, 𝑁A = 𝑁B × 𝑁C

𝑁D
. The effect of leakage of signal photons into the control regions

is determined from the simulation.

In most parts of the phase space the contribution of the jet-photon background is around 2%–3%. It
increases to 4% in the 𝑝miss

T ≤ 300 GeV region, while in the 𝑚 𝑗 𝑗 ≤ 400 GeV range up to 5% of events are
from the photon misidentification.

6.3.2 Misidentified electrons in the 𝒆+jets selection

Multĳet events may satisfy the electron identification and isolation requirements because of the presence
of semileptonic heavy-flavour decays, photon conversions, or hadrons inside jets being misidentified as
electrons. This background is evaluated using a data-driven matrix method [108] that exploits the fact that
prompt electrons (P) are better isolated in comparison to background electrons (B).

The number of electrons that satisfy the Tight selection, 𝑁T, and which satisfy the Loose but fail
to satisfy the Tight selection, 𝑁!T, can be expressed in terms of the efficiency 𝜖P (𝜖B) with which
prompt (background) electrons that satisfy the Loose selection also satisfy the Tight selection as:
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Figure 2: The event yield in the 𝑒+jets background validation region as a function of 𝑝miss
T for the (a) ≥ 1 jet selection

and (b) VBF selection. Points denote data, and estimated backgrounds are shown as histograms. The hatched
band shows the full uncertainty in the fake-lepton yields (described in Sec. 7.2) and vertical the lines represent the
statistical uncertainty. The bottom panels show the ratios of the data to the predictions.

(
𝑁T
𝑁!T

)
=

(
𝜖P 𝜖B

1 − 𝜖P 1 − 𝜖B

) (
𝑁P
𝑁B

)
, (2)

where 𝑁P (𝑁B) is the number of prompt (background) electrons. Solving this matrix equation, the number
of background electrons in data that satisfy the Tight requirements can be obtained using event yields
measured in data as:

𝜖B𝑁B = 𝑁
Bkg
T =

𝜖B

𝜖P − 𝜖B
((𝜖P − 1) 𝑁T + 𝜖P𝑁!T) . (3)

The 𝜖P efficiency is estimated from simulation binned in electron 𝑝T and 𝜂. It changes from 85% to 95% as
the electron 𝑝T increases from 100 GeV to 600 GeV, where it reaches a plateau.

The 𝜖B efficiency is determined from data in a dedicated control region with the nominal 𝑒+jets requirements
on the 𝑚T and 𝑝miss

T inverted to enhance the background electron contribution, and the 𝑝recoil
T requirement

removed. The events with genuine prompt electrons in this region are subtracted by using the simulation.
The resulting 𝜖B efficiency is measured in bins of electron 𝑝T and 𝜂. It decreases rapidly from 15% for
electrons with 𝑝T around 50 GeV to about 1% in the 𝑝T ≥ 500 GeV region. Combining the measured 𝜖P
and 𝜖B efficiencies, the multĳet background in the 𝑒+jets auxiliary measurement is found to be less than 5%
in the 𝑝recoil

T < 500 GeV region, while it increases up to almost 20% in the 𝑝recoil
T > 1500 GeV range.

This estimate of the background contribution from misidentified electrons is validated using the 𝑒+jets event
selection but without a requirement on 𝑚T or 𝑝miss

T . Figure 2 shows the distributions of events passing this
modified selection as a function of 𝑝miss

T . The fake electron background contributes a significantly larger
proportion of the total yield in these validation regions compared with the auxiliary measurement regions.
Very good agreement between data and prediction is seen after accounting for the fake background.
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6.3.3 Non-prompt lepton background in the 𝝁+jets, 2𝝁+jets and 2𝒆+jets auxiliary measurements

Heavy-flavour hadron decays with a muon in the final state are the dominant source of muon misidentification
in multĳet events. The relatively low branching ratio for muon-channel hadronic decays, together with a
high efficiency for identifying prompt muons, leads to a very high purity in the single-muon and dimuon
event samples, allowing the use of the ‘fake-factor’ method. A similar argument (high purity of the
dielectron sample) implies that the same method can also be used in the 2𝑒+jets auxiliary measurement.

The fake-factor method is a simplification of Eq. (2). It relies on the quality of the simulation in describing
the detector response to a prompt lepton. Accordingly, the number of non-prompt leptons satisfying the
Tight lepton identification, 𝑁Bkg

T , can be estimated as:

𝑁
Bkg
T =

𝜖B

1 − 𝜖B

(
𝑁!T − 𝑁P

!T

)
, (4)

where 𝑁!T is the yield of Loose leptons that fail to satisfy the Tight identification WP observed in data
and 𝑁P

!T is the number of prompt leptons satisfying Loose but failing the Tight lepton identification
determined in the simulation.

The fraction of fake leptons satisfying the selection 𝜖B is measured in data using a dedicated sample of
events containing a pair of leptons with different flavour but the same sign charge. A small fraction of
events in this sample can be attributed to true prompt lepton production in the two-boson or 𝑡𝑡 processes,
while the rest are fakes. The prompt lepton contribution is accounted for using the simulation. As a
function of lepton 𝑝T, 𝜖B for muons is flat at 5% up to around 30 GeV, after which it increases up to 55%
at 1 TeV. The same 𝜖B is used in both single-muon and dimuon auxiliary measurements. The fake muon
background in the 𝜇+jets (2𝜇+jets) event selection is around 5% (<1%).

Similarly, 𝜖B for the electron definition in the 2𝑒+jets region is measured as a function of electron 𝑝T. It
is found to be 14% for 7 GeV electrons and steadily increases up to 31% for 110 GeV electrons. Fake
electrons are predominantly at low 𝑝T, and due to the analysis selection these are generally accompanied by
a high 𝑝T electron, where the fake rate is low. Therefore the estimate of non-prompt electron background
for 2𝑒+jets events is found to be relatively small, and does not exceed 1%.

6.4 Contributions from other SM processes

SM processes with single or double electroweak bosons in the final-state, as well as single top-quark
and 𝑡𝑡 production, can contribute to the measured observables, for example when one or two final-state
leptons are produced outside of the analysis 𝑝T or 𝜂 acceptance or are not reconstructed because of detector
inefficiencies or a poor lepton isolation due to underlying event or pile-up activity around the final-state
lepton.

In the inclusive 𝑝miss
T and 𝑝recoil

T measurements, events from these sources that satisfy the fiducial phase-
space selection are treated as signal, and instrumental effects are corrected for later. In the 𝑍 → 𝜈𝜈

measurement, they are treated as irreducible backgrounds, and are accounted for with a semi-data-driven
approach: the shapes of the distributions are taken from the SM predictions, while the normalisations
are extracted from fits to data using a set of control regions defined by adding a lepton requirement to
the other 𝑝miss

T selection criteria. A summary of the SM contributions and their relative importance in
various signal regions of the analysis is given in Table 6.4. The level of contribution varies strongly
with measurement region. The photon auxiliary region contains > 99% 𝛾+jets events, and the two-lepton
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auxiliary measurements are expected to consist of around 95% 𝑍 boson production events. Due to this
very high purity, both the shape and normalisation of the top-quark and multi-boson contributions in these
regions are taken directly from the corresponding simulation.

Table 3: The relative contributions of SM processes to the 𝑝miss
T +jets and auxiliary measurements event selections.

The contributions are calculated using the MC simulation.

Final-state event selection

Production process 𝑝miss
T +jets 2𝑒+jets 2𝜇+jets 𝑒+jets 𝜇+jets 𝛾+jets

𝑍 → 𝜈𝜈 + jets 55% – – – – –
𝑍 → 𝑒𝑒 + jets – 94% – – – –
𝑍 → 𝜇𝜇 + jets – – 95% – 2% –
𝑊 → 𝑒𝜈 + jets 6% – – 68% – –
𝑊 → 𝜇𝜈 + jets 9% – – – 67% –
𝑊 → 𝜏𝜈 + jets 20% – – 5% 7% –

𝛾 + jets – – – – – >99%
Top 7% 3% 2% 25% 21% –

Multi-boson 3% 3% 3% 2% 3% <1%

The normalisations of the𝑊 → 𝜏𝜈 and top-quark background distributions are determined in a combined
fit to the𝑊 and top-background control regions. The fit is performed separately in the electron and muon
channels for each ≥ 1 jet and VBF event selection. The scale-factors for the top-quark background are
found to be around 0.70–0.78, while the𝑊 → 𝜏𝜈 distributions are rescaled by factors of 1.10–1.12. The
background normalisation factors in different phase-space regions and 𝜏-lepton decay channels agree with
each other within statistical and systematic errors in the background estimation procedure.

The normalisations of the𝑊 → 𝑒𝜈,𝑊 → 𝜇𝜈,𝑊 → 𝜏𝜈 and top-quark contributions to the 𝑝miss
T +jets event

selection are extracted in a simultaneous fits to data in control regions for the ≥ 1 jet and VBF event
selections separately. As a result, the 𝑊 production contributions in the 𝑝miss

T +jets event selection are
rescaled by factors ranging from 1.04 to 1.13, depending of the phase-space region and the 𝑊 boson
leptonic decay channel. The top-quark background distributions scale-factors are 0.97–0.98 in both the
≥ 1 jet and VBF regions.

For the inclusive measurement, rescaled contributions are used to construct the simulated sample for
unfolding. For the 𝑍 → 𝜈𝜈 measurement, they are subtracted from the data before unfolding.

7 Detector correction and systematic uncertainties

The data are corrected for detector effects so that they are presented in terms of particle-level objects, as
defined in Section 3.1.

7.1 Unfolding procedure

An efficiency correction and an iterative Bayesian unfolding technique are used to correct the data and
obtain particle-level differential cross-sections. The technique accounts for biases from the a priori
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unknown shape of the true distribution by iterating the unfolding after reweighting the input distributions to
the corrected data from the previous iteration. The optimal number of iterations is determined by balancing
the fact that fewer iterations results in a stronger bias from the input prior (which is treated as a systematic
uncertainty), whilst increasing the number of iterations increases the statistical uncertainty. Two iterations
proves to be an optimal number for all measured distributions.

The inputs to the unfolding procedure are:

• Migration matrix. Events in a specific bin at particle level can migrate to a different bin in
the reconstructed distribution, due to finite detector resolution. The migration matrix maps the
true distribution onto the reconstructed distribution using events satisfying both the particle- and
detector-level selections.

• Reconstruction matching efficiency. Due to the efficiency and acceptance of the detector, only a
fraction of particle-level events are reconstructed within the target phase space. The reconstruction
efficiency accounts for this and is defined as the ratio of simulated events that satisfy both the particle-
and detector-level selections to all events satisfying the particle-level selection, as a function of the
particle-level value of the observable being considered.

• Fiducial fraction. Due to the finite resolution of the detector, events that do not satisfy the particle-
level selection can still satisfy the detector-level selection and be included in the detector-level
distribution. The fiducial fraction accounts for this and is defined as the ratio of simulated events
satisfying both the particle- and detector-level selections to those that satisfy only the detector-level
selection, as a function of the detector-level value of the observable being considered.

• Purity. This quantity encapsulates the size of migrations between bins for events as a function of
detector-level values of the observable being considered. It is defined as the fraction of the entries in
a detector-level bin that are in the same bin at particle level.

• Stability. This quantity encapsulates the size of migrations between bins for events as a function of
particle-level values of the observable being considered. It is defined as the fraction of the entries in
a particle-level bin that are in the same bin at reconstruction level.

The binning of each distribution is defined so that each bin is expected to contain at least expected 20
reconstructed events, with a purity of at least 60%.

Figure 3 shows, as an example, the migration matrices for 𝑝miss
T in the 𝑝miss

T +jets and 𝑝recoil
T in the 𝛾+jets

region both for the ≥ 1 jet phases space, while Figure 4 shows the matching efficiency, fiducial fraction,
purity and stability for 𝑝recoil

T for all auxiliary measurements in the ≥ 1 jet phase space.

The efficiency is lowest for the 𝑒+jets region, due to the requirements applied to the real 𝑝miss
T and

transverse mass. The highest efficiency is seen in the 𝑝miss
T +jets region, which has no leptons to reconstruct.

The fiducial fraction is lowest in the 𝑝miss
T +jets region, due to contributions from 𝑊+jets events with a

particle-level lepton that is within the fiducial acceptance. These fail to satisfy the particle-level lepton
veto, but satisfy the reconstruction-level lepton veto due to inefficiencies in reconstructing the lepton. The
migration matrices and purity plots are similar between all regions as the migration between 𝑝miss

T bins
depends primarily on the hadronic recoil. The same qualitative features are present in the 𝑝T of the leading
jet in the VBF phase space (not shown).

Several sources of systematic uncertainty in the particle-level measurements are considered:
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Figure 3: Migration matrices for (a) the 𝑝miss
T in the 𝑝miss

T +jets region and (b) 𝑝recoil
T in 𝛾+jets region, the ≥ 1 jet

phase space, constructed for all processes that enter the fiducial phase space.

Hidden variables: While the iterative unfolding handles biases from the assumed prior for the distribution
being unfolded, the unfolded result may still be influenced by the (mis)modelling of other ‘hidden’ event
variables, especially if they form part of the selection. This is studied by reweighting simulated events at
particle level so that the reweighted reconstructed distribution of the hidden variable matches the data. The
variables considered are the leading-jet and leading-lepton kinematics, the number of jets, and the invariant
mass of the dilepton system. Differences in the unfolded results with and without this additional weighting
are taken as uncertainties, although they are below the percent level.

Migrations into the fiducial phase space: The events that satisfy the selection criteria defining the
fiducial phase space (Table 3.2) at reconstruction-level are not identical to those that satisfy at particle-level.
If this difference, or the underlying distributions for each variable that is used in the selection, is not
well modelled then the migrations in and out of the phase space will not be properly corrected for in the
unfolding. For all observables in all regions, comparisons of data and simulation are made, and in each
case the requirement in question is relaxed in order to study the behaviour of the observable below the
selection value. Simulated events are reweighted such that the reconstructed distribution matches the data.
The changes to the measurement caused by this reweighting are negligible.

Signal injection tests: Although the unfolding procedure and fiducial definition are designed to minimise
dependence on the simulated distributions, a residual bias may be present due to the absence of BSM
effects from the samples used for unfolding, while such physics may be present in the data. To test whether
this is the case, various BSM processes are injected into the simulated samples, which are then treated as
pseudodata and unfolded with nominal SM simulation. Three samples of Higgs boson events decaying
invisibly were used, with three different Higgs boson masses (75 GeV, 125 GeV and 750 GeV), thus
emulating some very extreme Higgs-to-invisible BSM scenarios. The test is repeated for 𝑝miss

T in the
≥ 1 jet phase space using a model with 𝑠-channel production of a DM particle (𝜒) via a spin-1 axial-vector
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Figure 4: (a) Matching efficiency, (b) fiducial fraction, (c) purity and (d) stability for 𝑝recoil
T , in the 𝑝miss

T +jets, 𝛾+jets,
𝑒+jets, 𝜇+jets, 2𝑒+jets, 2𝜇+jets regions of the ≥ 1 jet phase space, constructed for all processes that enter the fiducial
phase space. The purity and stability are high at high values of 𝑝recoil

T because of the large bin widths dictated by the
requirement that there be at least 20 events in each bin.

22



mediator 𝐴, for 𝑚𝜒 = 1 GeV with 𝑚𝐴 = 50 GeV and 700 GeV, and 𝑚𝜒 = 355 GeV and 𝑚𝐴 = 700 GeV, as
well as spin-0 pseudoscalar mediator with 𝑚𝜒 = 1 GeV and 𝑚𝐴 = 50 GeV. The maximum bias even for
any of these scenarios is 10%, seen at large 𝑝miss

T , and all the models introducing bias are so extreme that if
they were present in reality, the discrepancy would already be clearly seen in the detector-level data, before
unfolding. No additional source of systematic uncertainty is therefore added from this source.

Sample composition variations For the measurement of the 𝑝miss
T cross-sections, the simulated samples

used in the unfolding include all contributing SM processes; the mixture of these processes is constrained
by applying the normalisation factors discussed in Section 6.4. Uncertainties are derived by varying the
composition within the uncertainties in these normalisation factors. The derived uncertainties are then
propagated through the unfolding to the final measurement. SM processes involving top quarks are among
those whose contribution is varied. Events originating from these processes are enriched in the presence of
𝑏-quarks. This uncertainty therefore also ensures that the resulting measurement can be used safely when
comparing to predictions with increased 𝑏-quark activity.

For the measurement of 𝑍 → 𝜈𝜈 cross-sections, the contributions from non-𝑍 → 𝜈𝜈 SM processes are
subtracted before unfolding, with the amount subtracted being constrained using both the high-𝑝miss

T
measurement region and the control regions. The simulated sample used in the unfolding then includes
only 𝑍 → 𝜈𝜈 processes. The subtraction uncertainties are propagated through the unfolding to the final
measurement.

7.2 Detector calibration, resolution and identification uncertainties

The unfolding procedure relies on knowledge of the detector response, which has uncertainties associated
with it. The impact of these uncertainties is determined by varying the response function in question and
re-running the analysis, including the final unfolding step. The sources of uncertainty considered are given
below.

• Uncertainties related to jet energy scale (JES) and jet energy resolution (JER) are derived using
dĳet samples following the procedures documented in Ref. [103]. A subclass of JES uncertainties
deals with whether the jet is likely to have been initiated by a quark or a gluon. The proportion
the quark-initiated jets in the measurement regions is estimated from simulation as a function of
transverse momentum and pseudorapidity.

• Uncertainties related to the electron efficiency measurement and calibration are obtained from
tag-and-probe measurements of 𝐽/𝜓 and 𝑍 → 𝑒+𝑒− events, as described in Ref. [92].

• Muon uncertainties are related to muon calibration and efficiencies are obtained from 𝐽/𝜓 and
𝑍 → 𝜇+𝜇− events, as described in Ref. [95].

• 𝜏-lepton calibration uncertainties are accounted for as documented in Ref. [109].

• Measurements of 𝑍 → ℓℓ𝛾 events are used to study the performance of photon reconstruction, as
documented in Ref. [92].

• The uncertainty in those (soft) components of 𝑝miss
T not accounted for already is represented by three

systematic uncertainties, detailed in Ref. [110].
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Figure 5 shows the breakdown of the statistical and systematic uncertainties for the 𝑝miss
T observable in the

≥ 1 jet phase space. At high 𝑝miss
T , the statistical uncertainty dominates, and over most of the distribution,

the JES is the most significant systematic uncertainty, with the JER next in the region with no leptons or
photons. Uncertainties associated with lepton and photon identification contribute in the other regions.
The uncertainty due to the unfolding, and the (forward) jet vertex tagging uncertainty, are below 2%, and
much smaller in most cases.

Figure 6 shows the breakdown of statistical and systematic uncertainties for the 𝑅miss ratio of cross-sections,
as a function of 𝑝miss

T , in the ≥ 1 jet region. At low 𝑝miss
T , the cancellation of JES uncertainties leads to a

reduction in the combined estimate of the experimental uncertainty.

Finally, uncertainties associated with the estimation of fake backgrounds are accounted for. For the fake-
lepton backgrounds, the dominant source comes from theory uncertainties, such as QCD scale variations,
affecting the generator predictions in the regions used to measure the efficiencies. This uncertainty can be
up to 100% of the predicted background yield. Smaller sources include statistical uncertainties relating
to the limited number of events in data in those regions, and uncertainties in the method (evaluated for
example by modifying the definition of the regions). Uncertainties from these sources are typically around
10% of the predicted yield. After unfolding, the fake leptons uncertainties collectively have an effect of the
order of 1%–4% depending on the bin. For the fake-photon background, three sources of uncertainty are
considered: the choice of WP used when selecting photons, the correlation between the A, B, C and D
regions used for the estimation and the choice of generator for the prompt photon prediction. Together,
these three sources result in an uncertainty of around 30% in the predicted fake photon yields. This
amounts to approximately 1% in the measured cross-section after unfolding. The uncertainties in the
multĳet and non-collision backgrounds in the signal region represent very small contributions to the final
event sample and are subject to statistical variations due to the nature of the evaluation. Therefore, they are
conservatively taken to be 100% of the estimated yield, corresponding to a less than 1% uncertainty in the
final measurement in the most affected bin.
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Figure 5: Uncertainty breakdown for 𝑝recoil
T measurements in the ≥ 1 jet phase space for the (a) 𝑝miss

T +jets, (b) 𝑒+jets,
(c) 𝜇+jets, (d) 2𝑒+jets, (e) 2𝜇+jets, and (f) 𝛾+jets regions, showing the statistical uncertainty and the most significant
systematic uncertainties in each case. For illustrative purposes this figure shows the symmetrised uncertainties,
calculated as the average of the asymmetric error in each bin. Total Exp. (Sym.) is the combination of statistical and
systematic uncertainties and indicates the symmetrised total experimental uncertainty.
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Figure 6: Uncertainty breakdown of the 𝑅miss ratio as a function of 𝑝recoil
T . As examples, the breakdowns for the

≥ 1 jet phase space are shown for the (a) 𝑒+jets and (b) 2𝑒+jets region. For illustrative purposes this figure shows the
symmetrised uncertainties, calculated as the average of the asymmetric error in each bin. Total Exp. (Sym.) is the
combination of statistical and systematic uncertainties and indicates the symmetrised total experimental uncertainty.
Compared to the individual measurements in Figure 5(b) and 5(d), a cancellation of the JES and JER uncertainties is
observed.

8 Results and discussion

8.1 𝒑miss
T measurements

The measured differential cross-section as a function of the magnitude of the missing transverse momentum,
𝑝miss

T , is shown in Figure 7 for the single jet and VBF phase spaces, in the region with no signal leptons or
photons. In both cases, the cross-section falls by more than five orders of magnitude as 𝑝miss

T increases
from 200 to 2500 GeV. The cross-section in the VBF phase space is lower than the single jet phase space
due to the jet requirements.

Similar behaviour is seen for the transverse momentum of the hadronic system, 𝑝recoil
T , after the charged

lepton requirements are imposed, as shown in Figure 8 for the single jet phase space. When a single muon is
required, the cross-section is similar in magnitude to the zero-lepton/photon cross-section, while requiring
two muons reduces it by about an order of magnitude. The cross-sections after electron requirements are
somewhat smaller due to the more restrictive fiducial requirements imposed on electrons.

The SM predictions described in Section 4 are also shown in Figure 7 and Figure 8. Apart from a difference
between the normalisations, they describe the data well in all regions; a quantitative study is presented
in Section 8.3. Also shown are the subcomponents of the MEPS@NLO prediction. With no leptons or
photons present, the dominant contribution is 𝑍 → 𝜈𝜈, with a top-quark contribution of a few per cent at
low 𝑝miss

T that falls to the per-mille level at higher values. The contribution from𝑊+jets is around 25%
at low 𝑝miss

T , but falls rapidly with 𝑝miss
T to form about 10% of the cross-section at higher values. The

contribution from electroweak production mechanisms is around 1% at low 𝑝miss
T , but rises rapidly with

𝑝miss
T to form about 10% of the cross-section at higher values.

For the one-electron and one-muon phase spaces, the top-quark contribution is around 15% at low 𝑝recoil
T ,

falling to a few percent at high values. It is never more than a few percent of the two-charged-lepton
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Figure 7: The measured 𝑝miss
T differential cross-sections in the 𝑝miss

T +jets region in (a) ≥ 1 jet and (b) VBF phase
spaces, compared with the SM predictions. The middle panels show the ratios of the predictions to the data, along
with their uncertainties, while the lower panels show the relative contributions from different SM processes relative
to the total MEPS@NLO prediction.

cross-sections. For all the charged-lepton cross-sections, the electroweak contribution is around 1% at low
𝑝recoil

T , rising with 𝑝recoil
T to be just below 10% of the cross-section.

The measured differential cross-section as a function of the 𝑚 𝑗 𝑗 and Δ𝜙 𝑗 𝑗 is shown for the VBF selection
in Figure 9, along with the SM predictions for different sub-processes, for the 𝑝miss

T +jets and the 2𝜇+jets
regions. The cross-section falls rapidly with dĳet mass, and the electroweak contribution rises from around
1% to 50% as 𝑚 𝑗 𝑗 rises from 600 GeV to 6 TeV. The overall Δ𝜙 𝑗 𝑗 distribution peaks mildly at ±𝜋/4, as do
all the predicted sub-process contributions except the top-quark one, which peaks at ±𝜋/2.

The description of the data by the SM predictions is generally good, except for the 𝑚 𝑗 𝑗 distribution, where
the SM lies below the data at low values, but falls less steeply, to lie above the data around 2 TeV. This is
discussed further in Section 8.3. A resummed calculation using HEJ is also shown, which describes the
𝑚 𝑗 𝑗 distribution somewhat better.

Figure 10 shows some examples of the 𝑅miss ratios of the results presented so far. The ratios tend to
be flat or slowly falling across the measured spectra. The 𝑅miss ratios benefit from a cancellation of
discrepancies in modelling and some systematic uncertainties, and thus the agreement between data and
theory is improved compared to that for the cross-sections, most notably for the 𝑚 𝑗 𝑗 observable.

8.2 𝒁 → 𝝂�̄� measurement

The 𝑍+jets process dominates the zero-lepton phase space. As discussed in Section 7, non-𝑍+jets SM
processes can be subtracted from the data before detector corrections to extract a measurement of 𝑍+jets.
This method gives consistent results with the inclusive measurements when the particle-level predictions
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Figure 8: The measured 𝑝recoil
T differential cross-sections in the inclusive jet phase space compared with the SM

predictions: (a) 𝑒+jets (b) 2𝑒+jets (c) 𝜇+jets and (d) 2𝜇+jets. The middle panels show the ratios of the predictions to
the data, along with their uncertainties, while the lower panels show the relative contributions from different SM
processes relative to the total MEPS@NLO prediction.

28



4−10

3−10

2−10

1−10

1

10

210 Data (Stat.)

Data (Stat. + Syst.)
MEPS@NLO

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

1.4 MEPS@NLO (Stat.+Syst)

1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000 8000
3−10

2−10

1−10

1
Z+jets W+jets Top EWK Diboson

co
nt

rib
ut

io
n

R
el

at
iv

e

ATLAS
-1fb TeV, 140  =13s

+jets, VBFmiss

T
p

 [GeV]jjm

G
eVfb

 jj
dm

σd
P

re
d.

/D
at

a

(a)

0

1000

2000

3000

4000

5000 Data (Stat.)

Data (Stat. + Syst.)
MEPS@NLO

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

1.4 MEPS@NLO (Stat.+Syst)

1− 0.8− 0.6− 0.4− 0.2− 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
2−10

1−10

1

Z+jets W+jets Top EWK Diboson

co
nt

rib
ut

io
n

R
el

at
iv

e

ATLAS
-1fb TeV, 140  =13s

+jets, VBFmiss

T
p

]π [rad/
jj

φ∆

π
ra

d/fb
 jjφ∆d

σd
P

re
d.

/D
at

a

(b)

5−10

4−10

3−10

2−10

1−10

1 Data (Stat.)

Data (Stat. + Syst.)
MEPS@NLO

HEJ

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

1.4 MEPS@NLO (Stat.+Syst) HEJ (Stat.+Syst.)

1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000 8000
3−10

2−10

1−10

1
Z+jets Top EWK Diboson

co
nt

rib
ut

io
n

R
el

at
iv

e

ATLAS
-1fb TeV, 140  =13s

+jets, VBFµ2

 [GeV]jjm

G
eVfb

 jj
dm

σd
P

re
d.

/D
at

a

(c)

0

100

200

300

400

500
Data (Stat.)

Data (Stat. + Syst.)
MEPS@NLO

HEJ

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

1.4 MEPS@NLO (Stat.+Syst) HEJ (Stat.+Syst.)

1− 0.8− 0.6− 0.4− 0.2− 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
2−10

1−10

1

Z+jets Top EWK Diboson

co
nt

rib
ut

io
n

R
el

at
iv

e

ATLAS
-1fb TeV, 140  =13s

+jets, VBFµ2

]π [rad/
jj

φ∆

π
ra

d/fb
 jjφ∆d

σd
P

re
d.

/D
at

a

(d)

Figure 9: The measured 𝑚 𝑗 𝑗 and Δ𝜙 𝑗 𝑗 distributions in the VBF phase space compared with the SM predictions, for
(a) and (b) the 𝑝miss

T +jets and (c) and (d) the 2𝜇+jets regions, for illustration. The middle panels show the ratios of
the predictions to the data, along with their uncertainties, while the lower panels show the relative contributions from
different SM processes relative to the total MEPS@NLO prediction.
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Figure 10: Comparison with SM predictions of the 𝑅miss ratios of the measured differential cross-sections for (a) and
(b) 𝑝recoil

T in the inclusive jet phase space for (a) 𝑒+jets and (b) 2𝑒+jets and for (c) 𝑚 𝑗 𝑗 and (d) Δ𝜙 𝑗 𝑗 in the 2𝜇+jets
region of the VBF phase space. The bottom panels show the ratios of the predictions to the data, along with their
uncertainties.

for the subtracted processes are added back in after unfolding. The differential cross-section for 𝑍+jets is
shown in Figure 11 as a function of 𝑝𝑍T in the ≥ 1 jet and VBF phase spaces, and as a function of 𝑚 𝑗 𝑗

and Δ𝜙 𝑗 𝑗 in the VBF phase space. The level of description by the SM is similar to that for the inclusive
measurement.

The production of an isolated photon in association with jets, 𝛾+jets, in a similar kinematic region, shares
several theoretical and experiment uncertainties with the 𝑍+jets process. The measurements of this final
state are shown in Figure 12.

The 𝛾+jets cross-section is generally a factor of about five above the 𝑍+jets cross-section, with similar
features and a similar level of agreement with the SM prediction regarding the shape of the distributions. The
prediction is 10%–20% above the data, although generally lies within the uncertainties in the calculation
for the cross-section measurements. The discrepancy remains in the 𝑅miss measurements, since this
normalisation issue only applies in the denominator and therefore does not cancel out. Similar shifts were
observed in independent studies [111], and were found to be induced by photon isolation criteria.
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Figure 11: The measured 𝑍 → 𝜈𝜈 cross-section, differential in 𝑝𝑍T in the (a) single jet and (b) VBF phase spaces, and
differential in (c) 𝑚 𝑗 𝑗 and (d) Δ𝜙 𝑗 𝑗 in the VBF phase spaces, compared with the SM predictions. The lower panels
show the ratios of the predictions to the data, along with the data statistical uncertainties (black bars) and systematic
uncertainties (red shading).
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Figure 12: The measured 𝛾+jets cross-section, differential in 𝑝𝛾T in the (a) single jet and (b) VBF phase spaces, and
differential in (c) 𝑚 𝑗 𝑗 and (d) Δ𝜙 𝑗 𝑗 in the VBF phase spaces, compared with the SM predictions. The lower panels
show the ratios of the predictions to the data, along with the data statistical uncertainties (black bars) and systematic
uncertainties (red shading).
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8.3 Quantitative comparison to SM predictions

To quantify the level of agreement or disagreement between the measurement and the SM predictions,
fits are performed by minimising the negative logarithm of the likelihood. Experimental and theoretical
uncertainties are either added to a covariance matrix (if their impact is below one percent everywhere in the
fitted distributions) or otherwise assigned to a nuisance parameter (NP) that is allowed to float according
to the estimated uncertainty. The likelihood is evaluated for the resulting level of agreement, under the
condition that the SM is the correct underlying model and taking into account the residuals, the covariance
matrix and pulls on the nuisance parameters. Fits to the differential cross-sections are performed using
the inclusive measurements, in all phase spaces, using the MEPS@NLO prediction. Since the 𝛾+jets
measurements show a strong normalisation offset not present in the other regions, only the 𝑝miss

T +jets,
𝑒+jets, 2𝑒+jets, 𝜇+jets and 2𝜇+jets regions (or their respective 𝑅miss ratios) are used in the fits. Since the
phase spaces are not orthogonal, statistical correlations exist between some measurements. These are
evaluated using the Bootstrap method [112], and are accounted for in the correlation matrix in the fitting
procedure.

The level of agreement between the fitted results and the SM for 𝑝recoil
T is reasonable, with a 𝜒2/d.o.f. ≈

101/57. For the differential cross-section as a function of Δ𝜙 𝑗 𝑗 , the post-fit distributions also show
reasonable agreement between the measurement and the SM. For 𝑚 𝑗 𝑗 however, the agreement is not good,
due to the poor modelling of this distribution seen in Figure 9. Because of this, the combined fit using all
distributions for all observables, regions and phase spaces simultaneously also shows poor agreement, with
a 𝜒2/d.o.f. ≈ 390/70).

Fits are also performed to ratios of the measurements, 𝑅miss, defined as the fiducial cross-section differential
in each kinematic variable for 𝑝miss

T +jets events, divided by the same cross-section for events in each of the
𝑒+jets, 𝜇+jets, 2𝑒+jets and 2𝜇+jets regions. In this case, some of the uncertainties largely or completely
cancel out, and thus do not have an associated nuisance parameter. In addition, the modelling discrepancy
in 𝑚 𝑗 𝑗 is seen in all regions and so cancels out to a large extent in 𝑅miss. The ratio plots are therefore
expected to give improved fit results compared to the cross-section fits. Indeed a 𝜒2/d.o.f. ≈ 62/56 is
obtained for the combined 𝑅miss fit to all distributions in all regions, with the individual fit to 𝑅miss as a
function of 𝑚 𝑗 𝑗 having 𝜒2/d.o.f. ≈ 323/220, indicating that indeed the discrepancy between data and SM
cancels out between the different regions.

For re-interpretation, the 𝑅miss measurements are always used. Specifically, the fits use the 𝑅miss distributions
as a function of 𝑝miss

T : either using just the inclusive jet phase space (𝜒2/d.o.f. ≈ 48/45) or both the
inclusive jet and VBF phase spaces (𝜒2/d.o.f. ≈ 110/84). Both of these options display good agreement
between the SM predictions and the measurements, and therefore can be safely used for re-interpretation
and establishing constraints on new physics models.

9 Implications for physics beyond the Standard Model

Part of the motivation of these particle-level measurements is that they can easily be confronted with new
SM predictions, and predictions from extensions to the SM. Since the measurements of 𝑝miss

T and 𝑅miss

are consistent with the SM, they can thus be used to set limits on BSM physics, particularly models that
contain a DM candidate, the presence of which could affect the 𝑝miss

T distribution. This procedure was
already demonstrated in the previous measurement [8] using a subset of the current data, and is extended
and updated here.
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Figure 13: Exclusion limits at 95% in the plane of Dark Matter mass and mediator mass for a simplified DM model
with an axial-vector coupling to the SM. The limits from this analysis, evaluated using the particle-level 𝑅miss

measurements, are compared with the limits from the ATLAS monojet search [4].

A common benchmark simplified model involves extending the SM with an additional U(1) gauge symmetry,
in which a DM candidate, 𝜒, is a Dirac fermion that has charges only under this gauge group [9]. If SM
quarks are also charged under this gauge group, DM particles can be produced at the LHC via the gauge
boson, 𝑍 ′, associated with the new U(1) symmetry, which is massive assuming the U(1) symmetry is
spontaneously broken. This model was searched for previously by ATLAS [4] using the same data sample
as the current analysis, and by CMS [5].

The case where 𝜒 has axial-vector couplings 𝑔𝜒 = 1.0 to the 𝑍 ′, and the coupling between the quarks and
the 𝑍 ′, 𝑔𝑞 = 0.25, is studied in this analysis in the (𝑚𝜒, 𝑚𝑍 ′) plane, to compare the sensitivity of the current
measurement to that of the search results. The fitting procedure described in the previous section is used to
evaluate the likelihoods associated with a fit to 𝑅miss when excluding or including a BSM contribution from
this model. During fitting, the predicted 𝑅miss is recalculated to include the signal. The limits obtained
from the likelihood ratio, shown in Figure 13, are very similar to those previously published in the ATLAS
search analysis [4], with mediator masses up to about 2.1 TeV excluded in the region 𝑚𝑍 ′ > 2𝑚𝜒. The
residual differences are attributed to the slightly different kinematic selections used, and the requirement
for a minimum number of events in the high 𝑝miss

T bin for unfolding. This demonstrates that particle-level
measurements can be used for searches and setting constraints with only a minor penalty in sensitivity, and
with the advantage that it can be done in future without the need to repeat complex and time-consuming
detector simulation.

A more complicated model for DM involves the introduction of an additional Higgs doublet, along with
a pseudoscalar, 𝑎, which couples to DM [10, 11]. Through mixing with the pseudoscalar component
of the Higgs doublet, the pseudoscalar 𝑎 acts as a mediator between the SM and the dark sector. The
model, referred to as 2HDM+𝑎, has a rich phenomenology with a wide variety of possible final states
produced [113–118], many of which involve 𝑝miss

T produced in association with jets or other SM objects.
In this analysis, a signal scan is conducted in the (𝑚𝑎, tan 𝛽) plane where 𝑚𝐴 = 600 GeV, as shown in
Figure 14. The scan makes use of the full set of 𝑅miss measurements, in both the ≥ 1 jet and VBF phase
spaces, taking into account statistical and systematic correlations.
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Figure 14: Exclusion limits at 95% in the (𝑚𝑎, tan 𝛽) plane for the 2HDM+𝑎 model. A region of tan 𝛽 below
0.7 is excluded for 𝑚𝑎 values between approximately 150 GeV and 500 GeV. The regions shaded with diagonal
lines indicate the region where the width of any of the Higgs bosons exceeds 20% of its mass; in this region the
narrow-width approximation is violated and predictions become less precise. Moreover, the two vertical dashed lines
represent scenarios where the mass of the neutral pseudoscalar 𝐴 is either equal to the mass of the pseudoscalar 𝑎 or
a sum of the masses of 𝑎 and Higgs boson ℎ.

The scan reveals two major regions of sensitivity:

• For tan 𝛽 < 0.7, masses of the pseudoscalar 𝑎 up to 520 GeV are excluded because of loop-induced
production of 𝑎 and its subsequent decay into DM particles, 𝑝𝑝 → 𝑎(→ 𝜒�̄�)+jets. The sensitivity
is larger at 𝑚𝑎 > 350 GeV ≈ 2𝑚top because here the 𝑎 can be produced resonantly from top quarks.
For tan 𝛽 ≫ 10, there is a second island of sensitivity because of 𝑏-quark induced production of 𝑎
and its subsequent decay into DM particles.

• At small 𝑚𝑎, the expected exclusion limits are generally stronger because of processes almost
independent of tan 𝛽, e.g., 𝑝𝑝 → 𝐻 → 𝑎𝑍 and 𝑝𝑝 → 𝐻± → 𝑎𝑊±. However, the sensitivity to
these processes is not large enough to close the sensitivity gap between small and large values of
tan 𝛽.

Qualitatively the sensitivity is similar to the existing exclusion from 𝑝miss
T -based searches in different final

states [13]. Differences in the exclusion limits originate from differences in the SM calculations used, and
from the use of the VBF phase space in addition to the ≥ 1 jet region.

Overall these studies show that the inclusive, particle-level measurement provides good sensitivity to BSM
physics, and is amenable to reinterpretation in terms of different models.
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10 Conclusion

Inclusive measurements of 𝑝miss
T are made using 140 fb−1 of 𝑝𝑝 collision data at

√
𝑠 = 13 TeV collected

with the ATLAS detector during Run 2 of the LHC. The measurements are made in fiducial regions closely
reflecting the detector acceptance, and are corrected for detector effects within these regions, yielding
differential cross-sections defined in terms of final-state particles. Differential cross-sections are measured
as a function of 𝑝miss

T in a ≥ 1 jet and a VBF phase space. The latter is defined by the presence of two
jets, and the cross-section is also measured as a function of the azimuthal angular distance between the
jets, Δ𝜙 𝑗 𝑗 , and the dĳet invariant mass, 𝑚 𝑗 𝑗 . The cross-section for 𝑍 → 𝜈𝜈 production is determined,
differential in the 𝑝miss

T and, in the VBF phase space, in Δ𝜙 𝑗 𝑗 and 𝑚 𝑗 𝑗 .

Measurements of lepton-plus-jet, dilepton-plus jet and photon-plus-jet final states are also made in the same
kinematic regions. Many uncertainties, both theoretical and experimental, are correlated between these
measurements and the 𝑝miss

T measurements, and therefore cancel out in the ratio of cross-sections, 𝑅miss.

Quantitative comparisons with state-of-the-art SM predictions show a reasonable description of all
measured cross-sections as a function of most observables, except 𝑚 𝑗 𝑗 . The discrepancy in the shape of
the distribution of this observable is present in the lepton-plus-jet, dilepton-plus jet and photon-plus-jet
measurements as well as the 𝑝miss

T region. It therefore cancels in 𝑅miss, which is well described by the
predictions. The resummed calculation in the HEJ prediction, available for the leptonic measurements,
provides a better description of 𝑚 𝑗 𝑗 .

The measurements are designed to be readily reinterpreted, and the effectiveness of this is illustrated by
comparisons with two DM models. Specifically, the measured 𝑅miss distribution is used to reproduce limits
on a simplified DM model, obtaining results consistent with a previously published search using the same
data set. Limits are also set on a model involving an additional Higgs doublet and a pseudoscalar coupling
to a DM particle, where again they are similar to those obtained in searches, with extended sensitivity
in some regions due to the use of the VBF phase space in addition to the ≥ 1 jet region. The derived
constraints are found to be only marginally weaker than for dedicated searches, while eliminating the need
for complicated detector simulations. The published results can consequently be directly used for future
interpretations. Information about uncertainties and correlations is provided on HEPData, along with a
Rivet analysis, to facilitate the use of this LHC Run 2 measurement in future studies with other new physics
models and improved SM predictions, as they become available.
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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)

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. 1. 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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Figure 1: Schematic diagram of the HAWL tomography measurement.
The cosmic-ray muon flux is measured in real-time by the HAWL de-
tector loaded in a moving vehicle. The change in the flux relative to the
open area can represent the vertical overburden of the rock above the
detector.

2. Experimental Method

The main design goal of the HAWL experiment is to be
compact to fit in a vehicle and to be simply-integrated to
consume low power. We chose the plastic scintillator (PS)
as the main detection medium which is durable in rough
conditions and relatively easy to handle Knoll (2010). To
be efficient in power and space usage, small-sized silicon
photomultipliers (SiPMs) coupled with optical fibers are
used for the light sensor. A customized data acquisition
system is developed to make the overall data processing
easily streamlined.

2.1. Detector Construction
The muon counter is constructed from rectangular PS

material (Eljen Technology, EJ-200) Eljen (2023) with di-
mensions of 490 mm × 600 mm × 30 mm. A total of 56
optical fibers coupled with 28 SiPMs are laid out as a grid
on the top and bottom surfaces of the PS material.

The cylindrical fiber (Kuraray, double-cladding Y-
11) Kuraray (2024) is a wavelength-shifting scintillator
with 1 mm diameter that has an absorption peak at 430 nm
and an emission peak at 476 nm with an attenuation length
greater than 3.5 m. The SiPM (Hamamatsu, S13360-
1375PE) MPPC (2024) consists of 285 pixels and has a

gain of 4.0×106 in a 1.3×1.3 mm2 photosensitive area. Six
SiPMs are placed on short sides and eight on long sides.
The arrangement included 56 optical fibers crossing each
other at 19 mm intervals on both the top and bottom of
the PS scintillator with 4 ends of optical fibers joined to-
gether to couple one SiPM. For optimal performance, the
tip of each optical fiber was polished, and a small amount
of optical grease was applied at the junction between the
SiPM and the optical fiber ends.

To better couple the tip of the optical fibers on a SiPM
sensitive area, a fixture as shown in Fig. 2 is installed to
the SiPM front-end board. The optical fiber fixture has a
hole with a diameter of 4.0 mm and a vertical depth of
8.0 mm stabilizing the fiber bundle and providing better
contact to the sensor.

To prevent leakage of scintillation photons and block
external photons, the panel with fibers is first wrapped in
a Tyvek sheet which has more than 90 % reflectivity in the
scintillation spectrum Janecek (2012) and then is covered
by a layer of 50 µm-thick aluminum foil. A layout of the
detector is shown in Fig. 2 and its construction procedures
are displayed in Fig. 3.

Figure 2: The HAWL detector design. The optical fibers are laid out
on top and bottom of a PS panel and their ends are coupled with 28
SiPM light sensors. A SiPM is mounted on a front-end electronics board
which sends signals to DAQ via LAN cables. A fixture aids the coupling
between the SiPM sensitive area and the tip of the optical fibers. The
entire setup is encased in an aluminum housing.

2.2. Data Acquisition

The data acquisition system consists of slow analog to
digital converter (SADC), trigger–clock board (TCB) and

2



Figure 3: Photos of the HAWL detector assembly. A front-end board connected with four fiber ends are shown in (a) and (b). The layout of the
fibers with Tyvek sheets and additional aluminum foil covers are visible in (c) and (d), respectively. The completed HAWL detector is seen in (e)
and it is set in place in a van (f) with other DAQ system.

a desktop computer Adhikari et al. (2018b). The 28 SiPM
front-end boards are connected to a custom-made SADC
module via a LAN connector. The SADC module pro-
vides required voltages to each channel and digitizes the
analog signals. The SADC uses 16 ns sampling and has
two modes; full waveform mode and sum charge mode. In
the waveform mode, all 40-channel waveforms per event
are stored while in the sum charge mode, reduced infor-
mation consisting of only integrated ADC values and av-
erage time values for each channel are stored. Example
waveforms for the same signal event are shown in Fig. 4.

The time synchronization and trigger decision are per-
formed by the TCB which is connected to the SADC mod-
ule via a USB cable. A channel hit is defined when a
SiPM signal exceeds the preset threshold level on that
channel. A trigger is then formed if 8 or more hits out
of 28 active channels are recorded within a 1000 ns time
window and an event is constructed by padding the trigger

time around 4 µs readout window aligning the trigger hit
times near 1.2 µs.

The collected raw data is a binary format which is im-
mediately converted into a ROOT format Brun and Rade-
makers (1997). The detector tests are done in a waveform
mode where the trigger settings and the individual chan-
nel signal analysis are determined in advance. Then, those
conditions are applied to the real-time physics runs using
a sum charge mode to minimize the power and disc space
loads.

The completed detector has been tested in a lab to set
a muon selection cut and check the stability before begin-
ning the physics run collections. Figure 5 shows event
distributions in terms of their measured charge. Muons
are well separated from the environmental gamma back-
ground. A Landau function plus a linear function was
used to model the data for muon and gamma components,
respectively. A muon selection cut was set at 95 % signal

3



Figure 4: SiPM raw waveform data. Four signal waveforms selected
from each side of the detector are displayed. Baselines are typically set
around 500 ADC and the amplitude can go up to 4096 ADC. The trigger
time starts around 1000 ns and readout window goes to 4096 ns.

efficiency, allowing 10 % gamma contamination. Subse-
quently, all equipment was loaded onto the vehicle with
a battery. The total power consumption was measured
to be 100 Watts. The real-time monitoring was estab-
lished, allowing results to be broadcasted via wifi. The
lab test at 18 m above sea level shows a muon flux of
149.8 events /m2/s.

Muon flux measurements commenced with the portable
HAWL detector on November 25, 2022. The trip began
from the Gapyeong service area which is located approx-
imately 60 km east of Seoul in the Seoul-Yangyang na-
tional highway and traveled to the easterly direction. The
muon event rate as a function of time has been displayed
in a car. At the same time, the same event rate is broad-
casted in real-time by Internet so that it can be simultane-
ously monitored remotely. To record the speed of the car
and the locations of tunnels, we kept camera recording
using a smart phone.

The campaign is divided into three sections based on
their geographical uniqueness. The section I consists of
many tunnels of varying lengths and types while the sec-
tion II includes the longest tunnel. We enter Yangyang un-
derground laboratory (Y2L) which is the 700 m deep fa-
cility that can be accessed by a car in the section III. These
sections covered about 100 km out of the total length of
the 150 km highway as shown in Fig. 6. We maintained

Figure 5: Muon event selection. The rate measurements in a open space
are shown as a function of 28-SiPM sum charge. Data are fit to a model
defined by an exponential component for environmental radiation (green
fills) plus a Landau component for cosmic-ray muons (yellow fills). The
vertical dotted line at 15000 ADC is the cut to select muon events.

the speed at 55 km/h (the highway lanes have low speed
limit of 50 km/h).

Figure 6: Measurement campaign sections and tunnels. The trip was
divided into three sections (I,II, and III). Section I (red line) is from
Gapyeong service area to Naerincheon service area and Section II (blue
line) is to Y2L ground office. Section III (black line) is on a local road
from Y2L ground office to Y2L underground lab. Tunnels are numbered
in sequence. The specification of each tunnel can be found in Table .1.
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3. Analysis and Results

Physics data of 10822 seconds have been collected and
divided in three sections (run-times are 5259 s, 2475 s,
and 3088 s, respectively for section I, II, and III). The raw
trigger rate was measured at 1901.5 Hz and the rate was
reduced to 52 Hz after the cosmic-ray muon selection cut
in Fig 5. The moment the van enters a tunnel, the HAWL
detector was able to show the muon rate decrease visually
as displayed in Fig. 7 and in a video of the Supplementary
material.

Figure 7 show the muon event rates as a function of
time for the three section measurements. The HAWL de-
tector was able to delineate all tunnels, overpasses, and
features above the moving car. The average muon rate
was measured at 53.0 ± 0.1 Hz throughout the campaign.
it became reduced to a certain amount when passing a
tunnel depending on its length and depth. The section-
II includes the 11 km-long tunnel (Inje-Yangyang tunnel)
where the maximum vertical overburden is 440 m. For the
third section, we recorded the muon rate for the Yangyang
underground space. Data show a clear suppression in rates
inside the tunnels where we were able to measure the tun-
nel width and a maximum depth of overburden.

We model the muon flux reduction based on the ex-
tended Sigmoid function f (t) which is defined by

f (t) =
A

1 + eb(t−m) +
A

1 + e−b(t−m−w) + d, (1)

where A describes open area muon rate, b models the
slope of the mountain, m and w represent entrance and
width of the tunnel, respectively, and d is the depth pa-
rameter. The first term of Eq. 1 is for the entrance side
of the tunnel while the second term is mirror reflection
for the exiting side. The data segments that show rate re-
ductions were fitted with Eq. 1 using the χ2 minimization
to get the best-fit parameters and their uncertainties. An
example fit is shown in Fig. 8.

The fitting results show correct identification of all tun-
nels when we compared our measurements with the orig-
inal civil engineering data and satellite images. The short
overpasses are identified with limited data points which
are constrained by the speed of the vehicle and the size of
the detector. A model fit based on the Eq. 1 reveals con-
tinuous measurements of the muon flux in open spaces in
between the tunnels. Because the highway has been built

on an increasing slope (maximum elevation difference is
about 400 m) towards the end of the section I and II and
a decreasing slope at the end of section II, the muon rate
appears to follow the similar characteristics of the eleva-
tion. Figure 9 shows the muon flux in an open space as a
function of elevation. A constant muon flux model is re-
jected at more than 5 standard deviation. The correlation
coefficient R = 0.72 between the muon flux and engineer-
ing elevation data has been obtained supporting the flux
increase as a function of the altitude.

Assuming the constant speed of the car at 55 km/h,
we estimated the tunnel entrance location and the width
as shown in Fig. 10. The width accuracy was measured
as 6.5 % by the spread of the relative difference between
the measured and true length. The three shortest struc-
tures detected were animal overpasses that have lengths
of 35 m, 40 m, and 60 m each with 3 m, 3 m, and 5.5 m
overburden, respectively.

The muon rates inside the tunnels have been measured
as a function of their true maximum depths. Assuming
the metamorphic rock contents (ρ = 2.7 g/cm3) in north-
eastern Korean provinces, the depth is converted into the
meter-water-equivalent depth. Figure 11 shows the ex-
pected exponential reduction behavior Workman et al.
(2022). The minimum overburden that data recorded is
3 meters while the maximum overburden is determined at
150 meters which was estimated by the kink in the decay
of the data points. The tunnel specifications and measured
values are tabulated in Table .1.

4. Discussion and Conclusion

The primary challenge lies in acquiring muon data
more efficiently, especially considering the speed limits
on highways and therefore, a bigger size panel is prefer-
able. Secondly, the separation power between the envi-
ronmental gammas and muons determines the depth res-
olution. A detailed analysis after the return of the trip
shows most of those events recorded under deeper tun-
nels (i.e. depth larger than 150 meters) are dominated
by gamma background events. Due to the relatively fast
speed of the car and the small area detector, it is not effi-
cient to collect a large amount of muon data in a deeper
tunnel. On the other hand, we were able to map the short-
to-medium tunnels with better accuracy thanks to high
count rates. For example, data show that the entrance or
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Figure 7: Muon flux measurement campaign. Muon count rates per second is displayed in Section I(a), II(b), and III(c). The rate drops are shown
when passing tunnels. Note that the low count rates at deep tunnels in plot (b) and plot (c) appear to be mostly gamma background events.

exit of the tunnels can be measured with a high precision
which helps determine the length of the tunnel. The steep-

ness of mountains near the entrance or exit of the tunnels
could be estimated utilizing the slope parameter in the fit.
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Figure 8: Short tunnel measurements. Two short tunnels are fitted sepa-
rately. The blue fit line is for the 35 m-long animal overpass with height
of 3 m while the red fit line is for the 125 m-long tunnel with maximum
height of 10 m.

Figure 9: Muon flux as a function of the tunnel location. The muon
rate is closely following the elevation changes of the Seoul-Yangyang
highway. The correlation coefficient is measured to be R = 0.72. Please
note that the dotted line is reference muon flux measured at 18 m above
sea level with the same detector.

However, to measure the depths more accurately, a tighter
control of environmental gamma ray interactions and a
larger detector that can collect enough counts are needed.

The HAWL portable muon detector, utilizing a plastic
scintillator, was successfully developed to create a moun-
tainous topography, demonstrating muon flux variations
based on rock thickness. The completed test validated

Figure 10: Length accuracy distribution. The relative difference between
measured and actual lengths of tunnels is drawn. The accuracy is mea-
sured to be 6.5 % while the bias is -0.9 %. The length accuracy is driven
by the outliers which are mostly short tunnels.

Figure 11: Measured minimum muon rate as a function of true maxi-
mum overburden in the meter-water-equivalent (m.w.e.) unit. The muon
rate drops exponentially until it is saturated by the gamma contamina-
tion. Above 400 m.w.e deep tunnel, the events are dominated by the
background gammas.

the detector’s functionality, particularly evident in the ex-
pected decrease in muon flux when passing through a tun-
nel beneath a mountain in the eastern Korea. Analyzing
muon flux data along the Seoul-Yangyang highway re-
vealed a close alignment with anticipated tunnel dimen-
sions and tomography above it, achieving a length ac-
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curacy of 6.5 % for tunnels at depths ranging from 8 to
400 m.w.e. The HAWL detector demonstrated its unique
capability to measure muon rates, while in motion. An
upgraded version of HAWL is in development, featuring
two thicker panel detectors with anti-coincidence and di-
rectional sensitivity. Given its versatility in shallow-depth
applications, the HAWL detector is planned to be used in
subway systems and underwater tunnels to enhance safety
measures.
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Table .1: Tunnel specifications and HAWL measurements. Lengths (L) and maximum depths (H) are obtained from engineering blueprints. The
elevations are an average value Measured L is equal to the fit width parameter w multiplied by the speed 55 km/h.

No. Name L (m) Max. H (m) Elev. (m) Meas. L(m) Depth H(/s) µ Flux(/m2/s)
1 Misa 2171 284 155 2218.3 1.37 177.9
2 Magok 919 85 124 914.0 1.62 174.3
3 Balsan 1 633 84 106 633.9 1.70 176.9
4 Balsan 2 480 97.5 126 460.6 1.77 178.3
5 Balsan 3 254 30.5 129 211.2 4.07 180.3
6 Balsan 4 433 60.5 189 435.4 2.13 177.0
7 Chugok 433 32 211 428.5 2.78 178.6
8 Haengchon 463 63.5 160 488.4 2.06 178.0
9 Gwangpan 358 18 186 360.9 4.64 176.4
10 Gunja 1 474 51 220 483.8 2.86 179.4
11 Gunja 2 885 120 255 891.4 2.12 181.1
12 Dongsan 1 680 86 295 689.7 1.87 181.0
13 Dongsan 2 1113 120.5 273 1168.8 1.49 177.0
14 Bukbang 1 2307 152 252 2391.6 1.50 178.0
15 Bukbang 2 326 65 235 328.2 1.41 178.3
16 Bukbang 3 1518 159 246 1550.1 1.37 168.7
17 Hwachon 1 721 85 216 724.0 1.62 174.2
18 Hwachon 2 378 80 200 396.6 1.33 175.4
19 Hwachon 3 527 61 204 522.9 2.39 177.9
20 Hwachon 4 35 3 252 36.3 20.4 181.1
21 Hwachon 5 125 10 264 123.4 2.24 180.2
22 Hwachon 6 629 41 283 606.0 2.01 183.0
23 Hwachon 7 40 3 308 37.5 20.3 182.7
24 Hwachon 8 978 124 328 987.2 1.94 181.0
25 Hwachon 9 3705 304 342 3764.1 1.20 193.1
26 Naechon 1 1261 52.5 332 1155.6 1.74 179.7
27 Naechon 2 88 7.5 309 86.8 9.12 180.2
28 Naechon 3 135 8.5 354 151.3 4.14 181.6
29 Naechon 4 355 39 362 365.8 2.90 188.4
30 Naechon 5 205 19.5 393 176.7 3.42 188.4
31 Seoseok 3061 221.5 430 3183.2 1.22 186.1
32 Haengchiryeong 1422 104 497 1434.9 1.16 190.2
33 Sangnam 1 60 5.5 520 48.1 27.1 190.0
34 Sangnam 2 115 13.5 527 105.3 21.7 201.7
35 Sangnam 3 1719 126.5 485 1714.6 1.20 190.5
36 Sangnam 4 1434 195 454 1472.3 1.29 188.7
37 Sangnam 7 2278 264 381 2342.6 1.28 184.6
38 Girin 1 114 7 408 92.7 2.81 178.7
39 Girin 2 397 41 398 370.4 2.23 181.0
40 Girin 3 162 11.5 402 163.4 2.68 177.9
41 Girin 4 750 128.5 418 765.1 1.38 179.5
42 Girin 5 1148 109.5 441 1165.3 1.42 190.0
43 Girin 6 2665 288.5 432 2785.4 1.10 186.0
44 Inje-Yangyang 10962 440 335 11821.4 1.08 172.5
45 Seomyeon 2 248 13.5 217 230.5 5.38 175.69
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We report a measurement of decay-time dependent charge-parity (CP) asymmetries in B0 →
K0

SK
0
SK

0
S decays. We use 387 × 106 BB pairs collected at the Υ(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 B0 → K0

SK
0
SK

0
S and B0 → (cc)K0 decays, and with predictions based

on the standard model.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the standard model (SM), the charmless three-body
decay B0 → K0

SK
0
SK

0
S 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(B0 →
K0

SK
0
SK

0
S) = (6.0± 0.5)× 10−6 [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 CP-violating asymme-
tries of the B0 and B0 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 B0B0 pairs are a primary
goal of experiments in electron-positron collisions at the
Υ(4S) resonance. If one of the neutral B mesons, BCP ,
decays into a CP eigenstate fCP at proper time tCP and
the other, Btag, decays into a flavor-specific final state
ftag at proper time ttag, the probability density for ob-
serving a Btag with flavor qf at ∆t ≡ tCP − ttag is [4–6]

P(∆t, qf ) =
e−|∆t|/τB0

4τB0

(
1 + qf

[
S sin(∆md∆t)

−C cos(∆md∆t)
])
,

(1)

where the flavor qf is +1(−1) for Btag = B0(B0), τB0

is the B0 lifetime, ∆md is the mass difference between
the two mass eigenstates of the B0-B0 system, and the
CP asymmetries S and C express mixing-induced and
direct CP violation, respectively[7]. The SM predicts
that S = − sin 2ϕ1 − 0.02 and C = −0.007 for decays
into the CP-even final state K0

SK
0
SK

0
S [8]. The mix-

ing phase ϕ1 ≡ arg[−VcdV ∗
cb/VtdV

∗
tb] 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 B0 → K0

SK
0
SK

0
S 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 B0 →

K0
SK

0
SK

0
S decays using electron-positron collisions at the

Υ(4S) collected by the Belle II experiment. We recon-
struct signal (BCP ) B

0 → K0
SK

0
SK

0
S decays followed by

K0
S → π+π− decays and suppress background using two

multivariate classifiers. We then measure qf using the
remaining charged particles in the event and ∆t from
the distance between the decay positions of BCP and
Btag. We divide the B0 → K0

SK
0
SK

0
S events into two

classes based on the quality of the ∆t information: time-
differential (TD) events use ∆t and determine S and C,
while time-integrated (TI) events do not use ∆t 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 B+ → K0

SK
0
SK

+ 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
Υ(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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the innermost PXD layer, and one sixth of the out-
ermost layer are installed for the data analyzed here.
The symmetry axis of these detectors, defined as the
z axis, is almost coincident with the direction of the
electron beam. Surrounding the CDC, which also pro-
vides dE/dx energy-loss measurements, is a time-of-
propagation counter [15] in the central region and an
aerogel-based ring-imaging Cherenkov counter in the for-
ward region. These detectors provide charged-particle
identification. Surrounding them is an electromagnetic
calorimeter based on CsI(Tl) crystals that primarily pro-
vides energy and timing measurements for photons and
electrons. Outside of the calorimeter is a superconduct-
ing solenoid magnet. The magnet provides a 1.5 T
magnetic field parallel to the z axis. Its flux return is
instrumented with resistive-plate chambers and plastic-
scintillator modules to detect muons, K0

L mesons, and
neutrons.

We use data collected at the Υ(4S) resonance in
2019–2022, corresponding to an integrated luminosity of
(362±2) fb−1 and containing (387±6)×106 BB pairs. We
use simulated samples to train the multivariate classifiers
and define fit models. The e+e− → Υ(4S) → BB sample
is generated using evtgen [16] and pythia [17]. In the
simulated signal sample, one of the B mesons decays to
the B0 → K0

SK
0
SK

0
S signal mode or the B+ → K0

SK
0
SK

+

control mode according to phase space. The simulated
e+e− → qq sample, where q indicates an u, d, s, or c
quark, is generated using the kkmc [18] generator inter-
faced with pythia. We also use evtgen to simulate the
decay of short-lived particles. The detector response is
simulated by geant4 [19]. Experimental and simulated
data are analyzed with the Belle II software [20, 21].

III. EVENT RECONSTRUCTION

The Υ(4S) is produced at the e+e− collision point with
a Lorentz boost (βγ) of 0.288 and subsequently decays
to a B and a B meson, which are both nearly at rest in
the e+e− center-of-mass (c.m.) frame. Therefore, the B-
meson pairs propagate nearly along the boost direction
with known velocity in the laboratory. This allows one
to approximate the difference between their decay times
as ∆t = (zCP − ztag)/βγc, where zCP(tag) is the decay
position of BCP(tag) projected onto the boost axis.
Events are selected online based on the number

of charged particles and total energy deposited in
the calorimeter with nearly 100% efficiency. Pairs
of oppositely-charged particles are used to reconstruct
K0

S → π+π− candidates. The four-momentum and de-
cay vertex of the K0

S candidate are obtained from a kine-
matic fit of the π+ and π− tracks. To reduce combi-
natorial background from incorrectly reconstructed K0

S

candidates, we use a boosted-decision-tree (BDT) clas-
sifier OK0

S
with 15 input variables that include the K0

S

flight length, the impact parameters of the K0
S candi-

date and the π±, and the number of measurement points

(hits) in the VXD associated with the π±. The most
discriminating variables are the angle between the K0

S

momentum and the displacement of the K0
S decay ver-

tex from the beam interaction point (IP) and the K0
S

flight length normalized by its uncertainty. We select
K0

S candidates with invariant mass M(π+π−) between
462.6MeV/c2 and 532.6MeV/c2, corresponding to about
35 units of the relevant resolution, and with an OK0

S
re-

quirement that accepts 91% of K0
S mesons. The mass

window is wide since the BDT efficiently suppresses the
background. These criteria are optimized as described
later.

We reconstruct BCP candidates by combining three
K0

S candidates and treat the particles not belonging to
BCP as Btag decay products. We select BCP candidates
using the invariant mass M(K0

SK
0
SK

0
S) and the beam

energy constrained mass Mbc ≡
√
E2

beam − |p⃗B |2c2/c2,
where Ebeam and p⃗B are the beam energy and the mo-
mentum of the B meson in the e+e− c.m. frame. We re-
tain BCP candidates satisfying 5.2 < Mbc < 5.29GeV/c2

and 5.08 < M(K0
SK

0
SK

0
S) < 5.48GeV/c2, but exclude

those satisfying 5.265 < Mbc < 5.29GeV/c2 and 5.08 <
M(K0

SK
0
SK

0
S) < 5.2GeV/c2 to avoid contamination by

B0(+) → K0
SK

0
SK

∗0(+) decays.
The dominant source of background is the e+e− → qq

continuum. We suppress this background by using an-
other BDT classifier, OCS, with the following input vari-
ables that exploit event topology: the cosine of the an-
gle between the thrust axes of BCP and Btag in the
e+e− c.m. frame; the magnitude of the Btag thrust;
the sum of the transverse momenta of the particles in
the event; the squared four-momentum difference be-
tween the beams and the detected particles in the c.m.
frame; and the modified Fox-Wolfram moments [22]. The
B thrust axis is a unit vector t̂ that maximizes the
thrust magnitude T ≡

(∑
i

∣∣t̂ · p⃗i∣∣) / (∑i |p⃗i|), where p⃗i
is the momentum of the B meson’s i-th decay-product in
the c.m. frame. The BDT classifier OCS ranges from
zero for background-like events to one for signal-like
events. We use simulated events to train the classi-
fier. A requirement of OCS > 0.1 results in 51% back-
ground rejection with a signal efficiency of 98%. We
then calculate a transformation of the classifier, O′

CS =
log [(OCS − 0.1)/(1−OCS)], which yields a classifier dis-
tribution more convenient to parametrize. The selection
criteria on K0

S candidate mass and OK0
S
are determined

by maximizing Nsig/
√
Nsig +Nbkg, where Nsig and Nbkg

are the expected yields of BCP signal and background
events determined from simulation, respectively, meet-
ing the following signal-enhancement conditions: 5.27 <
Mbc < 5.29GeV/c2, 5.18 < M(K0

SK
0
SK

0
S) < 5.38GeV/c2,

and OCS > 0.5.
In addition to the nonresonant decay amplitude, quasi-

two-body decays B0 → X(→ K0
SK

0
S)K

0
S via interme-

diate resonances X due to b → s and b → c transi-
tions contribute to B0 → K0

SK
0
SK

0
S decays. We con-

sider b → s decays to be signal, but we veto b → c
contributions to measure the CP asymmetries for the
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b → s transition. We expect a significant b → c con-
tribution only from B0 → χc0K

0
S decays based on the

rates of B0 → X(→ K0
SK

0
S)K

0
S decays where X indi-

cates aD0, χc0, χc1, χc2, ηc, J/ψ, or ψ(2S) meson [1]. The
B0 → χc0(→ K0

SK
0
S)K

0
S branching fraction is around 5%

of the signal branching fraction. We reject signal BCP

candidates if the invariant mass of any combination of
two K0

S candidates is in the range 3.379 < M(K0
SK

0
S) <

3.447GeV/c2. This requirement rejects 90% of the back-
ground from B0 → χc0(→ K0

SK
0
S)K

0
S decays and 7.2% of

signal.
The control channel B+ → K0

SK
0
SK

+ is reconstructed
from two K0

S mesons and a track and is similar to the sig-
nal decay. We require the particle identification informa-
tion for the track to be consistent with a K+. We use the
control channel to constrain the parameters of B-vertex-
resolution model for signal, as well as those of the shapes
of the BCP mass and O′

CS background distributions. We
do not veto χc0K

+ decays for the control channel be-
cause their kinematic distributions are the same as those
of the K0

SK
0
SK

+ final state.

IV. MEASUREMENT OF B-MESON FLAVOR
AND DECAY-TIME DIFFERENCE

We use a category-based BDT algorithm to identify
the Btag flavor [23]. The algorithm uses 13 BDTs,
each geared toward discriminating a specific signature
of b→ c→ s cascade decays using particle identification
and kinematic variables of the Btag charged decay prod-
ucts. The outputs from these BDTs are combined by the
top-level BDT to return the flavor value qf and tagging
quality r ≡ 1− 2w, where w is the probability for wrong
flavor assignment. The probability density of Eq. (1) is
modified to include the parameter w, and its difference
between B0 and B0, ∆w,

PTD
sig (∆t, qf ) =

e−|∆t|/τB0

4τB0

(
1− qf∆w

+ qf (1− 2w)[S sin(∆md∆t)− C cos(∆md∆t)]
)
.

(2)

The events are classified into seven independent r inter-
vals (bins). For each bin, w and ∆w are determined using
flavor-specific B meson decays with large branching frac-
tions [24]. Since the signal purity varies as a function
of r, using the distribution of r improves the statistical
sensitivity to the CP asymmetries.

To measure ∆t, we reconstruct the BCP and Btag de-
cay vertices using information about the IP. The spatial
distribution of the IP is described by a three-dimensional
Gaussian whose parameters are regularly measured in
a calibration based on e+e− → µ+µ− events. The IP
size is typically 250µm in the boost direction, 10µm in
the horizontal direction, and 0.3µm in the vertical direc-
tion [25]. The BCP vertex position is reconstructed from
the six final-state pions using a decay-chain vertex fit,

which constrains the BCP to originate from the IP (IP
constraint) [26]. Due to their long lifetime, a fraction
of K0

S mesons decay outside of the VXD volume result-
ing in poorly measured decay positions. This causes the
BCP vertex resolution to depend strongly on the num-
ber of K0

S mesons with associated VXD hits. In simu-
lation, the fractions of signal decays in which zero, one,
two, or three K0

S mesons have VXD hits are 0.4%, 7.9%,
37.9%, or 53.8%, respectively. When only one K0

S meson
has VXD hits, the IP constraint significantly improves
the BCP vertex resolution, reducing the average vertex-
position uncertainty in the boost direction from around
270µm to 120µm. The average uncertainty with the IP
constraint is 49µm when two K0

S mesons have VXD hits
and 35µm when all three have such hits.
We use the Btag tracks to reconstruct the Btag vertex,

excluding those having no associated PXD hits. We also
exclude pairs of oppositely-charged pions consistent with
a K0

S decay because they are likely to be produced away
from the Btag vertex. Similarly to the BCP vertex, we
constrain the Btag to originate from the IP to improve
the vertex resolution and reconstruction efficiency [27].
In order to reduce the contamination from tracks from
secondary and tertiary displaced vertices, which would
bias the determination of the BCP vertex position, the
fit is repeated by iteratively removing the tracks con-
tributing the largest increase to the vertex-fit χ2 until a
satisfactory fit quality is achieved. A selection on fit qual-
ity and vertex-position uncertainty is applied to ensure
the quality of the ∆t measurement.

We divide the remaining B0 → K0
SK

0
SK

0
S candidates

into two classes based on the quality of the ∆t informa-
tion to maximize the sensitivity of the measurement of
S and C. For the time-differential (TD) analysis that
determines both S and C, we require candidates that
satisfy the following criteria: both tracks from one or
more signal K0

S are associated with at least one VXD
hit, the decay-time-difference satisfies −30 < ∆t < 30 ps,
satisfactory vertex-fit quality, and small vertex-position
uncertainty. The ∆t resolution is around 0.9 ps in the
TD events. The ∆t information of the other events is
not used. They are included in the time-integrated (TI)
analysis, which contributes only to C. The probability
density in Eq. (2) is integrated over ∆t for TI events,
yielding

PTI
sig(qf ) =

1

2

(
1− qf∆w − qf (1− 2w)C

1

1 + ∆m2
dτ

2
B0

)
.

(3)

For 1.1% of simulated signal events, multiple (typically
two) BCP candidates are reconstructed. We choose the
candidate with the best vertex-fit quality for such events,
which retains the correctly reconstructed BCP candidates
in 82% of these events. This requirement has negligible
impact on the ∆t distribution and the CP asymmetry
results. The reconstruction efficiency including the Btag

selection is 28.3% in simulation. For the control channel,
we reconstruct the B+ → K0

SK
0
SK

+ vertex without using
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the K+ track to emulate the B0 → K0
SK

0
SK

0
S vertex fit.

We discard B+ → K0
SK

0
SK

+ candidates that fail the
TD criteria. The reconstruction efficiency for the control
channel is 24.7%.

V. DETERMINATION OF SIGNAL YIELD

We extract the yields for TD, TI, and control channel
events from a three-dimensional likelihood fit to the un-
binned distributions ofMbc; M(K0

SK
0
SK), where K indi-

cates a K0
S or K+ meson; and O′

CS. The likelihood func-
tion includes two sample components, signal and back-
ground. We determine the shape of the signal compo-
nent from fits to distributions of simulated signal and
control samples. The Mbc distribution is modeled with
a Gaussian function for the signal TD and control sam-
ples and with a Crystal Ball shape [28, 29] for the signal
TI sample. The signal and control-sample M(K0

SK
0
SK)

distribution is modeled with the sum of a Gaussian func-
tion and an asymmetric Breit-Wigner function. The sig-
nal and control-sample O′

CS distribution is modeled with
the sum of a symmetric and an asymmetric Gaussian
function. For the background, the Mbc distribution is
modeled with an ARGUS function [30], the M(K0

SK
0
SK)

distribution with a linear function, and the O′
CS distri-

bution with the sum of a symmetric and an asymmetric
Gaussian function. The endpoint of the ARGUS function
is set to Ebeam, which is calibrated using other B de-
cays. The parameter sets for the O′

CS shapes are shared
between TD and TI events. We use the same parame-
ter set for the Mbc and M(K0

SK
0
SK) background shapes

across the three samples as the B+ → K0
SK

0
SK

+ kine-
matic properties are similar to those of the signal decay,
as confirmed in simulation. The fit simultaneously deter-
mines the yield of each sample and 14 background shape
parameters [31].

Figures 1, 2, and 3 show the data distributions with fit
results overlaid. The low-mass tails of the M(K0

SK
0
SK)

distribution of the signal TI component is mainly due
to π → µνµ decays, which occur in 3% of the recon-
structed signal B0 → K0

SK
0
SK

0
S events. Such events

are mostly classified as TI events due to the poor ver-
tex fit quality. We define the signal region as 5.272 <
Mbc < 5.288GeV/c2, 5.2 < M(K0

SK
0
SK) < 5.36GeV/c2,

and −4.44 < O′
CS < 8.85. Each range for Mbc and O′

CS
retains 99.73% of signal TD events. The signal yield and
the purity in the signal region is 158+14

−13 and 57% for TD

events, 62 ± 9 and 40% for TI events, and 403+24
−23 and

22% for the control channel events.

VI. DETERMINATION OF CP ASYMMETRIES

We determine the CP asymmetries S and C from a
maximum-likelihood fit to the unbinned ∆t and binned
qf distributions combining TD, TI, and B+ → K0

SK
0
SK

+

events restricted to the signal region. The contribution
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Figure 1. Distributions of Mbc for (top) TD, (middle) TI,
and (bottom) B+ → K0

SK
0
SK

+ candidates with fit projec-
tions overlaid. The black dots with error bars represent the
data points; the black, solid curve shows the total fit projec-
tion; the red hatched area is the signal projection; and the
blue, dashed curve is the background projection. The distri-
butions are restricted to events in the M(K0

SK
0
SK) signal re-

gion. Lower panels show the differences between data and fit
results normalized by the statistical uncertainty of the data.

to the likelihood function from the i-th TD event is

LTD
i (S,C|∆ti, qf,i) =

f sigi

∫
d(∆t′)R(∆ti −∆t′)PTD

sig (∆t′, qf,i)

+ (1− f sigi )Pbkg(∆ti),

(4)

where R(∆ti − ∆t′) is the response function of the ∆t

measurement (resolution function), f sigi is the signal
probability of the i-th event, and Pbkg is the ∆t distri-
bution of background events. We use a resolution func-
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Figure 2. Distributions of M(K0
SK

0
SK) for (top) TD, (mid-

dle) TI, and (bottom) B+ → K0
SK

0
SK

+ candidates with fit
projections overlaid. The black dots with error bars repre-
sent the data points; the black, solid curve shows the total
fit projection; the red hatched area is the signal projection;
and the blue, dashed curve is the background projection. The
distributions are restricted to events in theMbc signal region.
Lower panels show the differences between data and fit results
normalized by the statistical uncertainty of the data.

tion developed by the Belle collaboration [32]. The res-
olution function is the convolution of four components:
detector resolution for the BCP vertex, detector resolu-
tion for the Btag vertex, bias due to secondary particles
from charmed intermediate states for the Btag vertex,
and corrections to the boost factor due to the nonzero
c.m. momentum of the B mesons. The correction to the
boost factor is calculated analytically using the cosine of
the angle between the BCP momentum and the boost
direction in the e+e− c.m. frame, cos θ∗B , on an event-
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Figure 3. Distributions of O′
CS for (top) TD, (middle) TI, and

(bottom) B+ → K0
SK

0
SK

+ candidates with fit projections
overlaid. The black dots with error bars represent the data
points; the black, solid curve shows the total fit projection;
the red hatched area is the signal projection; and the blue,
dashed curve is the background projection. The distributions
are restricted to events in theMbc signal region. Lower panels
show the differences between data and fit results normalized
by the statistical uncertainty of the data.

by-event basis. The resolution-function parameters are
fixed to those obtained from a fit to simulated signal
events, but the width in simulation is scaled by a parame-
ter sdet that accounts for data-simulation differences and
that is determined simultaneously with S and C. The
distribution Pbkg is the sum of two Gaussian functions
that depend on vertex quality and vertex-position uncer-
tainty. The Pbkg parameters are determined by a fit to
theMbc sideband data. We calculate the signal probabil-
ity on an event-by-event basis using the five-dimensional
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PDF ofMbc,M(K0
SK

0
SK), O′

CS, r, and cos θ∗B . The PDF
contains signal and background components, whose frac-
tions are determined by the signal and background yields.
No correlation is assumed between the variables. The
last two variables are included to avoid fit biases (0.03
for S and 0.02 for C) due to implicitly assuming equal
distributions that differ across sample components [33].
The r distribution for background is obtained from the
Mbc < 5.265GeV/c2 sideband. For cos θ∗B , we assume a
uniform distribution for background and 3

4 (1 − cos2 θ∗B)
for signal. For TI events, we use the likelihood in Eq. (4)
integrated over ∆t,

LTI
i (C|qf,i) = f sigi PTI

sig(qf,i) +
1− f sigi

2
. (5)

We include the B+ → K0
SK

0
SK

+ decays in the fit us-
ing the likelihood in Eq. (4) summed over qf and using
the B+ lifetime instead of the B0 lifetime. The con-
trol channel helps to constrain sdet since its signal yield
is 2.5 times larger than the TD signal. The resolution-
function parameters and sdet are the same as those of
the B0 → K0

SK
0
SK

0
S events except for the parameters

that model the effect of secondary particles. They differ
since, compared to B0 mesons, B+ mesons yield fewer
D− mesons and more D0 mesons, which have shorter
lifetimes. We define the background ∆t distribution for
B+ → K0

SK
0
SK

+ with an independent parameter set
from B0 → K0

SK
0
SK

0
S and with an additional Gaussian

function.
Figure 4 shows the background-subtracted ∆t distribu-

tions using the sPlot technique [34] and their asymmetry
with fit projections overlaid. We obtain S = −1.37+0.32

−0.26,
C = −0.07 ± 0.17, and sdet = 1.16 ± 0.15. Linear cor-
relation coefficients are −0.02 between S and C, −0.16
between S and sdet, and −0.07 between C and sdet. How-
ever, simulation studies show that the above point esti-
mates are not reliable. While the likelihood has no sec-
ondary maxima, the small sample size leads to biases and
non-Gaussian uncertainties. For more reliable results, we
construct confidence intervals for the CP-violating pa-
rameters as described in Sec. VIII.

VII. SYSTEMATIC UNCERTAINTIES

We consider various sources of systematic uncertain-
ties, which are listed in Table I. To evaluate the sys-
tematic uncertainties in S and C related to assumptions
made on parameters of the fit model, we repeat the fit
on data using alternative values of the parameters sam-
pled from Gaussian distributions based on their uncer-
tainties. The widths of the resulting distributions of S
and C are taken as contributions to the systematic un-
certainty. This approach is used for τB0 , τB+ , and ∆md;
the parameters of theMbc,M(K0

SK
0
SK), and O′

CS shapes
(referred to as signal modeling in the table); the param-
eters describing the resolution function; the parameters
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Figure 4. Background-subtracted ∆t distributions for (top)
B+ → K0

SK
0
SK

+ candidates and (middle) B0 → K0
SK

0
SK

0
S

TD candidates separated for qf = ±1 along with (bottom)

the resulting B0
tag minus B

0
tag yield-asymmetry as a function

of ∆t. Points with error bars represent data and the curves
show the fit results. Red, filled circles and solid curves show
the data for qf = +1 and fit results, respectively, while blue,
open circles and dashed curves are for qf = −1.

for the background ∆t shape; and the parameters related
to flavor tagging.

We sample the world averages of the B0 and B+ life-
times and ∆md including their uncertainties [1]. The pa-
rameters of signal probability, resolution function, and
background ∆t shape have uncertainties from the fits
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Table I. Systematic uncertainties

Source S C
τB0 , τB+ , and ∆md 0.009 0.000
Signal modeling 0.014 0.008
∆t resolution function 0.013 0.008
Background ∆t modeling 0.004 0.002
Flavor tagging 0.013 0.012
Fit bias 0.014 0.004
Tag-side interference 0.011 0.006
Vertex reconstruction 0.011 0.004
Tracker misalignment 0.008 0.007
Total 0.032 0.020

used to determine them, which depend on the size of
data and simulated samples. The systematic uncertainty
in the resolution function includes the uncertainty due to
the choice of the model, which is determined by analyz-
ing a simulated sample with alternative resolution mod-
els whose dependence on the vertex-fit quality is partly
or entirely removed. The simulation assumes S = −0.7
and C = 0. The systematic uncertainty due to flavor
tagging includes the bias due to the flavor asymmetry
in the tagging efficiency between B0 and B0. Two sets
of simplified simulated experiments are generated, with
and without the asymmetry, and fits for S and C are per-
formed in both ignoring the asymmetry. The difference
between the mean values of S and C obtained in the two
sets is the uncertainty. We repeat the simplified simu-
lation assuming various input CP asymmetries and take
the maximum difference. We observe correlations be-
tweenM(K0

SK
0
SK) and vertex-fit quality for BCP (−0.06

for TD events), and between O′
CS and r (0.15), which

are not included in the default model. To evaluate the
bias due to these correlations, and to a mismodeling of
the cos θ∗B distribution, we use simplified simulated sam-
ples generated with and without these effects in the same
way as above. The CP asymmetries are affected by the
interference between a CKM-favored transition b → cud
and a doubly CKM-suppressed transition b → ucd on
the tag side [35]. We assign as a systematic uncertainty
the effect of the tag-side interference assuming the world
average values S = −0.83 and C = −0.15[11]. The sys-
tematic uncertainty due to the vertex reconstruction is
determined by varying the parameters describing the IP
profile and boost vector, the track requirements used in
the Btag vertex reconstruction, and the criteria to se-
lect TD events, and repeating the fit on data. To eval-
uate the effect from possible misalignment of the vertex
detector, we use four simulated samples, each assuming
a different misalignment configuration and CP asymme-
tries of S = −1.0 and C = 0. We compare the resulting
CP asymmetries with those in the sample without mis-
alignment and the maximum deviation is taken as the
systematic uncertainty.

VIII. RESULTS AND SUMMARY

Since the point estimates from the fit are not reliable,
we construct confidence intervals for our results based on
likelihood-ratio ordering [36]. For the construction, sim-
plified simulated experiments are generated by sampling
the likelihoods of the yield fit and asymmetry fit. The
nuisance parameters in the models are fixed to the values
fitted to the data and the systematic uncertainty is not
taken into account as its size is negligible. Figure 5 shows
the resulting two-dimensional confidence intervals where
S and C are constrained within their physical bound-
ary, S2 + C2 ≤ 1. The two-dimensional intervals are
−1 < S < −0.72 and −0.29 < C < 0.14 at the 68.3%
confidence level, −1 < S < −0.41 and −0.45 < C < 0.32
at the 95.5% confidence level, and −1 < S < −0.09 and
−0.61 < C < 0.49 at the 99.7% confidence level. The
results are consistent with the SM predictions and cur-
rent best determinations by the Belle and BaBar exper-
iments [9–11].

1.0 0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0
S

1.0

0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

C
Belle II

dt = 362 fb 1

B0 K0
SK0

SK0
S

Figure 5. Two-dimensional confidence intervals for S and
C based on likelihood-ratio ordering. The red solid, or-
ange dashed, and green dotted contours represent the 68.27%,
95.45%, and 99.73% confidence intervals for S and C given
the physical constraint S2 + C2 ≤ 1. The blue dot with the
error bar is the average value based on results by Belle and
BaBar [9, 10]. The black dot represents the SM prediction
(S,C) = (− sin 2ϕ1−0.02,−0.007) based on measurements in
B0 → (cc)K0 decays [11].

In summary, we report a measurement of decay-time
dependent CP asymmetries in B0 → K0

SK
0
SK

0
S decays us-

ing a data set of 387× 106 BB pairs reconstructed from
electron-positron collisions at the Υ(4S) and collected
with Belle II experiment from 2019 to 2022. We recon-
struct 220 signal events and extract the CP-violating pa-
rameters from a fit to the distribution of the decay-time
difference of the two B mesons. We determine a two-
dimensional confidence region for the relevant parame-
ters S and C obtaining results that are consistent with
the SM predictions and previous determinations.
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de Physique Nucléaire et de Physique des Particules
(IN2P3) du CNRS and L’Agence Nationale de la
Recherche (ANR) under grant ANR-21-CE31-0009
(France); BMBF, DFG, HGF, MPG, and AvH Founda-
tion (Germany); Department of Atomic Energy under
Project Identification No. RTI 4002, Department of
Science and Technology, and UPES SEED funding
programs No. UPES/R&D-SEED-INFRA/17052023/01
and No. UPES/R&D-SOE/20062022/06 (India); Israel
Science Foundation Grant No. 2476/17, U.S.-Israel
Binational Science Foundation Grant No. 2016113,
and Israel Ministry of Science Grant No. 3-16543;
Istituto Nazionale di Fisica Nucleare and the Research
Grants BELLE2; Japan Society for the Promo-
tion of Science, Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research
Grants No. 16H03968, No. 16H03993, No. 16H06492,
No. 16K05323, No. 17H01133, No. 17H05405,
No. 18K03621, No. 18H03710, No. 18H05226,
No. 19H00682, No. 20H05850, No. 20H05858,
No. 22H00144, No. 22K14056, No. 22K21347,
No. 23H05433, No. 26220706, and No. 26400255,
the National Institute of Informatics, and Science
Information NETwork 5 (SINET5), and the Ministry
of Education, Culture, Sports, Science, and Technology
(MEXT) of Japan; National Research Foundation

(NRF) of Korea Grants No. 2016R1D1A1B02012900,
No. 2018R1A2B3003643, No. 2018R1A6A1A06024970,
No. 2019R1I1A3A01058933, No. 2021R1A6A1A-
03043957, No. 2021R1F1A1060423, No. 2021R1F1A-
1064008, No. 2022R1A2C1003993, and No. RS-2022-
00197659, Radiation Science Research Institute, Foreign
Large-Size Research Facility Application Supporting
project, the Global Science Experimental Data Hub
Center of the Korea Institute of Science and Technol-
ogy Information and KREONET/GLORIAD; Universiti
Malaya RU grant, Akademi Sains Malaysia, and Ministry
of Education Malaysia; Frontiers of Science Program
Contracts No. FOINS-296, No. CB-221329, No. CB-
236394, No. CB-254409, and No. CB-180023, and
SEP-CINVESTAV Research Grant No. 237 (Mexico);
the Polish Ministry of Science and Higher Education
and the National Science Center; the Ministry of Science
and Higher Education of the Russian Federation and
the HSE University Basic Research Program, Moscow;
University of Tabuk Research Grants No. S-0256-1438
and No. S-0280-1439 (Saudi Arabia); Slovenian Research
Agency and Research Grants No. J1-9124 and No. P1-
0135; Agencia Estatal de Investigacion, Spain Grant
No. RYC2020-029875-I and Generalitat Valenciana,
Spain Grant No. CIDEGENT/2018/020; National Sci-
ence and Technology Council, and Ministry of Education
(Taiwan); Thailand Center of Excellence in Physics;
TUBITAK ULAKBIM (Turkey); National Research
Foundation of Ukraine, Project No. 2020.02/0257,
and Ministry of Education and Science of Ukraine;
the U.S. National Science Foundation and Research
Grants No. PHY-1913789 and No. PHY-2111604, and
the U.S. Department of Energy and Research Awards
No. DE-AC06-76RLO1830, No. DE-SC0007983, No. DE-
SC0009824, No. DE-SC0009973, No. DE-SC0010007,
No. DE-SC0010073, No. DE-SC0010118, No. DE-
SC0010504, No. DE-SC0011784, No. DE-SC0012704,
No. DE-SC0019230, No. DE-SC0021274, No. DE-
SC0021616, No. DE-SC0022350, No. DE-SC0023470;
and the Vietnam Academy of Science and Technology
(VAST) under Grants No. NVCC.05.12/22-23 and
No. DL0000.02/24-25.

These acknowledgements are not to be interpreted as
an endorsement of any statement made by any of our
institutes, funding agencies, governments, or their repre-
sentatives.

We thank the SuperKEKB team for delivering high-
luminosity collisions; the KEK cryogenics group for the
efficient operation of the detector solenoid magnet; the
KEK computer group and the NII for on-site computing
support and SINET6 network support; and the raw-data
centers at BNL, DESY, GridKa, IN2P3, INFN, and the
University of Victoria for off-site computing support.

[1] R. L. Workman et al. (Particle Data Group), PTEP
2022, 083C01 (2022).

[2] Y. Grossman and M. P. Worah, Phys. Lett. B 395, 241

http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ptep/ptac097
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ptep/ptac097
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(97)00068-3


10

(1997), arXiv:hep-ph/9612269.
[3] M. Kobayashi and T. Maskawa, Prog. Theor. Phys. 49,

652 (1973).
[4] A. B. Carter and A. I. Sanda, Phys. Rev. Lett. 45, 952

(1980).
[5] A. B. Carter and A. I. Sanda, Phys. Rev. D 23, 1567

(1981).
[6] I. I. Y. Bigi and A. I. Sanda, Nucl. Phys. B 193, 85

(1981).
[7] The coefficients (S,C) are written (S,−A) elsewhere.
[8] H. Y. Cheng, C. K. Chua, and A. Soni, Phys. Rev. D

72, 094003 (2005), arXiv:hep-ph/0506268.
[9] K. H. Kang et al. (Belle Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D

103, 032003 (2021), arXiv:2011.00793 [hep-ex].
[10] J. P. Lees et al. (BaBar Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 85,

054023 (2012), arXiv:1111.3636 [hep-ex].
[11] Y. S. Amhis et al. (HFLAV Collaboration), Phys. Rev.

D 107, 052008 (2023), arXiv:2206.07501 [hep-ex].
[12] K. Akai, K. Furukawa, and H. Koiso (Su-

perKEKB), Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A907, 188 (2018),
arXiv:1809.01958 [physics.acc-ph].

[13] T. Abe et al. (Belle II Collaboration), (2010),
arXiv:1011.0352 [physics.ins-det].

[14] K. Adamczyk et al. (Belle II SVD Collaboration), JINST
17, P11042 (2022), arXiv:2201.09824 [physics.ins-det].

[15] D. Kotchetkov et al., Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 941, 162342
(2019), arXiv:1804.10782 [physics.ins-det].

[16] D. J. Lange, Proceedings, 7th International Conference
on B physics at hadron machines (BEAUTY 2000):
Maagan, Israel, September 13-18, 2000, Nucl. Instrum.
Meth. A462, 152 (2001).
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Two-particle angular correlations of identified particles
in pp and p–Pb collisions at LHC energies with ALICE

Daniela Ruggiano

Warsaw University of Technology – Warsaw, Poland

Summary. — The two-particle angular correlations in the ∆y,∆φ 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 ∆η,∆φ 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, π±, K±, and
pp̄) and multiplicity classes in the ∆y,∆φ 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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antibaryon pairs) in pp collisions exhibit a depletion, i.e., an anticorrelation, around

(∆η,∆φ) ∼ (0, 0). The origin of this phenomenon is still unclear. Several studies have

been conducted on it, becoming a puzzle for many researchers [1, 2]. These studies have

been extended to different baryons to investigate the shape of the correlation functions,

which are related to the intrinsic nature of baryon production. None of the observed

baryon–baryon correlations agree even qualitatively with the theoretical Monte Carlo

models [1, 3]. In this work, which is an extension of the analysis of the pp collision at√
s = 13 TeV [3], another piece is proposed to be added to the puzzle. The study concerns

the analysis of correlation functions in four different multiplicity classes in ∆y,∆φ in the

proton–nucleus (p–Pb) collision at
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV. The results will be compared with

the corresponding ones from pp collisions.

2. – Definition of two-particle correlation function

In Ref.[1] the results were obtained using the so-called probability-ratio definition of

the correlation function [4], which experimentally is constructed as follows

(1) CP (∆y∆φ) =
Nmixed

pairs

Nsignal
pairs

S(∆y∆φ)

B(∆y∆φ)
,

where S(∆y∆φ) is the signal distribution and B(∆y∆φ) is the background distribution.

The signal distribution consists of pairs of particles from the same events, whereas the

background distribution consists of pairs of particles from different events. It is normal-

ized by the ratio of the number of pairs from the background and signal distributions.

This definition has some limitations for studying correlations over different multiplicity

classes due to the normalization factor that produces a trivial scaling of 1/N , where N is

the number of particles per collision [3]. This makes the comparison of different collision

systems difficult because they are characterized by a large difference in multiplicity. To

avoid this issue, the rescaled two-particle cumulant definition is used for the first time in

ALICE [5]. This new correlation function is defined as

(2) CC(∆y∆φ) =
Nav

∆y∆φ
(CP − 1).

where Nav is the average number of particles produced in the analyzed multiplicity

classes.

3. – Analysis details

The analysis is based on data recorded by the ALICE detector in p–Pb collisions at√
sNN = 5.02 TeV in 2016. To make the results of the two collision systems comparable,

the same event and track selection criteria were used in both analyses [3]. The angular

correlation functions of the pairs of pions, kaons, and protons with the same and opposite
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sign were analyzed for four multiplicity classes corresponding to 0–20% (highest multi-

plicities), 20–40%, 40–70%, and 70–100% (lowest multiplicities) of the total interaction

cross-section. The data sample consists of ∼ 9.05 · 108 minimum bias events [7]. The

angular acceptance for this analysis is |y| < 0.5 covering the full azimuthal angle. The

analysis is based on reconstructed tracks in the following transverse momentum ranges:

0.2 < pT < 2.5 GeV/c for pions and 0.5 < pT < 2.5 GeV/c for kaons and protons. Par-

ticle identification (PID) of pions, kaons, and protons is performed track by track using

information from the TPC and TOF detectors [6]. It is based on Nσ method, where Nσ

is the number of standard deviations of the Gaussian distribution around the theoretical

signal. For pT < 0.5 GeV/c, only the TPC information is used.

4. – Results

4
.
1. Correlation functions in p–Pb. – Figures 1 and 2 show the correlation functions

for pion, kaon, and proton pairs measured in the p–Pb collisions at
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV

using the probability-ratio definition and the rescaled two-particle cumulants in the four

multiplicity classes, respectively. Using the definition of probability ratio, the correlation

functions are a convolution of physical phenomena plus the trivial scaling over different

multiplicity classes. Indeed, there is an increase toward lower multiplicity classes due

Fig. 1. – The ∆φ projection of correlation functions using the probability ratio definition in
p–Pb collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV for four multiplicity classes. Particles with like signs are

depicted on the top panels, while those with unlike signs are shown on the bottom panels.
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Fig. 2. – The ∆φ projection of correlation functions using the rescaled two-particle cumulant
definition in p–Pb collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV for four multiplicity classes. Particles with

like signs are depicted in the top panels, while those with unlike signs are shown on the bottom
panels.

to the 1/N scaling. In contrast, the rescaled two-particle cumulant shows an opposite

trend, that is, an increase in the correlation function with higher multiplicity. Therefore,

by removing the 1/N factor, it is possible to make a more detailed study of the various

physical phenomena that define the correlation functions.

4
.
2. Comparison of ∆y,∆φ correlation functions between pp and p–Pb. – The results

obtained in pp collisions [3] are compared with those for p–Pb collisions using the def-

inition of rescaled two-particle cumulant in Fig. 3. In p–Pb collisions, the correlation

functions are stronger than in pp collisions due to the higher multiplicities, which is

also evident in the baryon–baryon correlations, where an anticorrelation is observed. In

the case of proton–antiproton correlation, it is observed that for the highest multiplicity

class (0–20%) the correlation function for pp collisions appears to be stronger than that

observed in p–Pb collisions. This is due to the annihilation phenomenon visible in the

correlation function represented by the dashed black line, which shows an anti-peak at

∆φ = 0. This physical effect has been studied previously using the femtoscopy method

with Monte Carlo simulations of PYTHIA 8 from pp collisions at
√
s = 13 TeV [9].

The observed depletion due to the strong interaction is qualitatively in agreement with

experimental observations of the STAR Collaboration in Au–Au collisions and model

comparisons, which confirm that the anticorrelation in pp̄ is caused by the annihila-
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Fig. 3. – Multiplicity dependence of the correlation functions measured using the rescaled two-
particle cumulant from pp collisions at

√
s = 13 TeV and p–Pb collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV.

tion phenomenon [8]. It is therefore difficult to make a comparison with the correlation

function in pp collisions in the 0–20% multiplicity class.

4
.
3. Multiplicity comparison between pp and p–Pb. – The dNch/dη values for all mul-

tiplicity classes in pp and p–Pb collisions included in this analysis are taken from Refs.

[10, 11] and are listed in Tab. I.

dNch/dη pp p–Pb

0-20% 15.8 35.55

20-40% 8.9 23.2

40-70% 5.1 9.6

70-100% 2.55 4

Table I. – The dNch/dη values for the investigated multiplicity classes in pp and p–Pb collisions.

Based on these values, a rigorous comparison of the correlation functions is made

between the closest multiplicities, i.e., 20–40% for pp and 40–70% for p–Pb. A good

agreement between the two correlation functions is observed. This reveals the genuine

behavior of correlations, as the rescaled two-particle cumulant eliminates the 1/N scaling.

Although the comparison between the two systems is not a perfect match, since the values

of dNch/dη are not perfectly equal, they agree within the experimental uncertainties.
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Fig. 4. – The comparison of the correlation functions between pp at
√
s = 13 TeV and p–Pb at√

sNN = 5.02 TeV for the similar multiplicity classes using the rescaled two-particle cumulant
definition.

5. – Conclusion

This analysis concerns the two-particle angular correlation in ∆y,∆φ space for pp and

p–Pb collisions at the LHC energies using alternative definitions, i.e., the probability

ratio and the rescaled two-particle cumulant. The results reveal that the correlation

functions obtained using the latter, increase with the multiplicity. Furthermore, the

implementation of the following definition allows us to explore in depth the physical

phenomena that contribute to the overall shape of the correlation functions by eliminating

the trivial scaling of 1/N. When comparing the results between the two collision systems,

a multiplicity dependence is observed where the number of correlated particles grows very

fast compared with those of the underlying event. The anticorrelation between proton

pairs is still present and becomes stronger at high multiplicities. The comparison of the

correlation function with the rescaled two-particle cumulant definition in the pp and p–

Pb systems shows good agreement within the experimental uncertainties for the closest

multiplicity classes.
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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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them to converge to a common value, a necessary condition for unification of the electroweak and strong
interactions. The additional particles come with new mixing parameters, potentially allowing additional
sources of CP violation and thus paving the way for an explanation of the cosmological matter–antimatter
asymmetry. SUSY even offers the attractive possibility of generating electroweak symmetry breaking
dynamically. Finally, there may be room for one or more dark-matter candidates among the particles
introduced in the model.

Because of its elegance and flexibility, SUSY has received significant theoretical and experimental
attention in the past decades. The generic prediction of the existence of SUSY particles at the TeV scale
created widespread expectations for experimental results from the LHC collaborations in the early 2000s.
The ATLAS Collaboration rose to these expectations by developing a thorough, robust and extensive
experimental effort to search for SUSY in data from Run 1, at

√
𝑠 = 7 and 8 TeV, and Run 2, at

√
𝑠 = 13 TeV.

The aim of this paper is to review and summarise this monumental effort at the end of the Run 2. Section 2
gives a quick overview of the main theoretical and phenomenological aspects of supersymmetry, introducing
the approach ATLAS used to explore the vast SUSY parameter space. Section 3 provides a brief description
of the ATLAS dectector before Section 4 discusses generic aspects related to the design of SUSY searches,
the background estimation, and the statistical approach used to interpret the search results and set limits on
sparticle masses, couplings, and production cross-sections.

These searches covered a large variety of experimental signatures arising from models featuring a stable
weakly interacting particle (the R-parity-conserving, or RPC, models) and from models without such a
potential dark-matter candidate (R-parity-violating, or RPV, models). Both types of models are described
in Section 2. Sections 5 and 6 review the analyses targeting the production of SUSY particles via strong or
electroweak interactions, respectively, when using RPC SUSY models: generically speaking, the common
feature of these searches is the presence of missing transverse momentum pmiss

T (with magnitude 𝐸
miss
T )

in signal events, arising from the presence of a dark-matter candidate, which goes undetected. Section 7
discusses RPV SUSY searches, where an 𝐸

miss
T signature is typically absent. Experimental signatures

involving long-lived particles arise quite naturally in some regions of the parameter space: Section 8
focuses on the effort to target such signatures with unconventional experimental techniques.

Each of the searches discussed in these sections makes use of simplified models (discussed in Section 2)
to optimise the analysis and interpret the results. While the simplified-model approach gives a direct
connection to the signal topologies, it has the drawback of yielding mass limits that rarely generalise to
more complex/complete SUSY models. Section 9 focuses on reinterpreting the analyses designed using
simplified models in the more general phenomenological Minimal Supersymmetric Standard Model, with
the aim of giving an overall picture of the actual impact of ATLAS on the supersymmetric landscape.

This paper has multiple purposes. The authors hope that it will serve as a useful introduction to the field for
those wanting to take an active role in research activities connected to SUSY. At the same time, it may be a
handy collection of information and references for the HEP community, either for easy access to ATLAS
research on the subject or simply as an overview of the searches performed.
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2 Supersymmetric models

To make the SM supersymmetric,1 one has first to postulate the existence of an extended Higgs field
sector: two complex doublets provide the minimum number of fields that can give mass to the up-type and
down-type particles without spoiling gauge invariance. The next step is to introduce the supersymmetric
partners of each SM field: for each fermion 𝑓 (characterised by a left-handed and a right-handed component,
𝑓L and 𝑓R, respectively), one introduces two supersymmetric scalar fields 𝑓L and 𝑓R. Although the
subscripts L and R have nothing to do with chirality at this point, one often refers to these scalar fields
as the left- and right-chiral sfermions.2 These two fields mix to yield the mass eigenstates 𝑓1 and 𝑓2,
with 𝑚( 𝑓1) < 𝑚( 𝑓2) by convention. For the electroweak boson fields, one starts from 16 spin degrees of
freedom before electroweak symmetry breaking (two each for the 𝐵 and W massless spin-1 fields, eight
corresponding to the two complex Higgs doublets). This requires the introduction of eight supersymmetric
fermionic partners: one bino, three winos and four higgsinos. The electroweak symmetry breaking results
in the usual three massive vector bosons 𝑊± and 𝑍 , and the massless 𝛾 (11 degrees of freedom), plus five
spin-0 bosons (ℎ, 𝐻, 𝐴, 𝐻±; it is often assumed that the 125 GeV scalar particle is the ℎ). The bino, winos
and higgsinos mix, yielding eight fermionic mass eigenstates (the neutralinos �̃�

0
1 . . . �̃�

0
4 and the charginos

�̃�
±
1 and �̃�

±
2 , with the subscript increasing with increasing mass), corresponding to 16 degrees of freedom.

Finally, the fermionic gluino, �̃�, is introduced as a superpartner of the gluon, and in models where SUSY is
broken by supergravity, the gravitino, �̃�, is the fermionic superpartner of the hypothetical graviton.

The particle content of the SM is therefore more than doubled by its supersymmetrisation. Supersymmetry
requires that the couplings of the SUSY partners are identical to the corresponding ones in the SM (after
accounting for the extended Higgs sector). If supersymmetry were an exact symmetry of nature, then
the SUSY particle masses would be equal to those of the corresponding SM partners. The absence, so
far, of any observed SUSY particle implies that SUSY must be a broken symmetry. The SUSY breaking
mechanism, although unknown, can modify the phenomenology and mass spectrum of the SUSY sector.
For example, conventional theories of gravity-mediated SUSY breaking, ‘supergravity’ (SUGRA) theories,
include massive gravitinos due to a modified Higgs mechanism. Gauge-mediated SUSY breaking (GMSB)
theories usually have a nearly massless gravitino as the lightest supersymmetric particle (LSP), while
anomaly-mediated SUSY breaking (AMSB) models usually feature long-lived �̃�

±
1 decays to pure-wino

�̃�
0
1 LSPs. The scale at which SUSY is broken is inherently tied to the breaking mechanism, and also

impacts naturalness arguments that favour light top squarks, higgsinos, and moderately light gluinos to
avoid excessive tuning of the Higgs boson mass corrections. The complexity of defining the mechanism
and scale of SUSY breaking is usually avoided by incorporating effective soft-SUSY-breaking terms in the
model. They include many parameters: 105, including supersymmetric particle masses and field phases
that cannot be absorbed by a redefinition of the fields. The model sketched so far is called the Minimal
Supersymmetric Standard Model (MSSM).

Vast regions of the MSSM parameter space are not consistent with the observed particle physics
phenomenology. Further assumptions motivated by experimental results are often made. To prevent the
proton from decaying too quickly [10], conservation of a multiplicative quantum number called R-parity is
often assumed. The R-parity of a particle is a function of its baryon number 𝐵, the lepton number 𝐿, and

1 Non-minimal extensions of the SM can be obtained by first extending the SM and then completing it by introducing the
supersymmetric partners of the SM fields, or by considering multiple versions of the SUSY operators applied to the SM fields.

2 The supersymmetric scalars (partners of SM fermions) take the name of the SM partner with an ‘s’ prepended. For example,
the electron has two partner selectrons. The supersymmetric fermions (partners of SM bosons) take the name of their SM
partner with an ‘ino’ suffix. For example, the supersymmetric partner of the gluon is the gluino.
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the spin 𝑆, and is defined as

𝑅 = (−1)3(𝐵−𝐿)+2𝑆
,

giving a value of −1 for SUSY particles and +1 for SM particles. Its conservation has important
phenomenological consequences because an even number of SUSY particles must always appear at a
Feynman vertex. This implies that SUSY particles must be produced in pairs, and that the LSP is stable. A
necessary condition for the LSP to be a good dark-matter candidate is that it interacts with ordinary matter
only through weak interactions, which implies that LSPs produced (either directly or from the decay of
a SUSY particle) in 𝑝𝑝 collisions do not interact with the detector, and missing transverse momentum
becomes a characteristic event signature.

While R-parity conservation gives rise to a compelling phenomenology, it is not dictated by any fundamental
principle. R-parity-violating (RPV) couplings are allowed, as long as their magnitude is not incompatible
with existing observations. Because of this constraint, RPV couplings are typically small enough to be
neglected in the production of SUSY particles, but they can have important consequences for SUSY particle
decays: in particular, the LSP can decay into SM particles. This eliminates, in general, the possibility of
retaining a good dark-matter candidate, and opens many options for the identity of the LSP, which can
essentially be any SUSY particle. Since the LSP can decay, there is no expectation of having missing
transverse momentum in the final state. RPV SUSY delivers very different event topologies than RPC
SUSY.

Other assumptions can be made in order to reduce the volume of parameter space to be explored in the
MSSM. Relatively general and well-motivated assumptions [11–13] about the flavour and mass structures
of the MSSM allow the number of free parameters to be reduced to 19 or 20 (depending on the nature of
the LSP): this so-called phenomenological MSSM (pMSSM) was investigated extensively during Run 1 of
the LHC by both ATLAS [14] and CMS [15].

The strategy chosen by ATLAS to map its search programme to such a vast parameter space was to make
use of simplified models [16–18]. In a simplified model, one assumes that only a handful of SUSY particles
are relevant for the phenomenology of 𝑝𝑝 collisions. It is often assumed that a single type of SUSY
particle is produced, with its decay involving only a few SUSY particles, or only the LSP. Designing an
analysis for a specific simplified model means targeting a specific event topology. The limits obtained for
simplified models hold whenever the assumed particle mass hierarchy and decays are realised in a fully
developed SUSY model (either the MSSM or some more complex model). The main drawback of this
approach is that it is often difficult to generalise a mass exclusion limit obtained for a SUSY particle. In a
general SUSY model, many production processes and decay chains often compete with each other, and
sometimes interference structures need to be taken into account when computing cross-sections. In short,
the complexity of the actual model clashes with the clean and simple assumptions of the simplified models,
so the simplified-model limits should always be presented along with caveats due to the assumptions made
in designing the models, namely the (typically single) production process and decay mode.

The production cross-sections for strongly interacting SUSY particles hardly depend on any SUSY model
parameter beside the sparticle masses. This is a consequence of the SU(3) gauge interaction driving the
process. The Feynman diagrams involved in strong production are the equivalent of those for production of
gluons and quarks in the SM. At the next-to-leading order in the strong coupling constant 𝛼s and beyond,
interference between diagrams containing squarks and gluinos makes the production cross-section for each
of the relevant processes (�̃��̃�, �̃�𝑞, 𝑞𝑞) dependent on the specific mass spectrum of the model. For example,
destructive interference between 𝑡-channel exchange of �̃� and 𝑞 makes the �̃��̃� production cross-section
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Figure 1: Simplified models of (a) gluino pair production followed by �̃� → 𝑞𝑞 �̃�
0
1 ; (b) squark pair production followed

by 𝑞 → 𝑞 �̃�
0
1 ; and (c) top squark (stop) pair production followed by 𝑡 → 𝑡

(∗) �̃�0
1 . No distinction between particle and

antiparticle is done in these diagrams.
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Figure 2: Direct pair-production cross-sections for a few processes mediated by the strong or electroweak processes.
The width of the line represents the theoretical uncertainty. The values of the cross-sections and uncertainties are
those agreed upon by the LHC SUSY Cross Section Working Group [19].

dependent on the 𝑞 masses. However, if the other SUSY particles are assumed not to take part (not even
virtually) in the production process, then the production cross-sections depend only on the sparticle mass.
These are the assumptions typically made in simplified models of gluino or squark pair production, shown
in Figures 1(a) and 1(b) respectively, and in Figure 1(c) if the squark is a top squark (or ‘stop’).

The production cross-sections for squarks and gluinos with simplified-model assumptions are shown in
Figure 2. The cross-section shown for squark production assumes that the 10 squarks corresponding to
the 𝑢, 𝑑, 𝑐, 𝑠, and 𝑏 flavours (and two chirality states) are all degenerate in mass. The cross-section scales
linearly with the number of squark types that can be produced.

For example, the production cross-section for a pair of gluinos with 𝑚(�̃�) = 2 TeV is about 1 fb, assuming
that the mass of all other SUSY particles is large enough for them to be irrelevant in the cross-section
evaluation. Consequently, between 100 and 200 gluinos with 𝑚�̃� = 2 TeV would have been produced at
the ATLAS interaction point during Run 2. The production of SUSY particles with such a large mass
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0
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typically results in a quite distinctive event topology, so that the event selection can achieve sufficient
background rejection while retaining relatively large signal acceptance and efficiency. It is therefore not
surprising that ATLAS is typically sensitive to gluinos in the mass range up to 𝑚�̃� = 2 TeV or somewhat
higher, unless specific mass hierarchies are realised such that event selections with very small acceptance
and/or efficiency need to be deployed. Following the same logic, one sees that the sensitivity of ATLAS
to tenfold-degenerate squark pair production reaches masses approximately 0.5 TeV lower than those
corresponding to gluino pair production.

The electroweak interaction couples SUSY particles to the SM quarks in the protons with a strength that
depends specifically on the model parameters affecting the electroweak sector. Therefore, the production
cross-section for electroweakinos (Figures 3(a) and 3(b)), for example, depends on the mixing in terms of
wino, higgsino and (for neutralinos) bino states. Thus the production cross-section for a �̃�

±
1 �̃�

0
2 pair is larger

if each is a pure wino state, and smaller if each is a pure higgsino state, as shown in Figure 2. Likewise, the
production cross-section for a �̃�

0
1 �̃�

0
1 pair vanishes if the �̃�

0
1 is a pure higgsino. Similarly, the production

cross-section for slepton pairs (Figure 3(c)) depends on the weak-isospin structure of the sleptons, i.e. on
the mixing of the slepton in terms of right- and left-handed chirality.

Because of the number of mass eigenstates available and the variety of possible electroweak parameter-space
configurations, families of simplified models of electroweakino production have been defined. They stem
from specific electroweakino mass hierarchies that arise in limit cases of the electroweak-sector mass
parameters. In the MSSM, the soft SUSY-breaking mass term for the bino, winos and higgsinos are
indicated with 𝑀1, 𝑀2 and 𝜇, respectively. The structure of the electroweakino mass matrices is such that a
well-defined hierarchy of these parameters translates into a clear mass-eigenstate structure. If, for example,
𝑀1 < 𝑀2 ≪ 𝜇, one has a bino-like �̃�

0
1 LSP with 𝑚( �̃�0

1) ∼ 𝑀1, and nearly degenerate �̃�
0
2 and �̃�

±
1 with

masses of the order of 𝑀2. If 𝜇 ≪ 𝑀1, 𝑀2, then the first four electroweakinos (�̃�0
1 , �̃�0

2 and two charginos
�̃�
±
1 , �̃�±

2 ) will all have almost degenerate masses of the order of 𝜇, leading to a very compressed scenario.
Such a higgsino LSP case will yield event topologies with soft decay products emitted in transitions
between the electroweakino states. Similarly, 𝑀2 ≪ 𝜇, 𝑀1 (wino LSP) yields 𝑚( �̃�0

1) ∼ 𝑚( �̃�±
1 ) ∼ 𝑀2.

Most of the SUSY scenarios that inspire the models described in Sections 6 and 8 refer to one of these
paradigms.
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3 The ATLAS detector

The ATLAS experiment [2] is a multipurpose particle detector with a forward–backward symmetric
cylindrical geometry and nearly 4𝜋 coverage in solid angle.3 It is designed to identify a wide variety of
particles and measure their momenta and energies. These particles include electrons, muons, 𝜏-leptons
and photons, as well as gluons and quarks, which produce collimated jets of particles in the detector.
It consists of an inner tracking detector surrounded by a thin superconducting solenoid providing a 2 T
axial magnetic field to measure charged-particle trajectories and momenta, followed by electromagnetic
(EM) and hadron calorimeters that are used in the identification of particles and in the measurement of
their energies, and a muon spectrometer (MS) for measuring the trajectories and momenta of muons. A
two-level trigger system is used to select events [20]. The first-level trigger is implemented in hardware and
uses a subset of the detector information to accept events at a rate below 100 kHz from the LHC’s 40 MHz
proton bunch crossings. This is followed by a software-based trigger that reduces the accepted event rate to
1 kHz on average depending on the data-taking conditions. An extensive software suite [21] is used in data
simulation, in the reconstruction and analysis of real and simulated data, in detector operations, and in the
trigger and data acquisition systems of the experiment.

4 Analysis strategy

The analyses that produced the SUSY mass exclusion limits discussed in Sections 5 to 8 were designed
to be complementary, and target many different event topologies that can arise from the production and
decay of SUSY particles. They employ a variety of tools and techniques, which makes each of them largely
unique in terms of analysis strategy and, of course, sensitivity to the SUSY parameter space. However, all
the analyses discussed apply similar strategies for background estimation, and they all share a common
statistical approach in testing, first of all, for compatibility with the SM background prediction (and,
therefore, whether the analysis observed a SUSY signal or not), and, in absence of a signal, in setting limits
on SUSY production cross-sections, and eventually on sparticle masses.

The design of the analysis starts from the definition of one or more selections determining the signal
region(s) (SR). Typically, the SR are designed by maximising the significance of the targeted signal process
relative to the SM background as predicted by a Monte Carlo (MC) simulation. Actual collision data is not
used in selection regions with a large expected signal contribution, to avoid any bias while defining the
selection. This first phase identifies the set of variables to be used for the selection. They are typically
employed in a multivariate selection, using either a boosted decision tree (BDT) or a neural network (NN),
or varied to identify a set of selection criteria to be applied to each of them, sometimes referred to as a
‘cut-and-count’ approach. In all cases, the final selection criteria (for the BDT or NN discriminant, or for
the individual variables) are set after the final background estimation is in place.

The preliminary SR definition allows the identification of the relevant SM background processes for
the analysis. Reducible background processes pass the signal region selection despite not having the
signal characteristics at particle level. Reducible backgrounds are relevant when some events from a

3 ATLAS uses a right-handed coordinate system with its origin at the nominal interaction point (IP) in the center of the detector
and the 𝑧-axis along the beam pipe. The 𝑥-axis points from the IP to the center of the LHC ring, and the 𝑦-axis points
upwards. Cylindrical coordinates (𝑟, 𝜙) are used in the transverse plane, 𝜙 being the azimuthal angle around the 𝑧-axis.
The pseudorapidity is defined in terms of the polar angle 𝜃 as 𝜂 = − ln tan(𝜃/2). Angular distance is measured in units of

Δ𝑅 ≡
√︃
(Δ𝜂)2 + (Δ𝜙)2.
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high-cross-section SM process (e.g. multĳet, W+ jets, or Z + jets production) ‘fake’ one or several of the
SR criteria. The faking probabilities are typically small, but the high cross-section may make the process
relevant. Reducible backgrounds are often estimated by using techniques that strongly rely on the use of
data from real collisions, since the faking mechanisms are not always reproduced reliably by the detector
simulation. Some of the most common contexts where estimation of reducible background is relevant are
as follows:

• In analyses where signal events have many leptons, or lepton pairs of the same charge (‘same-sign’,
or SS leptons), backgrounds contributions from jets faking leptons, ‘fake’ leptons from photon
conversions, and non-prompt leptons from hadron decays, can become relevant. Contributions from
fake and non-prompt (FNP) leptons are typically estimated using a loose-to-tight method [22]: the
FNP contribution to the ‘tight’ leptons used in the selection is estimated from ‘loose’ leptons by
using scale factors estimated in a dedicated FNP-lepton-dominated selection. Similar techniques
are employed to estimate fake-𝜏-lepton contributions to SR selecting events containing hadronic
𝜏-lepton decays [23].

• Analyses using SS leptons may suffer from contributions from processes involving leptons with
opposite charges (‘opposite-sign’, or OS leptons), where one of the two lepton charges is misidentified.
The charge-flip probability is estimated by comparing yields in OS and SS regions where a 𝑍 → ℓℓ

peak is clearly visible. Obviously, 𝑍 → ℓ
±
ℓ
± arises from 𝑍 → ℓ

±
ℓ
∓ with a charge-flip. Charge-flip

probabilities are typically negligible for muons.

• The background affecting analyses looking for signals from long-lived particles is almost always
reducible. For example, one of the main backgrounds when looking for displaced secondary vertices
due to decays of long-lived particles arises from random crossings of tracks that the detector is
not able to resolve. The probability to have a random crossing is assumed to be independent of
the tracks forming the vertex and is determined from a control region and then applied to lower
track-multiplicity vertices to estimate the background contribution.

Irreducible backgrounds are those that have the same event topology as the signal. They are typically estim-
ated by relying on MC predictions for their kinematic distributions. Sometimes the overall normalisation
of the process is determined in a fit with the help of dedicated control regions (CR), i.e. selection regions
where event rates are dominated by the process whose normalisation needs to be estimated. In additional,
validation regions (VR) can be defined, with a topology as similar as possible to the SR, but with only a
small expected signal contamination: they are used to verify that the background prediction agrees with the
data before looking at the yields in the SR. Validation regions are not used in the statistical interpretation of
the results. A sketch of a possible generic analysis set-up for an analysis using two variables (for example,
two output nodes of a multiclass NN classifier) as the final discriminant, highlighting generic expectations
for the signal and background yields, relative background (statistical and systematic) uncertainty, and signal
significance, is shown in Figure 4.

In the following, the background estimation strategy of some of the analyses considered is sketched as an
example of the approaches above, or in case it is particularly relevant to the discussion.

A likelihood function is built as the product of Poisson probability functions 𝑃
(
𝑛

obs
𝑖 , 𝑛

exp
𝑖

)
, describing the

probability of observing 𝑛
obs
𝑖 events in region 𝑖 (where 𝑖 is any CR or SR) when 𝑛

exp
𝑖

are expected. Here
𝑛

exp
𝑖

depends on free-floating normalisation parameters for the signal 𝜇s and for the relevant irreducible
background processes 𝝁b. These free-floating parameters are defined so that the yield corresponding to the
nominal cross-section is obtained for 𝜇 = 1. Systematic uncertainties are treated as nuisance parameters
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Figure 4: Illustrative set-up for an analysis using two variables as the final discriminant. The definition of mutually
exclusive signal, control and validation regions is sketched, and indicative values for the signal and background
yields, relative uncertainty and signal significance in each region are shown (on an arbitrary scale).

and are constrained with normal distributions 𝐺
(
𝜃

0
𝑗 − 𝜃 𝑗

)
, where 𝜃

0
𝑗 is the expected value of the nuisance

parameter corresponding to the 𝑗
th systematic uncertainty. The parameters 𝜇s, 𝝁b and 𝜽 are determined by

maximum-likelihood fits. The resulting likelihood is:

L
(
nobs

, 𝜽0 |𝜇s, 𝝁b, 𝜽
)
=

∏
𝑖 ∈ SR,CR

𝑃

(
𝑛

obs
𝑖 , 𝑛

exp
𝑖

(
𝜇s, 𝝁b, 𝜽

0
, 𝜽

))
×

∏
𝑗 ∈ syst. unc.

𝐺

(
𝜃

0
𝑗 − 𝜃 𝑗

)
.

The test statistic used to test whether new physics is observed or to determine exclusion limits is the profile
likelihood ratio [24]. No significant excess above the SM expectation has been observed at the LHC, so this
paper concentrates on the resulting exclusion limits. A quantity �̂�s is defined as the 𝜇s value corresponding
to a CLs [25] of 0.05 for the profile-likelihood-ratio test statistic obtained under the signal-plus-background
hypothesis. Models for which �̂�s ≤ 1 are said to be excluded at 95% confidence level (CL). All limits
described in this paper are at 95% CL.

5 Strongly produced supersymmetric particles

Squarks and gluinos are produced with couplings that are proportional to the strong coupling constant 𝛼s.
Therefore, their production cross-sections are significantly larger than for sleptons and electroweakinos of
the same mass. This also implies that squark and gluino production were the first sparticle production
processes to which ATLAS achieved sensitivity: the sensitivity to gluinos, for example, was already well
into the TeV range by the end of LHC Run 1.
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Figure 5: Exclusion limits from 13 TeV data in the 𝑚(�̃�)–𝑚( �̃�0
1) plane for different simplified models featuring the

decay of the gluino to the lightest supersymmetric particle (lightest neutralino or gravitino) either directly or through
a cascade chain featuring other SUSY particles with intermediate masses. For each line, the gluino decay mode is
reported in the legend and it is assumed to proceed with 100% branching fraction. Some limits depend on additional
assumptions about the masses of intermediate states, as described in the references cited in the plot.

5.1 Gluino pair production

The sensitivity of ATLAS to gluino pair production followed by RPC decays of the �̃� is shown in Figure 5.
All the limits shown were obtained by assuming a simplified signal model and the cross-sections shown in
Figure 2: in particular, the production cross-section is a function of the gluino mass only, and it therefore
decreases strongly at increasing values along the 𝑚(�̃�)-axis. In all cases, the limits are presented as
a function of the gluino mass and lightest neutralino mass. Different curves represent either different
assumptions about the gluino decay chain, or different analysis results.

Focusing on the limit intercepts with the 𝑚(�̃�)-axis, i.e. those for 𝑚( �̃�0
1) = 0 GeV, the first observation is

that the 2 TeV range predicted from simple cross-section considerations in Section 2 is indeed realised.
The second observation is that the limits on the gluino mass depend significantly on the line considered
(i.e. the assumed gluino decay), and on 𝑚( �̃�0

1). This is readily understood as a consequence of the total
energy available in the decay being determined by the mass difference 𝑚(�̃�) − 𝑚( �̃�0

1). A small value of
this quantity corresponds to smaller values of the momenta of the final-state objects, and, therefore, to
signal topologies that are more difficult to separate from the SM background.

The different models in Figure 5 correspond to scenarios that assume different RPC gluino decays. Together,
they give a very good overview of the extent of the effort made in the search for this sparticle.

The simplest RPC Feynman vertex that can be considered is one where the gluino couples to a squark
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and a quark. The flavour of the squark, and the way it couples to the electroweak sector determines the
complexity of the final state. In one of the simplest simplified models, the squarks and all electroweakino
states but one (�̃�0

1) have a very large mass. The first case considered is one where the squark is not the
stop. The gluino decay chain is �̃� → 𝑞

∗
𝑞 → 𝑞𝑞 �̃�

0
1 . The case where the virtuality of the 𝑞

∗ is such that
the �̃� becomes long-lived is phenomenologically compelling and theoretically very interesting (arising
from models of split-SUSY [26, 27]), and it is discussed in Section 8. Here the discussion is limited to the
case where the �̃� decay is prompt. The analysis that drives the sensitivity [28] targets both direct gluino
and direct squark pair production by requiring no leptons in the final state and significant 𝐸miss

T , which
is also exploited for triggering purposes: the corresponding limit is indicated by the red line in Figure 5.
The analysis selection is based on the jet multiplicity in the event (𝑁jet), the significance of the missing
transverse momentum 𝐸

miss
T /𝐻T, and 𝑚eff = 𝐻T + 𝐸

miss
T . Here 𝐻T denotes the scalar sum of the transverse

momentum (𝑝T) of the jets in the event. The dominant background process in the considered signal regions
is 𝑍 (→ 𝜈�̄�) + jets. This is estimated using simulated events corrected with auxiliary measurements of
the 𝛾 + jets and 𝑍 (→ ℓ

±
ℓ
∓) + jets processes in a similar phase-space region. Other relevant background

processes are W+ jets and tt production, with a 𝑊 → ℓ𝜈 decay to satisfy the 𝐸
miss
T requirement. For the

latter class of processes, the lepton either fails the identification requirements or is a hadronically decaying
𝜏-lepton. A small contribution from multĳet production is estimated with the jet smearing method, where
the background prediction is seeded from simulated events corrected to account for the detector’s response
to jets as measured in data [29].

Gluino masses up to about 2.2 TeV are excluded for massless �̃�
0
1 . For gluinos decaying to �̃�

0
1 LSPs, there is

no sensitivity to gluinos with masses above about 1.3 TeV if the masses of the gluino and �̃�
0
1 are similar. It

is important to always bear in mind that the obtained limits assume a branching fraction of 100% for the
particular decay. Also, the assumption that squarks do not affect the gluino production cross-sections can
be quite a strong one, requiring squarks with masses of tens of TeV. Further interpretations in Ref. [28]
address some of these points, providing limits in models where the gluino and squark masses are similar.

If the assumptions about the electroweak sector are modified, and a richer spectrum of relatively light
electroweakino states is allowed, then the phenomenology becomes more complex, with different squark
decays potentially competing with each other. ATLAS has considered various benchmark gluino decays,
especially focusing on models involving longer gluino decay chains. In some cases, the gluino decay chain
may lead to the production of vector bosons, which opens up possibilities for final states containing leptons,
possibly with same-sign charges. Additionally, longer gluino decay chains with hadronic vector-boson
decays can result in final states with a higher jet multiplicity or involve hadronic resonances. Figure 5
shows some of the limits obtained in these scenarios in different shades of blue. In one scenario (light blue
line in Figure 5, also shown in Figure 6), the squark is assumed to decay as 𝑞∗ → 𝑞 �̃�

±
1 → 𝑞𝑊 �̃�

0
1 , leading to

�̃� → 𝑞𝑞
′
𝑊 �̃�

0
1 . This scenario is targeted both by Ref. [28], already discussed, and by an analysis requiring

the presence of one lepton from the 𝑊 decay [30]. The latter applies a selection that rejects background
processes containing one 𝑊 boson decaying leptonically by requiring large values of the transverse mass
𝑚T of the lepton and pmiss

T , based on the jet multiplicity. The rest of the selection exploits the topology of
the expected final state by using variables such as 𝐸miss

T , 𝑁jet, and 𝑚eff (including the lepton 𝑝T in the scalar
sum of transverse momenta). The two analyses selecting events with either no or one lepton in the final
state have dedicated selections for models where the �̃� and �̃�

0
1 masses are similar, resulting in improved

exclusion limits for such compressed mass-difference scenarios. The resulting exclusion limits from the
two analyses in this simplified model are similar, with each excluding a range up to 𝑚(�̃�) = 2.2 TeV for
𝑚( �̃�0

1) = 0. The limit is reduced by about 1 TeV in the compressed scenario.
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Figure 6: Exclusion limits from 13 TeV data in the 𝑚(�̃�)–𝑚( �̃�0
1) plane for the simplified model where a pair of

gluinos are produced, and each decays promptly via an on-shell chargino into a pair of quarks, a 𝑊 boson, and
the lightest neutralino. The chargino mass is assumed to be midway between the gluino and neutralino masses.
Theoretical signal cross-section uncertainties are not included in the limits shown.

Other cases considered explicitly in Figure 5 are those with 𝑞
∗ → 𝑞 �̃�

0
2 → 𝑞𝑍 �̃�

0
1 , targeted by an analysis

requiring an opposite-sign same-flavour (OS SF) lepton pair compatible with a 𝑍 boson in association
with 𝐸

miss
T and jets [31], and those arising from a longer decay chain such as 𝑞

∗ → 𝑞 �̃�
0
2 → 𝑞 �̃�

± →
𝑞𝑊 �̃�

0
2 → 𝑞𝑊𝑍 �̃�

0
1 , targeted by multiple analyses requiring either large jet multiplicities [32] or SS leptons

in addition to jets [33]. Scenarios involving intermediate electroweakino decays via sleptons have also
been considered.

The yellow line in Figure 5 displays a behaviour completely different from the others. It applies to
scenarios inspired by General Gauge Mediation (GGM) [34], where the LSP is often a light gravitino
with a mass around 1 GeV or less. The phenomenology in these scenarios is determined by the nature of
the next-to-lightest supersymmetric particle (NLSP). The case shown here is one where the NLSP is a
neutralino that decays to the LSP with photon or 𝑍 boson emissions, and the resulting topology includes
photons in the final state, yielding a distinctive 𝛾 + 𝐸

miss
T + jets final-state signature. The amount of 𝐸miss

T

in the event largely determines the analysis acceptance: in this case it is proportional to 𝑚( �̃�0
1) − 𝑚(�̃�), so

the maximum acceptance is obtained for large neutralino masses. Overall, the limits on the gluino mass are
in line with those of the other analyses.

The cases where the virtual squark produced in the gluino decay is a third-generation squark are singled
out in pink and purple in Figure 5. The physics reason to single them out is connected with naturalness
considerations and is discussed in Section 5.2. The topological reason to single them out comes from
the presence of 𝑏-quarks in the final state, yielding a powerful experimental handle with the application
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Figure 7: Exclusion limits from 13 TeV data in the 𝑚(�̃�)–𝑚( �̃�0
1) plane for a simplified model where a pair of gluinos

decay promptly via off-shell top squarks into four top quarks and two lightest neutralinos. The SS lepton analysis
sensitivity covers 𝑚(�̃�) < 𝑚( �̃�0

1) + 2𝑚(𝑡) due to the off-shell top quark contribution. Theoretical signal cross-section
uncertainties are not included in the limits shown.

of 𝑏-tagging techniques [35] to identify 𝑏-jets. Neglecting potential flavour-violating decays of the stop
or sbottom, the decay of a gluino pair via a third-generation squark with a branching fraction of 100%
yields four 𝑏-jets in the final state. An analysis selecting events with three or more 𝑏-jets [36] dominates
the sensitivity to these scenarios. The selection is based on a neural network that uses the kinematic
variables of the jets, 𝑏-jets, leptons and pmiss

T as input. The network was trained to separate the �̃� → 𝑡𝑡 �̃�
0
1

and �̃� → 𝑏�̄� �̃�
0
1 decays from the SM background, dominated by tt, single top and Z + jets production. A

different selection, which did not make use of multivariate techniques, was optimised to target mixed final
states such as those arising from scenarios where both the stop and the sbottom take part in gluino decay,
leading to final states with variable numbers of 𝑏- and 𝑡-quarks.

Summary limits on the model of gluino pair production yielding four top quarks and 𝐸
miss
T are shown in

Figure 7. The richness of the topology of the final state makes it a target of many analyses. In particular,
SS analyses achieve sensitivity to regions of the parameter space where the top quarks emitted in the decay
are virtual.

5.2 Squark pair production

The search for pair production of squarks is closely connected with that of gluinos. A summary of the
mass exclusion limits is shown in Figure 8, assuming an eightfold mass degeneracy for the squarks (two
chirality states for each of the four lightest SM flavours). Depending on the structure and mass hierarchy
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of the electroweak sector, the squarks will have decay chains that resemble those already discussed for
gluino pair production. If the only electroweak state that couples to the quark is a neutralino LSP, then
the squark decay chain is 𝑞 → 𝑞 �̃�

0
1 . The final state will contain jets and missing transverse momentum,

and the analysis discussed in Ref. [28] has good sensitivity for most values of the mass difference
Δ𝑚(𝑞, �̃�0

1) = 𝑚(𝑞) − 𝑚( �̃�0
1). For small Δ𝑚(𝑞, �̃�0

1), the final state contains very small 𝐸miss
T , unless one

focuses on the production of squarks recoiling against substantial QCD initial-state radiation (ISR). This
case is explicitly targeted in Ref. [37]: the analysis searches for an excess of events with large 𝐸

miss
T

recoiling against substantial hadronic activity. After a number of selections aimed at making sure that
the events under investigation do not arise from jet energy mismeasurement or beam backgrounds, the
dominant background processes are𝑊 (→ ℓ𝜈) + jets (where the ℓ is lost or is a 𝜏-lepton) and 𝑍 (→ 𝜈�̄�) + jets
production. A sophisticated background estimation procedure exploits the similarity of these processes with
𝑍 (→ ℓ

±
ℓ
∓) + jets and 𝛾 + jets. As in the gluino case, a richer electroweak spectrum leads to longer decay

chains, producing one-step 𝑞 → 𝑞𝑊 �̃�
0
1 [28, 30] or 𝑞 → 𝑞𝑍

(∗) �̃�0
1 [31] decays, or two-step 𝑞 → 𝑞𝑊𝑍 �̃�

0
1

[33] decays. Similarly to the gluino case, scenarios involving sleptons in the electroweak-state decays, or
GGM-like scenarios with a gravitino LSP, were also considered and targeted by specific analyses.

Overall, mass exclusion limits for eightfold-degenerate squarks range from 1.3 TeV to 1.8−1.9 TeV for
𝑚( �̃�0

1) = 0 GeV, and worsen with decreasing values of Δ𝑚(𝑞, �̃�0
1). For Δ𝑚(𝑞, �̃�0

1) of the order of a few
GeV, the exclusion limit is about 900 GeV. These limits were obtained assuming simplified models.

The production cross-section for squarks scales linearly with the assumed degeneracy. For example, the
limit in Ref. [28] for 𝑚( �̃�0

1) = 0 GeV decreases from about 1.85 TeV to about 1.2 TeV if production of a
single 𝑞 chirality state is assumed.

Third-generation squarks (�̃� and 𝑡), and to some extent the 𝑐, have been targeted by dedicated analyses.
The presence of 𝑏-jets (or 𝑐-jets) in the final state offers an additional experimental handle for improving
the background rejection. The third-generation squarks are also constrained to be at the TeV scale by
naturalness considerations: because of the large Yukawa coupling, stop loops are the main contribution to
the first-order corrections to the lightest Higgs boson’s mass in the MSSM [38]. Naturalness requirements
place constraints on the stop masses and mixing between 𝑡L and 𝑡R. They also constrain the �̃�L because it
belongs to the same weak-isospin doublet as the 𝑡L and therefore shares the same SUSY mass parameter.

A summary of the �̃� mass exclusion limits is shown in Figure 9. The limit in blue corresponds to the
simplest decay chain, involving only a �̃�

0
1 LSP. The analysis targeting this final state [39] requires the

presence of 𝑏-jets and 𝐸
miss
T , and exploits the presence of kinematical endpoints in contransverse mass [40]

for the dominant tt production background. Compressed scenarios are targeted by an analysis exploiting
ISR hadronic activity and using dedicated techniques for tagging low-𝑝T 𝑏-jets [41]. Longer �̃� decay
chains are targeted by analyses explicitly looking for the presence of a Higgs boson in the �̃�

0
2 → ℎ�̃�

0
1

decay [42, 43].

Dedicated training of neural networks using input variables sensitive to the displaced decays of 𝑏-hadrons
can produce relatively efficient 𝑐-jet tagging algorithms, which can be used effectively in the search for
𝑐 → 𝑐 �̃�

0
1 . The analysis [44] was performed with a fraction of the available Run 2 integrated luminosity

and follows a logic similar to that in Ref. [39].

Stop pair production was the target of an extensive search campaign as early as Run 1 [45], and Run 2
saw further development of the search strategy, with a variety of new final states being targeted. The
popularity of stop searches is due to the stop’s connection with the naturalness problem. From an
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Figure 8: Exclusion limits from 8 TeV and 13 TeV data in the 𝑚(𝑞)–𝑚( �̃�0
1) plane for different simplified models

featuring the decay of squarks to the lightest supersymmetric particle (lightest neutralino or gravitino) either directly
or through a cascade chain featuring other SUSY particles with intermediate masses. For each line, the squark
decay mode is reported in the legend and it is assumed to proceed with 100% branching fraction. The limits on
𝑞L → 𝑞𝑊 �̃�

0
1 assume the chargino mass to be midway between the squark and neutralino masses. The other 𝑞L

interpretations assume the first intermediate particle to be midway between the squark and neutralino masses, and
the second intermediate particle to be midway between the first intermediate particle and neutralino masses. The
additional assumptions about the masses of the intermediate states are described in the references cited in the plot.

experimental point of view, the phenomenology of stop decay is very rich because of the large top quark
mass: assuming the simplest electroweak-sector configuration (a �̃�

0
1 LSP), the kinematics of the decay is

determined not only by the 𝑡1 and �̃�
0
1 masses, but also by how their difference Δ𝑚(𝑡1, �̃�

0
1) compares to

the top quark and 𝑊 boson masses. If Δ𝑚(𝑡1, �̃�
0
1) > 𝑚(𝑡), then the 𝑡1 will experience a two-body decay

𝑡1 → 𝑡 �̃�
0
1 , followed by an on-shell decay of the top quark into an on-shell 𝑊 boson and a 𝑏-quark. If

𝑚(𝑊) +𝑚(𝑏) < Δ𝑚(𝑡1, �̃�
0
1) < 𝑚(𝑡), the stop will decay into three bodies, 𝑡1 → 𝑏𝑊 �̃�

0
1 , via an off-shell top.

Finally, if 𝑚(𝑏) < Δ𝑚(𝑡1, �̃�
0
1) < 𝑚(𝑊) + 𝑚(𝑏), the decay will be into four bodies, 𝑡1 → 𝑏 𝑓 𝑓

′ �̃�0
1 , with 𝑓

representing a generic fermion. These different regions are clearly displayed in Figure 10. The parameter
space is targeted with a suite of analyses looking for different lepton (electron and muon) multiplicities.
Depending on the decay of the 𝑊 (∗) , the final state can contain zero [46], one [47] or two [48] leptons.

The zero-lepton analysis defines a series of different signal regions based on the number of top quark and
𝑊 boson decays that can be tagged by making use of large-radius jets to collect all the decay products.
Depending on the region, the selection is completed by using additional variables such as 𝐸miss

T and the
transverse mass of the 𝐸

miss
T and 𝑏-jets to reject the dominant background from tt and Z + jets production.

As in Ref. [39], the compressed region is targeted with dedicated tools to tag low-𝑝T 𝑏-jets.
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Figure 9: Exclusion limits in the 𝑚(�̃�1)–𝑚( �̃�0
1) plane for direct sbottom production. The lightest neutralino (�̃�0

1) is
assumed to be the LSP. Several different decay scenarios are shown, along with different parameterisations of the
intermediate particles in the models.

The one-lepton analysis also utilises a set of signal regions targeting the two-, three- and four-body decays
separately. A challenging background process is tt production where both top quarks decay leptonically,
and one lepton is lost or is a hadronically decaying 𝜏-lepton. This background process is targeted by
making use of a variable called topness, which yields an estimate of how much a given event with one
lepton in the final state resembles a dileptonic tt decay, based on expected detector resolutions and mass
constraints present in such events. An updated result (shown in red in Figure 10) is obtained by separating
events into mutually exclusive categories based on the number of reconstructed large-radius jets, and the
number of those compatible with arising from the decay of a top quark: for each category, dedicated
neural networks are trained to disentangle the signal from the background. This improves the sensitivity,
especially at intermediate stop masses and large neutralino masses.

A challenging mass hierarchy is the one where Δ𝑚(𝑡1, �̃�
0
1) ≈ 𝑚(𝑡): the final state and kinematics of

𝑡1𝑡1 → 𝑡𝑡 �̃�
0
1 �̃�

0
1 closely resemble those from tt production, especially if 𝑚( �̃�0

1) ≈ 0. In this case, precision
measurements of SM tt production can come to the rescue, as indicated in the inset plot of Figure 10: a
precise measurement of spin correlations in tt events [49] allows constraints to be placed on the additional
production of a pair of scalar particles.

Figure 10 shows that stop pair production is excluded (for the decays considered) up to stop masses of
about 1.3 TeV for 𝑚( �̃�0

1) = 0. The limit drops to about 𝑚(𝑡1) ∼ 600 GeV in the compressed region.

If a more complex electroweak sector is considered, for example one allowing 𝑡1 → 𝑏 �̃�
+
1 and 𝑡1 → 𝑡 �̃�

0
2 ,

then additional kinematic configurations and particles become possible. Typically, the analyses discussed
have good sensitivity to these scenarios. Additional analyses explicitly looking for the presence of a Higgs
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Figure 10: Summary of the dedicated ATLAS searches for top squark (stop) pair production based on 𝑝𝑝 collision
data taken at

√
𝑠 = 13 TeV. Exclusion limits are shown in the 𝑚(𝑡1)–𝑚( �̃�0

1) plane. The dashed and solid lines show
the expected and observed limits, respectively, including all uncertainties except the theoretical signal cross-section
uncertainty (PDF and scale). Three decay modes are considered separately with 100% branching fraction: 𝑡1 → 𝑡 + �̃�

0
1

(where the 𝑡1 is mostly 𝑡R), 𝑡1 → 𝑊𝑏�̃�
0
1 (three-body decay for 𝑚(𝑡1) < 𝑚(𝑡) +𝑚( �̃�0

1)), and 𝑡1 → 𝑓 𝑓
′
𝑏 �̃�

0
1 (four-body

decay).

or 𝑍 boson in the final state have also been developed [50], achieving interesting sensitivities. The case of
a stop decay explicitly involving a 𝜏 has also been explored [51]. Finally, the flavour-changing decay of a
stop into a charm quark and a neutralino LSP was targeted in Ref. [52]

6 Weakly produced supersymmetric particles

The electroweak production of SUSY particles includes some of the smallest cross-section processes at
the LHC, with final-state signatures that are difficult to separate from SM processes. The ATLAS search
programme aims to exploit all channels – from the clean, but rare, leptonic final states to the higher
branching-fraction hadronic decays – in the quest to discover SUSY.

6.1 Slepton pair production

First- and second-generation slepton production, with decays into a charged lepton and a �̃�
0
1 LSP (ℓ̃ℓ̃, with

ℓ̃ → ℓ �̃�
0
1) with 100% branching fraction, results in a clean final state of two OS SF leptons (𝑒+𝑒− or 𝜇+𝜇−)

and 𝐸
miss
T . A Run 2 search [53] considering general slepton production scenarios had the simple goal of
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Figure 11: Exclusion limits in the 𝑚(ℓ̃)–𝑚( �̃�0
1) plane for different analyses probing the direct production of sleptons

with decays into a lepton and neutralino. The types of sleptons (flavour and coupling) included in each search is
specified in the legend.

achieving better sensitivity to higher slepton and neutralino masses than in the Run 1 search. A more
recent search was more targeted and focused on the more compressed slepton production scenarios with
𝑚(ℓ̃) −𝑚( �̃�0

1) < 100 GeV [54], dividing the search between signatures with or without an ISR jet to exploit
the boosted topology of ℓ̃ℓ̃ production with ISR. Both approaches use multiple bins in stransverse mass,
𝑚T2 [55], which are optimised for mass exclusion potential in ℓ̃ℓ̃ production. SM backgrounds containing 𝑍

boson or low-mass resonances are suppressed by discarding OS SF lepton pairs with compatible invariant
mass, while tt production is suppressed by discarding events containing 𝑏-tagged jets. At least moderate
𝐸

miss
T significance is required in order to suppress backgrounds with misreconstructed 𝐸

miss
T .

The most compressed slepton scenarios are targeted using a bespoke analysis requiring two low-𝑝T leptons,
an ISR jet, and high 𝐸

miss
T [56]. Low 𝑚T2 is used for signal–background discrimination, along with 𝑅ISR,

the ratio of the 𝐸
miss
T to the 𝑝T of the ISR system. A novel muon identification working point is used to

recover some of the efficiency otherwise lost as 3 GeV < 𝑝T < 6 GeV muons traverse the calorimeters.

The three searches see no significant excesses in the data compared to the SM background expectation,
allowing limits to be set in simplified SUSY models, as shown in Figure 11. For mass-degenerate left-
and right-handed slepton pair production, ℓ̃ masses up to 700 GeV are excluded for massless �̃�

0
1 . For the

very compressed scenarios with 𝑚(ℓ̃) − 𝑚( �̃�0
1) ∼ 10 GeV, sleptons are excluded up to masses of 251 GeV.

The so-called ‘slepton-gap’ between the LEP and LHC limits is now closed with the results from the
latest slepton search, excluding sleptons up to 150 GeV for 𝑚(ℓ̃) − 𝑚( �̃�0

1) ∼ 50 GeV. This still leaves an
interesting parameter-space region to explore between the sensitivities in Ref. [56] and Refs. [53, 54].

Searches for third-generations sleptons, the staus, use final states with two hadronically decaying 𝜏-leptons
and high 𝐸

miss
T . The analysis in Ref. [57] uses a cut-and-count approach with two signal regions. The more

recent analysis in Ref. [58] improves upon this by using four overlapping BDTs targeting different 𝜏–�̃�0
1

mass regimes. All four BDT signal regions show a 0.7𝜎−1.3𝜎 deficit – a common deficit since the signal
regions partially overlap. The exclusion limits for mass-degenerate left- and right-handed staus are shown
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Figure 12: The exclusion limits on �̃�
+
1 �̃�

−
1 and �̃�

±
1 �̃�

0
2 production with ℓ̃-mediated decays, as a function of the �̃�

±
1 , �̃�0

2

and �̃�
0
1 masses. The production cross-section is for pure-wino �̃�

+
1 �̃�

−
1 and �̃�

±
1 �̃�

0
2 . Each individual exclusion contour

represents a union of the excluded regions from one or more analyses.

in Figure 11, where stau masses up to 500 GeV are excluded. When considering the production of purely
right-handed staus, which has a lower cross-section, staus masses up to 350 GeV are excluded. There
is little sensitivity to the more compressed 𝜏–�̃�0

1 mass scenarios, because the searches rely on high-𝑝T
hadronically decaying 𝜏-leptons to trigger the event.

6.2 Electroweakino pair production

Sleptons may also feature as intermediate states in chargino and neutralino decay chains. The production
of chargino pairs or chargino–neutralino pairs decaying via sleptons results in two-lepton or three-lepton
final states, respectively, along with 𝐸

miss
T . The exclusion limits in these models set by these searches [53,

58, 59] are shown in Figure 12, where chargino production is excluded for chargino masses up to 1 TeV
and chargino–neutralino production is excluded for masses up to 1.15 TeV.

Charginos and neutralinos will decay via SM 𝑊 , 𝑍 or ℎ bosons if decays via sleptons are not kinematically
allowed. The decays from the SM bosons include a rich array of hadronic and leptonic final states, allowing
searches to be made using jets only, or one, two or three leptons in the final state. The same two-lepton
search described above for slepton production is also used to search for production of low-mass chargino
pairs decaying via 𝑊 bosons [53], with further searches improving sensitivity to the Δ𝑚

(
�̃�
±
1 , �̃�

0
1
)
∼ 𝑚(𝑊)

scenarios [54]. The all-hadronic final state [60] makes use of the large hadronic branching fraction of
SM boson decays to target very high-mass chargino production with large Δ𝑚

(
�̃�
±
1 , �̃�

0
1
)
. The large mass

splittings lead to boosted topologies, motivating the use of large-radius jets and boson-tagging algorithms
to identify potential signal from boosted SM boson decays. Finally, a one-lepton, two-jet final state targets
the intermediate chargino mass scenarios [61], which are not covered by the all-hadronic and two-lepton
searches. No significant excesses were observed in the searches for chargino pair production, and a
statistical combination of the three channels is performed in Ref. [62] and shown in Figure 13 for pure-wino
charginos. Chargino masses up to 780 GeV are excluded for massless �̃�

0
1 , and �̃�

0
1 masses up to 170 GeV

are excluded for �̃�±
1 masses of ∼400−600 GeV.
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Figure 13: The exclusion limits on �̃�
+
1 �̃�

−
1 production with 𝑊-boson-mediated decays, as a function of the �̃�

±
1 and �̃�

0
1

masses. The production cross-section is for pure-wino �̃�
+
1 �̃�

−
1 .

The all-hadronic channel is also powerful in the search for chargino–neutralino production and dominates
the sensitivity to high-mass, large-Δ𝑚

(
�̃�
±
1 /�̃�

0
2 , �̃�

0
1
)

scenarios with decays via SM bosons, as seen in
Figures 14(a) and 14(b). A two-lepton, two-jet search [31] selecting 𝑍 → ℓℓ and 𝑊 → 𝑞𝑞 events with
large 𝐸

miss
T is sensitive to moderately high mass �̃�

±
1 �̃�

0
2 scenarios with decays via 𝑊 and 𝑍 bosons. A few of

the two-lepton, two-jet signal regions with closely spaced jets observed 2𝜎 deficits, resulting in a stronger
observed limit than expected. The sensitivity to moderately low mass �̃�

±
1 �̃�

0
2 → 𝑊𝑍 �̃�

0
1 �̃�

0
1 scenarios is

dominated by the three-lepton channel [63], which selects for decays of on- and off-shell 𝑊/𝑍 bosons,
with signal regions binned in OS SF lepton invariant mass, 𝐸miss

T , 𝑚T, and hadronic activity. Finally, the
two-lepton compressed analysis described above is sensitive to �̃�

±
1 �̃�

0
2 𝑊𝑍 scenarios with the smallest mass

splittings.

When the �̃�
0
2 decays via a Higgs boson, the one-lepton plus two-𝑏-jet channel [64] is almost as powerful as

the all-hadronic channel, and has unique sensitivity to moderate-mass scenarios. Here, pairs of 𝑏-tagged
jets consistent with a ℎ → 𝑏�̄� decay, as well as high 𝐸

miss
T , 𝑚T and 𝑚CT, are used to suppress SM processes.

Leptonic final states are also used to search for these scenarios, but the sensitivity is limited to low masses
due to the low branching fraction of the Higgs boson decay to leptons (possibly via SM bosons) [58, 63,
65]. A statistical combination of all the channels targeting chargino–neutralino production is performed
in Ref. [62] and shown in Figures 14 and 14(b). Pure-wino chargino–neutralino production is excluded
up to �̃�

±
1 /�̃�

0
2 masses of ∼1000 GeV for massless �̃�

0
1 , and up to �̃�

0
1 masses of ∼400 GeV for �̃�±

1 /�̃�
0
2 masses

of ∼800 GeV – whether the �̃�
0
2 decays via a 𝑍 or Higgs boson. For decays solely through 𝑊 and 𝑍

bosons, �̃�±
1 /�̃�

0
2 masses up to 300 GeV are excluded for Δ𝑚( �̃�±

1 /�̃�
0
2 , �̃�

0
1) ∼ 𝑚(𝑍), decreasing to 240 GeV

for Δ𝑚( �̃�±
1 /�̃�

0
2 , �̃�

0
1) = 10 GeV.

The higgsino mass parameter 𝜇 enters into the MSSM expression for the light Higgs boson’s mass
at tree level [38]. Therefore, a relatively low 𝜇 (of the order of a few hundred GeV at most) is one
of the firm predictions of naturalness arguments applied to SUSY [66]. The search for pure-higgsino
chargino–neutralino production is driven by the two-lepton compressed [56] and three-lepton analyses [63]
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Figure 14: The exclusion limits on �̃�
±
1 �̃�

0
2 production with �̃�

±
1 → �̃�

0
1𝑊

± and (a) �̃�0
2 → �̃�

0
1𝑍 or (b) �̃�0

2 → �̃�
0
1ℎ, as a

function of the �̃�
±
1 , �̃�0

2 and �̃�
0
1 masses. The production cross-section is for pure-wino �̃�

±
1 and �̃�

0
2 .

described above, as well as the disappearing-track analysis [67] (see Section 8). The off-shell regions of the
three-lepton analysis provide sensitivity to the larger mass splittings between the produced higgsinos and
the LSP, Δ𝑚( �̃�±

1 , �̃�
0
1) > 15 GeV, while the more compressed analysis covers the smaller mass splittings

down to about 1 GeV. A statistical combination of the two-lepton compressed analysis and three-lepton
analysis is performed in Ref. [63], excluding pure-higgsino production of charginos with masses up to
180 GeV (190 GeV) for Δ𝑚( �̃�±

1 , �̃�
0
1) ∼ 30 GeV (5 GeV). This decreases to 135 GeV for the intermediate

mass splittings, where the combination has the most impact compared to the individual analyses. For
Δ𝑚( �̃�±

1 , �̃�
0
1) < 1 GeV, the pair produced higgsinos start to have a flight path of a fraction of a mm, and

their decay products are mildly displaced with respect to the primary vertex. An innovative analysis,
exploiting the presence of a low-𝑝T isolated, good-quality track with only loose requirements on its impact
parameter targets the prompt decay of the produced charginos and neutralinos into �̃�

0
1 , achieving sensitivity

up to chargino masses of about 170 GeV for mass splittings 0.3 GeV < Δ𝑚( �̃�±
1 , �̃�

0
1) < 0.9 GeV [68]. For

the smallest mass splittings, the chargino is long-lived and is targeted by the disappearing-track analysis,
where chargino masses below 210 GeV are excluded for Δ𝑚( �̃�±

1 , �̃�
0
1) ≲ 0.3 GeV. All these results are

summarised in Figure 15.

Higgsino GGM scenarios are targeted by numerous ATLAS SUSY analyses selecting for either the leptonic
or hadronic decays of the 𝑍 boson, or Higgs boson decays to 𝑏-quarks. A statistical combination of the
channels targeting higgsino GGM models is performed in Ref. [62] and shown in Figure 16. For high
�̃�

0
1 → 𝑍�̃� branching fractions, the four-lepton search [70] and all-hadronic search [60] both select for two

𝑍 candidates and high 𝐸
miss
T , and dominate the sensitivity to low and high higgsino masses, respectively.

The two-lepton two-jet channel [31] spans the intermediate higgsino mass range and extends to the lowest
�̃�

0
1 → 𝑍�̃� branching fraction in the searches involving a 𝑍 boson. The multi-𝑏-jet search [71] and two-𝛾

two-𝑏-jet search [72] target GGM scenarios with high �̃�
0
1 → ℎ�̃� branching fractions. The multi-𝑏-jet

channel makes use of the common Higgs boson decay into 𝑏�̄�, with signal regions binned in 𝐸
miss
T and 𝑚eff

for low-mass scenarios, or selecting on a BDT parameterized in higgsino mass for high-mass scenarios.
The �̃�

0
1 branching fraction into either 𝑍�̃� or ℎ�̃� is fully covered by the individual searches, with higgsino

masses up to 960 GeV excluded for the two extreme branching fraction scenarios. The sensitivity drops
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are displayed as a function of the mass of the nearly mass-degenerate higgsino multiplet and the branching fraction of
the ightest higgsino into a Higgs boson and gravitino.

to masses of 850 GeV for the mixed branching fraction scenarios, where the combination has the most
impact.

7 R-parity-violating decays

The MSSM potential includes terms that violate the conservation of baryon number and lepton number,

1
2
𝜆𝑖 𝑗𝑘𝐿𝑖𝐿 𝑗 �̄�𝑘 + 𝜆

′
𝑖 𝑗𝑘𝐿𝑖𝑄 𝑗 �̄�𝑘 +

1
2
𝜆
′′
𝑖 𝑗𝑘�̄�𝑖𝐷 𝑗𝐷𝑘 + 𝜅𝑖𝐿𝑖𝐻2,
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where 𝐿𝑖 and 𝑄𝑖 are the lepton and quark SU(2)-doublet superfields, respectively, and 𝐸𝑖, �̄�𝑖 and �̄�𝑖 are
the corresponding singlet superfields. The fermion generations are denoted by the indices 𝑖, 𝑗 and 𝑘 , while
the Higgs field that couples to up-type quarks is represented by the Higgs SU(2)-doublet superfield 𝐻2.
The 𝜆𝑖 𝑗𝑘 , 𝜆′𝑖 𝑗𝑘 and 𝜆

′′
𝑖 𝑗𝑘 parameters are three sets of new Yukawa couplings, while the 𝜅𝑖 parameters have

dimensions of mass. In this section, RPV couplings are assumed to be large enough to allow decays to be
prompt. In the case of very small RPV couplings, SUSY particles could be long-lived, leading to rather
different experimental signatures which are discussed in Section 8.

The nine 𝜆𝑖 𝑗𝑘 couplings violate lepton number conservation via interactions between the three generations

of leptons and sleptons, allowing a �̃�
0
1 LSP to decay via virtual sleptons into ℓ

±
𝑘 ℓ

∓
𝑖/ 𝑗𝜈 𝑗/𝑖 . Pair production of

a promptly decaying NLSP is assumed, potentially producing four or more charged leptons from the two �̃�
0
1

decays in the event. These scenarios were explored with the four-lepton final state in Ref. [70], selecting
electrons, muons and hadronically decaying 𝜏-leptons for sensitivity to the 𝜆12𝑘 and 𝜆𝑖33 couplings, where
𝑖, 𝑘 ∈ 1, 2. Since the electron and muon reconstruction efficiencies at the ATLAS experiment are similarly
high, the sensitivities to 𝜆121 and 𝜆122 scenarios are nearly identical [73] and can be considered simply
as 𝜆12𝑘 (and similarly for 𝜆𝑖33). The 𝜆12𝑘 ≠ 0 couplings are targeted using electrons and muons only,
while sensitivity to the 𝜆𝑖33 ≠ 0 couplings is increased by including up to two hadronically decaying
𝜏-leptons among the four leptons. For each coupling scenario, three different NLSP production processes
are considered: wino pair production (�̃�±

1 /�̃�
0
2/�̃�

+
1 �̃�

−
1 ), slepton pair production (ℓ̃ℓ̃/�̃��̃�/ℓ̃�̃�), or gluino pair

production (�̃��̃�). The strongest limits are set on �̃��̃� production with 𝜆12𝑘 ≠ 0 as shown in Figure 17, where
gluino masses up to 2.5 TeV are excluded. This mass limit decreases to 1.9 TeV for 𝜆𝑖33 ≠ 0 scenarios,
due to the lower reconstruction efficiency for hadronic 𝜏-lepton decays. Lower mass exclusion limits of
1.6 TeV and 1.2 TeV (1.1 TeV and 0.9 TeV) are set on 𝜆12𝑘 ≠ 0 (𝜆𝑖33 ≠ 0) scenarios of wino pair production
and slepton pair production, respectively, due to the lower cross-sections. The sensitivity for other 𝜆𝑖 𝑗𝑘
scenarios is expected to fall between the two extremes of the 𝜆12𝑘 and 𝜆𝑖33 scenarios studied.

The 27 𝜆
′
𝑖 𝑗𝑘 couplings violate lepton and baryon number conservation with interactions between leptons,

quarks, and squarks, allowing a �̃�
0
1 LSP to now decay via virtual squarks into ℓ

±
𝑘 𝑞𝑖𝑞 𝑗/𝜈𝑘𝑞𝑖𝑞 𝑗 , where 𝑞𝑖

and 𝑞 𝑗 may be up-type or down-type quarks as needed to conserve charge. The lepton from one or each
�̃�

0
1 decay, along with several jets, is used to probe models of gluino pair production. The one-lepton

analysis [74] divides the search regions according to the number of jets and number of 𝑏-tagged jets, as well
as the charge of the lepton. Increasing thresholds are set on the 𝑝T of the counted jets to obtain sensitivity
to a wide range of scenarios. A second search selects two leptons with same-sign charges [33], multiple jets
and high 𝑚eff, benefiting from a lower SM background than in the one-lepton search. Figure 17 shows that
the two searches set similar mass limits in the gluino production models, excluding gluinos with masses
below ∼2.2 TeV. The two-lepton search has less reliance on reconstructing the jet from the gluino decay
(�̃� → 𝑞𝑞 �̃�

0
1) and has a slight advantage if 𝑚(�̃�) − 𝑚( �̃�0

1) is small.

Finally, the nine 𝜆′′𝑖 𝑗𝑘 couplings violate baryon number conservation with interactions between quarks and

squarks, allowing a �̃�
0
1 LSP to now decay via virtual squarks into 𝑞𝑘𝑞𝑖𝑞 𝑗 , where 𝑞𝑘 is an up-type quark

and 𝑞𝑖/ 𝑗 are down-type quarks. The one-lepton analysis already mentioned [74] also sets (for the first
time) limits on higgsino pair production followed by their decay via 𝜆

′′ couplings into third-generation
quarks. The multĳet search [75] selects events with a large number of high-𝑝T jets, allowing the presence
of 𝑏-tagged jets to increase the sensitivity to 𝑏-quarks from the RPV �̃�

0
1 decay. Again, gluinos with masses

below ∼2.2 TeV are excluded in Figure 17, but the sensitivity drops off rapidly for high and low �̃�
0
1 masses

where the jets are either too low in momentum or too collimated to be reconstructed. The analysis uses an
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Figure 17: Exclusion limits at 95% CL based on 13 TeV data in the (gluino, lightest neutralino) mass plane for different
simplified models featuring the decay of the gluino to the lightest supersymmetric particle (lightest neutralino) which
in turn decays via R-parity-violating couplings to Standard Model particles. For each line, the gluino decay mode is
reported in the legend and it is assumed to proceed with 100% branching fraction. Some limits depend on additional
assumptions, as described in the references cited in the plot.

approach similar to that of the one-lepton search described above [74], which itself is also sensitive to the
𝜆
′′
𝑖 𝑗𝑘 ≠ 0 scenarios when leptons are produced in top quark decays. The one-lepton signal regions with

many 𝑏-tagged jets have good sensitivity to the �̃� → 𝑡𝑡 �̃�
0
1 , �̃�0

1 → 𝑡𝑏𝑠 scenarios, excluding gluinos with
masses below ∼2.35 TeV as shown in Figure 17. A second approach in the multĳet analysis uses a neural
network with an architecture based on transformers to group jets together in order to help deal with the
large combinatorial problem caused by the large number of jets in the final state, and search for a mass
resonance from the two gluinos decaying directly via the 𝜆′′𝑖 𝑗𝑘 coupling, �̃� → 𝑞𝑞𝑞. In this case, gluinos
with masses below ∼1.8 TeV are excluded.

Less simple RPV SUSY scenarios have also been explored by the ATLAS Collaboration. For example,
an MSSM scenario explored in Ref. [76] adds 𝐵 − 𝐿 symmetry breaking with right-handed sneutrinos
that is small enough to satisfy proton decay constraints, and also adds 𝐿 symmetry breaking at tree level.
The latter gives rise to charginos and neutralinos that decay into a SM boson and a lepton, e.g. �̃�±

1 → 𝑍ℓ,
where a fully leptonic decay of the 𝑍 boson allows the chargino mass resonance to be fully reconstructed.
The invariant mass of the three leptons is binned to achieve good sensitivity to a wide range of these 𝐵 − 𝐿

SUSY scenarios, and the presence of additional leptons can be used to identify the presence of SM boson
decays from the second produced sparticle. With no significant excess seen in the data, chargino masses
up to 1.1 TeV are excluded for B( �̃�±

1 → 𝑍𝜇) = 100%, with lower mass exclusion limits obtained with
different assumptions.

No direct limits have yet been placed on the size of the RPV couplings. However, if the coupling is not
particularly small, it allows prompt sparticle decay and its effect is included in the limits set here. When
the RPV coupling becomes very small, the sparticle becomes long-lived and experimental signatures are
rather different – these are the topic of Section 8.
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8 Long-lived supersymmetric particles

As is the case for SM particles, SUSY particles produced at the LHC may be long-lived and travel a
significant distance before decaying. Longer lifetimes may be due to weak couplings to their decay products,
decays through heavy mediator particles, or small mass differences between the particle and the decay
products. The experimental signatures of long-lived new particles can be unconventional and depend on
where and how the SUSY particle decays. A long-lived SUSY particle could travel from the ATLAS
interaction point, through the inner-detector tracking system and then the calorimeters, and even through
the muon spectrometer (or decay at any point along the way), leaving different signatures along its path
depending on its properties. A charged particle decaying in the inner detector to a nearly degenerate stable
neutral particle will manifest itself as a disappearing (or kinked) track, while a neutral particle’s decay
in the inner detector to charged and neutral particles would appear as tracks pointing back to a displaced
vertex. The calorimeters may also be used for long-lived particle signatures, with photons that do not point
back to the original interaction point (‘non-pointing’ photons), or strongly interacting long-lived particles
that are stopped in the calorimeters by ionisation energy loss and nuclear scattering. Finally, if a SUSY
particle is charged and very long-lived, the experimental signature would be similar to that of a muon,
albeit with high mass. A neutral, weakly interacting long-lived new particle traversing the ATLAS detector
would not be detected and would appear as missing transverse momentum.

A long-lived charged SUSY particle, such as a slepton or chargino, may be produced directly in 𝑝𝑝

collisions, or from prompt decays of other SUSY particles, such as a gluino. If its lifetime is ∼0.1−10 ns
because it is nearly degenerate with the invisible LSP, the charged SUSY particle would leave a track in the
inner detector until the point of decay, where that track then disappears (the emitted charged decay products
typically have momenta which are too low for their tracks to be reconstructed efficiently by the standard
algorithm, although there is enough activity to reconstruct the additional decay products with a dedicated
technique [77]). The backgrounds to such a signature include badly measured tracks, leptons undergoing
large bremsstrahlung or scattering, and high-momentum charged hadrons interacting with material in the
inner detector, and all are estimated directly from data using smeared tracks in control regions. Additional
objects in the events, such as large 𝐸

miss
T , are usually selected to improve sensitivity to particular SUSY

scenarios. The disappearing-track analysis [67] excludes pure-wino charginos with masses up to ∼850 GeV
for lifetimes of about 1 ns, as shown in Figure 18. The mass sensitivity for lower lifetimes is limited by
the requirement of a minimum number of hits on the different layers of the inner detector, while the veto
on track extensions imposed to satisfy the ‘disappearing track’ criterion limits the sensitivity at longer
lifetimes.

If a charged particle has a longer lifetime, it may propagate beyond the inner detector before decaying. The
track it leaves would be rather distinctive, with high ionisation energy loss since the expected high mass of
the SUSY particle dictates it must be moving slowly, with 𝛽 = 𝑣/𝑐 ≪ 1. An analysis selecting tracks with
large ionisation energy loss (d𝐸/d𝑥) in the pixel detector, instead of disappearing tracks, is used to search
for longer-lived charged SUSY particles [78]. Careful corrections to the measured d𝐸/d𝑥 and reconstructed
mass are made to account for the tracker’s decreasing charge collection efficiency due to radiation damage as
the integrated luminosity increases. The sensitivity offered by the large-d𝐸/d𝑥 analysis is complementary
to that of the disappearing-track analysis, covering the longer-lifetime scenarios. Wino-like charginos with
masses up to ∼1050 GeV are excluded for lifetimes longer than 10 ns, as shown in Figure 18. The observed
limits are weaker than the expected ones because the number of observed events exceeds the background
prediction, quantified by a global 𝑍 significance of 3.3. This excess was investigated in a more recent
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Figure 18: Constraints in the chargino mass-vs-lifetime plane for an AMSB model with tan 𝛽 = 5 and 𝜇 > 0. The
wino-like chargino is pair-produced and decays into a wino-like neutralino and a very soft charged pion. The solid
lines indicate the observed limits, while the dashed lines indicate the expected limits. The area below the curves is
excluded. “Calo” and “MS” refer to the ATLAS calorimeter and muon spectrometer systems, respectively. The
analyses also have sensitivity at lifetimes other than those shown, but only the limits at tested lifetimes are shown.
The three dots at large lifetime represent results for which the particle is assumed to be stable. In this context, stable
means escaping the detector. The exclusion contours from the pixel d𝐸/d𝑥 search are each extrapolated to the stable
regime with a straight line.

analysis [79] which considered measurements of time-of-flight to the calorimeter as well as d𝐸/d𝑥 in the
pixel detector, and found compatibility with the background prediction.

An alternative approach, sensitive to neutral long-lived SUSY particles leaving no tell-tale track in the
inner detector, is to reconstruct the long-lived particle’s decay products. Charged decay products leave
tracks that can be traced back to a common displaced vertex, with those from SUSY decays easily
distinguishable from SM decays by their large invariant mass. A specialised track reconstruction algorithm
optimised for tracks with large impact parameters was used to improve the efficiency of displaced-vertex
reconstruction [80]. Random track combinations and merged vertices mimicking a high-mass displaced
vertex typically dominate the backgrounds. A smaller component comes from hadronic interactions with
detector material that are usually concentrated in regions with high matter density and are vetoed. However,
those occurring in less dense regions can also appear as a high-mass displaced vertex. The searches for
long-lived SUSY particles using displaced vertices [81] have excluded gluino masses up to 2400 GeV for
lifetimes of ∼0.1 ns, as shown in Figure 19. Prompt-decay SUSY analyses are typically more sensitive
to gluino lifetimes below 0.01 ns, while the large-d𝐸/d𝑥 and stopped-gluino searches cover the longer
lifetimes above ∼5 ns.

A long-lived gluino may form an R-hadron with a SM vacuum quark, travel part way through the detector,
and then stop in the calorimeter due to energy losses via ionisation and nuclear scattering. It may decay at
a much later time, from about 100 ns to one year later, so a search for hadronic activity in the absence of
collisions, while empty LHC beam bunches pass through ATLAS, is used [82]. The efficiency of R-hadron
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Figure 19: Constraints in the gluino mass-vs-lifetime plane for a split-supersymmetry model with the gluino R-hadron
decaying into a gluon or light quarks and a neutralino with a mass of 100 GeV. The solid lines indicate the observed
limits, while the dashed lines indicate the expected limits. The regions below the curves are excluded. “Calo” and
“MS” refer to the ATLAS calorimeter and muon spectrometer systems, respectively.

detection depends on the fraction that stop in the detector, the probability of R-hadron decay during empty
bunches, and the efficiency of hadronic-activity reconstruction [83]. The cosmic-ray muon background
is taken from low-luminosity run periods, while the beam-halo background is estimated from unpaired
crossings. Long-lived gluinos with masses up to 1400 GeV are excluded for lifetimes of 104−1012 ns, as
shown in Figure 19.

Reconstructed objects, such as electrons, muons, and photons, can also be used to search for long-lived
SUSY particles. In these cases, the leptons and photons should point back to the decay vertex of the
SUSY particle rather than the interaction point, i.e. their tracks should be displaced. The specialised
tracking procedure in Ref. [80] reconstructs electrons and muons with large transverse impact parameters,
10 mm < |𝑑0 | < 300 mm. The signature is very simple, requiring two large impact parameter (|𝑑0 | > 3 mm)
leptons as expected from the decay of a pair of sleptons [84]. With no significant excess observed in the
data, long-lived selectrons and smuons with masses up to about 700 GeV are excluded for lifetimes of
about 0.1 ns (or, equivalently, co-NSLP slectron/smuon masses up to 820 GeV), while long-lived staus
with masses up to about 340 GeV are excluded for the same lifetime. Another analysis, in Ref. [85],
covers shorter-lifetime slepton scenarios, in an attempt to cover any sensitivity gap between long-lived
and promptly decaying sleptons: in this case, the analysis uses standard tracking algorithms to select
‘micro-displaced’ leptons with 0.1 mm < |𝑑0 | < 3 mm forming high-mass pairs. With this approach,
smuon masses up to 520 GeV are excluded for lifetimes of about 10−2 ns.

Despite the lack of tracking information, the flight path of a photon can be traced back to a location other
than the collision vertex by using the spatial measurement and timing capabilities of the ATLAS detector’s
liquid-argon EM calorimeter. A photon from a long-lived particle decay will have delayed timing compared
to promptly produced photons, and the longitudinal shape of the shower will point back to a displaced
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vertex instead of the collision vertex. Two such non-pointing photons forming a high-mass displaced vertex
are selected (assumed to be from the same decay) in Ref. [86], and these non-pointing photons may also
be interpreted as displaced electrons since only EM calorimeter information is used. The background
is estimated from data by exploiting the non-correlation in timing and pointing for photons from SM
processes. Long-lived neutralinos that decay into a 𝑍 boson and gravitino and have lifetimes of 0.2 ns and
masses below about 700 GeV are excluded.

In summary, an array of unconventional signatures in the ATLAS detector have been used to search for
long-lived SUSY particles. From the implementation of specialised tracking algorithms, to searching for
activity in the absence of collisions, the effort extends beyond the boundaries of typical SUSY searches at
ATLAS and sets stringent limits on the masses of SUSY particles with lifetimes spanning many orders of
magnitude.

9 Beyond simplified models

Having summarised and discussed in Sections 5 to 8 the main exclusion limits obtained from ATLAS
Run 2 data when using simplified models, the obvious question is: how do these limits change when more
realistic SUSY models are considered?

At the end of Run 1, ATLAS produced two papers trying to answer this question using slightly different
methodologies. Reference [14] used a general 19-parameter pMSSM [12, 87] and sampled the parameter
space while assuming a flat prior within the chosen parameter range. The models were checked to see if
they were excluded by any of the ATLAS analyses available at the time. Results were quoted in terms of
the fraction of models excluded at a given sparticle mass. A further study was performed [88] by varying
only the pMSSM parameters affecting the electroweak sector (tan 𝛽, 𝑀1, 𝑀2, 𝜇, and 𝑀𝐴) and evaluating a
global likelihood for models relevant for an explanation of the dark-matter relic density.

A similar study was repeated at the end of Run 2 [89]. The emphasis was again on the electroweak sector,
with the gluino, squarks, and sleptons having very high masses. The five parameters mentioned above were
varied (along with other parameters to satisfy constraints connected with the Higgs sector). Two samplings
were performed: the ‘EWKino’ sample started from 20000 models randomly sampled with uniform priors,
while the ‘Bino-DM’ sample started with 437500 models with a bino-like LSP that satisfy a requirement
on the observed dark-matter relic density as an upper limit. The ability of several ATLAS Run 2 analyses
targeting electroweak production to exclude each of the models considered was assessed. The impact of
additional constraints from electroweak precision measurements, flavour observables and dark-matter direct
detection experiments was also considered. The technical aspects of processing the large number of models
are a testament to the evolution of the reinterpretation and recasting tools that the ATLAS Collaboration
produced during Run 2 [90–92], but their discussion is beyond the scope of this paper.

Figure 20 shows, as a function of the electroweakino mass, the fraction of models in the EWKino sample
that pass all external constraints but are excluded by ATLAS. In general, the excluded fraction decreases
with increasing sparticle mass. About 50% of the models featuring a neutralino LSP with a mass of
500 GeV are excluded by ATLAS. This fraction increases to about 80% for masses of 200 GeV. Heavier
electroweakinos with large masses are excluded in a significant fraction of the models: this is often the
effect of correlations with the lighter states. For example, in models with a long-lived wino-like lightest
chargino, its lifetime is determined by the mass of �̃�0

2 .
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Figure 20: Fraction of models passing external constraints but excluded by ATLAS, depending on the mass of the
electroweakinos for the EWKino samples.

A complementary view is given in Figure 21: here the Bino-DM sample is considered, and the fraction of
models excluded is given in the format usually used by experiments doing direct searches for dark matter,
i.e. in the plane of the WIMP–nucleon spin-independent scattering cross-section versus the mass of the
WIMP. ATLAS excludes a very large fraction of the 𝑍/𝐻 funnel, where the WIMP mass is close to half the
mass of one of the bosons, so that the WIMP self-interaction is regulated by an enhanced cross-section for
annihilation via boson exchange. A large fraction of the models are generally excluded for WIMP masses
up to about 150 GeV, while the exclusion is progressively more limited above this WIMP mass.

A very useful by-product of studies like the one in Ref. [89] is the identification of classes of models that
are not excluded by ATLAS, despite the masses of the involved sparticles being well within the exclusion
limits provided by the simplified models. This information was used at the end of Run 1 to design some of
the simplified models for Run 2, and will be used again to guide the evolution of the research programme
in Run 3 and beyond.
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spin-independent scattering cross-section vs 𝑚( �̃�0

1) plane.

10 Discussion and conclusions

The main results of searches for direct production of supersymmetric particles by the ATLAS Collaboration
using the Run 2 dataset are summarised in this paper. The authors hope that the material will provide a
useful overview for the casual reader, and a handy collection of references for those actively interested in
the subject.

The achievements of the ATLAS Collaboration (and of its counterpart, CMS) are remarkable, and exclude
important regions of the parameter space. The question that anyone reading this paper is likely to have in
mind at this point is: where does this monumental experimental effort leave the community in terms of the
existence of SUSY in nature?

In this form, the question is simply too wide to be answered in a convincing way. Since it is probably
impossible to prove that the mass of the photon is exactly zero, it is experimentally impossible to prove that
the superpartners of the SM particles do not exist, not even at some very large mass scale. However, the
community has concluded that the mass of the photon is small enough to not have any phenomenological
consequences for a large variety of phenomena at a cosmological scale. Likewise, one can try to provide
answers to specific questions once they are asked in the framework of a supersymmetric theory.

The pre-LHC SUSY landscape was dominated by a relatively small number of frameworks arising
from specific top-down approaches to the way SUSY was broken. Models that belong to this family
are the constrained MSSM (cMSSM, or mSUGRA), anomaly-mediated SUSY breaking (AMSB), and
gauge-mediated SUSY breaking (GMSB). In their minimal forms, the predictions of these models were
already under very severe pressure by the end of Run 1. The limits on the masses of the gluinos and
squarks (already in the TeV regime at the time) excluded a vast amount of the parameter space for the
cMSSM [93]. The limits on pure-wino dark matter imposed by the disappearing-track results severely
constrained the existence of long-lived charginos, and the difficulty in accommodating a Higgs boson with
a mass of 125 GeV strongly excluded AMSB as a viable framework [94]. Similarly, minimal GMSB needs
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top squarks with very high mass to obtain a Higgs boson mass compatible with that observed [95]. Beyond
the need to connect searches to specific topologies, the rise of simplified models in Run 2 is also partly
due to the heavy pressure of the Run 1 searches and Higgs boson results on mainstream SUSY-breaking
models. In short, the Run 1 results changed the theoretical thinking and opened up the parameter space.

The Run 2 research programme was driven by a more agnostic approach – the big questions (such as: Is
SUSY the way nature has chosen to stabilise the Higgs boson mass at the electroweak scale? Is SUSY
the reason for the existence of dark matter?) were still used as a guideline, but the approach was much
closer to ‘turn every stone’ than in the past. The classical paradigm of SUSY as a solution to the hierarchy
problem requires higgsinos with masses of at most a few hundred GeV, top squarks at the TeV scale, and
gluinos not too far above that. The current limits, well into the few-TeV region for gluinos and a TeV for
top squarks, exceed the expectations for classical naturalness definitions, although more modern reanalysis
of the arguments relaxes the constraints [96]. For the first time, hadron collider experiments started to
surpass the LEP limits on higgsinos – and further investigations into the existence of higgsinos will be a
highlight of Run 3 and beyond. As discussed in Section 9, many scenarios that include viable dark-matter
candidates have been severely constrained by the LHC results, most notably the 𝑍 /ℎ funnels for bino dark
matter (those models where the self-annihilation cross-section for binos is enhanced by the proximity
of the neutralino mass to half that of the 𝑍 or ℎ boson). First sensitivity to the existence of a light stau
was achieved during Run 2, although the interesting region for probing the stau funnel as a dark-matter
regulation mechanism is still beyond experimental reach.

These results have led to a culture shock in the community: from being the prime candidate as a framework
for physics beyond the SM, SUSY at the EW scale seems now to be perceived as a somewhat disfavoured
candidate mechanism to extend the SM. Regardless of the community’s perception, the pMSSM scans
clearly show that SUSY still has a lot to offer, both as a source of viable models of new physics and as a
spectacular tool for generating new signatures, and is thus a source of new ideas for searches. Hopefully, one
of the benefits of reviews like this one is to help the average high-energy physicist to put the experimental
effort in the right context: despite its main incarnations having been severely impacted by data from the
LHC, the framework of EW-scale SUSY still offers viable extensions of the SM.

Together with those from the CMS Collaboration, the results summarised in this paper represent the state
of the art (at the time of writing) in the worldwide experimental search for SUSY. No large increase in
the centre-of-mass energy of the collisions is foreseen (in the ongoing Run 3, protons are collided at√
𝑠 = 13.6 TeV). While it will take a long time for the size of the available dataset to increase substantially,

the authors are confident that the creativity and skill of the experimentalists will improve the sensitivity of
ATLAS to SUSY particles at a rate well beyond simple integrated luminosity scaling, as has happened
so many times in the past. Therefore, while the results discussed in this paper are based on much of the
overall capability of the LHC to probe unexplored territory in the SUSY parameter space, experimental
breakthroughs will open new sensitivity windows, and, hopefully, start to shed some light on the questions
that still today, more than ever, call for an extension of the Standard Model of particle physics.
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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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1 Executive Summary

The Fermilab Accelerator Complex Evolution (ACE) Science Workshop [1], held on June 14-15, 2023, brought together an

international cohort of physicists with expertise in theory, experiment, and accelerator technologies to begin a coordinated

discussion defining the Fermilab ACE physics program. The aim of this intensive workshop was to review the motivations

and current state of the primary physics thrusts and their accelerator needs and to outline a strategic road map to understand

the complementarity of their emerging scientific demands. A detailed description of the preliminary ACE approach is outlined

in the Proton Intensity Upgrade - Central Design Group (PIU-CDG) report [2].

ACE consists of two primary phases:

1. ACE-MIRT (Main Injector Ramp and Target) upgrade: this aims to upgrade the Main Injector to reduce the ramp

time and deliver more beam power to DUNE (max ∼ 2.1 MW) as soon as possible. This also requires target R&D to

ensure that DUNE can handle up to 2.4 MW of beam power, the ultimate design goal.

2. ACE-BR (Booster Replacement) upgrade: the Booster replacement aims to replace the Booster synchrotron which

accelerates protons from 800 MeV to 8 GeV to deliver the full >2.4 MW of beam power to DUNE, and to enable

the development of the next generation of US accelerator-based particle physics experiments while modernizing the

complex to provide reliable beam to all its users.

The scientific potential of the Fermilab ACE science program is very broad and includes a wide variety of physics topics

discussed during the Snowmass 2021 process [3] across the energy, neutrino, rare processes and precision, theory, and cosmic

frontiers. The primary experimental physics thrusts and related experiments presented at the workshop were:

• Charged Lepton Flavor Violation (CLFV) experiments: using high intensity beams of muons aim to significantly

improve indirect searches for new physics up to scales of O(105 TeV).

• Dark sector experiments: using high intensity beams of protons and muons aim to explore uncovered parameter space

of thermal dark matter models, as well as models that address the strong CP problem (axion-like-particles), the origin

of neutrino masses (sterile neutrinos), and the hierarchy problem (dark scalars).

• Muon Collider (MC): enables direct searches for new physics at the O(10 TeV) scale with intense proton beams that can

serve as technology demonstrators and a front-end proton driver facility. It also enables unique precision measurements

of Standard Model (SM) particles, like the Higgs boson.

• Neutrino experiments beyond DUNE: enable exploration of the neutrino sector beyond DUNE via direct searches

connected to anomalies and high precision Standard Model measurements.

While these focus areas comprise the primary experimental physics thrusts considered, other experimental proposals or ideas

outside of these thrusts were presented in open sessions for remarks from the community, as well as in parallel discussion

sessions. For example, rare meson decays, mono-energetic neutrino beams, or muon beams could be used to test dark sector

physics. ACE can also be used for spin physics studies and energy research. The breadth of these ideas can be synergistic

with the primary experimental physics thrusts or expand the overall physics potential of ACE.

The synergy between the several physics thrusts was also discussed during the workshop. Neutrino detectors and neutrino

beam measurements can be used to test the physics of the dark sector. A muon collider could be used to test non-standard

neutrino interactions and dark matter freeze-out models across a broad range of energies: high mass (>1 TeV) WIMPs could

be produced at the main interaction point, and light muon-philic dark sectors could be produced in the muon dumps. Neutrinos

are a probe of lepton flavor symmetries, and, therefore, CLFV and neutrino experiments provide complementary probes of

new physics. Finally, CLFV experiments can explore the parameter space of new sub-GeV dark particles with flavor violating

couplings.

Outcomes

The preliminary points for study and outcomes of the workshop are discussed below. We discuss the ACE project design

constraints, technology R&D, and physics synergies:

ACE design parameters

• ACE-MIRT (Main Injector Ramp and Targetry) era:

– The 8 GeV proton intensity and accelerator timeline economics during the ACE-MIRT era needs to be understood

in more detail because the Main Injector (MI) cycle time reduction provides less beam power for the muon

program, short baseline neutrino program, and MC R&D.
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– The ACE program should continue to provide a fraction of MI cycles to the 120 GeV beam slow extraction

program to support test beam, dark sector physics, and spin physics.

– An accumulator ring at 0.8 GeV for pulsed proton beam would greatly enhance the physics capabilities of the

proton beam dump dark sector program and the CLFV program.

• ACE-BR (Booster Replacement) – 2 GeV Linac: A 2 GeV Linac is a part of all the current ACE-BR designs. The

benefits and trade-offs of an earlier construction start need to be understood:

– Due to increased muon production vs. proton energy, a 2 GeV beam would improve the physics reach of next

generation CLFV experiments.

– A 2 GeV CW beam could serve as good MC cooling demonstrator front-end. Its benefits versus the 8 GeV booster

beam during the ACE-MIRT era require more study.

– Design of an accumulator ring optimized for 2 GeV but that can operate at 0.8 GeV should be explored to enable

flexible operations across the ACE-MIRT and ACE-BR eras.

– Resource benefits by beginning the 2 GeV Linac construction soon after PIP-II completion needs to be understood.

• ACE-BR (Booster Replacement) – 2→8 GeV:

– To deliver 2.4 MW to DUNE, each of the 6 ACE-BR configurations are sufficient.

– To enable ACE to serve as a Muon Collider proton driver front-end, the ACE-BR configurations need to be

re-optimized.

– An H− Linac option for ACE-BR is a more natural fit for MC than an RCS due to the requirement synergies with

DUNE.

– Further study is needed to understand if an 8 GeV accumulator ring used in a ACE-BR Linac scenario for DUNE

would also be sufficient to serve as the MC proton driver accumulator ring and provide beam for other physics

scenarios.

Technology R&D and Physics complementarity

• Accelerator R&D:

– High Power Targetry is the highest priority accelerator R&D area because it is required during the ACE-MIRT

era to achieve the DUNE physics goals. It is also identified as a key area of synergistic R&D for the MC and a

future CLFV program.

– Other high priority accelerator R&D topic areas include high power H− stripping (including laser stripping), MC

cooling demonstrator, and high current accumulator ring designs that can operate at 0.8-2 GeV.

• Physics synergies to be studied:

– The physics case for a neutrino factory needs to be re-visited in a post-DUNE scenario. A number of important

points were discussed, especially tau neutrino physics and precision neutrino measurements, but the physics cases

need to be collated.

– Better understanding of how neutrino mass benchmark models map onto CLFV physics reach would provide

sharp targets for the CLFV program.

Outlook and next steps

Following the release of the P5 report [4], the particle physics community has been provided with a roadmap outlining the

physics priorities for the upcoming decade and beyond. The P5 report specifically highlights ACE as an important component

of this plan (Recommendation 4(g), Recommendation 6, Area Recommendation 12), due to the potential presented by the

Muon Collider. A primary aim of ACE is to facilitate the development of a proton driver essential for the Muon Collider

while being able to deliver a world-class experimental physics program that can address several of the P5 physics drivers:

Elucidate the Mysteries of Neutrinos; Reveal the Secrets of the Higgs Boson; Search for Direct Evidence of New Particles;

Pursue Quantum Imprints of New Phenomena; Determine the Nature of Dark Matter. Defining the exciting potential of the

ACE experimental program and the design of the facility are important recommendations of the P5 report.

The immediate future involves holding a series of workshops to gather input from the community and build consensus with

the initial focus on refining the accelerator design to align with new P5 priorities. It is also necessary to understand how the

various proposed physics concepts can fit together within the ACE design, including research and development paths. After

the workshop focused on accelerator design, another physics workshop will be convened. With a concrete ACE layout and

design, it will set out to establish physics priorities and explore the possibilities that will lead to a conceptual design (CD-0) in

the following years to be presented to a targeted panel that determines the path forward for the US accelerator-based physics

program [4].
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2 Fermilab Accelerator Complex Evolution (ACE) and physics thrusts

2.1 Fermilab Accelerator Complex Evolution

The Fermilab Accelerator Complex Evolution (ACE) consists of two primary phases, the Main Injector Ramp and Target

(MIRT) upgrade and the Booster Replacement (BR) upgrade. ACE-MIRT aims to upgrade the Main Injector to reduce the

ramp time and deliver more beam power to DUNE (max ∼ 2.1 MW) as soon as possible; this also requires target R&D to en-

sure that DUNE can handle up to 2.4 MW of beam power. ACE-BR aims to replace the Booster synchrotron which accelerates

protons from 800 MeV to 8 GeV to enable full delivery of >2.4 MW of beam power to DUNE and enable the development

of the next generation of US accelerator-based particle physics experiments, including multi-TeV collider research, while

modernizing the complex to provide reliable beam to all its users.

The ACE-MIRT upgrade aims to significantly enhance the proton output directed towards the DUNE Phase I detector. By

reducing the Main Injector (MI) cycle time from 1.2–1.4 seconds to 0.65 seconds, the initiative seeks to increase beam power

and upgrade target systems to accommodate up to 2.1 MW. Achieving this shortened cycle requires a substantial increase in

voltage and electrical power, necessitating enhancements to power supplies, transformers, feeders, the size of service buildings,

the introduction of additional cooling, and more tunnel penetrations. Additionally, the RF accelerating system will undergo

modifications, either by replacing existing cavities with a new design that offers more volts per cavity or by adding more

cavities of the current design, alongside updates to regulation, control, and instrumentation systems.

Addressing challenges of beam dynamics, losses, and shielding is crucial for ACE-MIRT. Upgrades to the MI collimators

and the abort line are essential to accommodate the changes. During the shortened 0.65-second cycle, before the implementa-

tion of a Booster Replacement, the Recycler Ring will not be available for Mu2e, and only one Booster batch will be available

for the 8 GeV proton beam experiments. The target research and development (R&D) segment focuses on identifying suitable

candidate materials, conducting high-energy proton irradiation and pulsed-beam experiments to simulate expected radiation

damage and beam interaction conditions, followed by Post-Irradiation Examination (PIE) to assess material properties, micro-

scopic structural changes, and high-cycle fatigue testing.

Following ACE-MIRT, the ACE-BR upgrade aims to construct a new Booster to serve as a reliable platform for the

future of the Accelerator Complex. This upgrade will continue to ensure the delivery of high-intensity beams for DUNE

while enhancing the Fermilab’s capability to support next generation accelerator experiments from precision measurements

to searches for new physics with beams ranging from 1-120 GeV. The project also intends to supply the high-intensity proton

source necessary for future multi-TeV accelerator research, marking a significant leap forward in the complex’s capabilities.

Exploring Booster replacement options, the project considers extending the Superconducting RF (SRF) Linac to higher

energies or constructing a new Rapid-Cycling Synchrotron (RCS). Through the evaluation of three representative options for

each approach, all requiring an extension of the SRF Linac to 2 GeV, the RCS option emerges as advantageous due to reduced

space charge at the increased energy. Conversely, the high-energy linac option necessitates a beam with approximately 2 GeV

to leverage high-frequency, β = 1, high-gradient cavities, which can be efficiently grouped and powered by a single, high-

power klystron. The final selection and optimization of ACE-BR design will be based on outcomes of upcoming workshops

and community design studies and physics prioritization.

Within this phased upgrade approach for the Fermilab accelerator complex, we can conceive physics spigots where addi-

tional experiments beyond DUNE would be feasible. We divide them into the ACE-MIRT and ACE-BR eras.

• ACE-MIRT era:

– S0A: 800 MeV, PIP-II continuous wave

– S0B: 800 MeV, PIP-II pulsed linac

– S0C: 800 MeV, PIP-II pulsed with accumulator ring

– S0D: 8 GeV, Booster pulsed

– S0E: 8 GeV, Recycler Ring (RR) & Delivery Ring (RR) (muon campus)

– S0F: 120 GeV, MI continuous wave via slow extraction

• ACE-BR era:

– S1A: 2 GeV, continuous wave or pulsed linac

– S1B: 2 GeV, pulsed with accumulator ring

– S1D: 8 GeV, pulsed, muon campus (RR/DR)

– S1E: 8 GeV, Recycler Ring (RR) & Delivery Ring (RR) (muon campus) [same as ACE-MIRT]

– S1F: 120 GeV, MI continuous wave via slow extraction [same as ACE-MIRT]

2.2 Physics drivers and experimental thrusts

ACE physics aligns well with all three science themes presented in the P5 report: (1) Decipher the Quantum Realm; (2)

Explore New Paradigms in Physics; (3) Illuminate the Hidden Universe. Within each theme P5 identified two physics drivers,
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that represent the most promising avenues of investigation for the next 10 to 20 years. ACE will address five out of these

six physics drivers: (1.1) Elucidate the Mysteries of Neutrinos; (1.2) Reveal the Secrets of the Higgs Boson; (2.1) Search for

Direct Evidence of New Particles; (2.2) Pursue Quantum Imprints of New Phenomena; (3.1) Determine the Nature of Dark

Matter. In the following, we briefly highlight the main role of ACE in pursuing these goals.

(1.1) Parameters of the PMNS matrix are much less known than the corresponding parameters of the CKM matrix. Several

models predict relations between the two. Therefore, an important goal will be to reach a similar level of precision. Future

post-DUNE neutrino experiments with neutrinos produced from muon and anti-muon decays will allow the measurement of

new oscillation observables through νe → νµ and νe → ντ transitions. (1.2) A future high-energy muon collider will be able to

achieve the most precise measurements of several Higgs properties including the WWHH and HHH couplings. (2.1) Several

open questions in particle physics could be addressed by heavy NP particles with a mass beyond the LHC reach or by light NP

particles that are only very weakly coupled to the SM (the “dark sector”). A high-energy muon collider will be able to probe

new particles with a mass above 10 TeV. Future neutrino experiments, low energy muon experiments, and proton fixed target

experiments will be able to produce and detect a broad range of dark sector particles with a mass at or below the GeV scale.

(2.2) Lepton flavor universality (LFU) and lepton flavor number are two approximate symmetries of the SM. Searches for

charged lepton flavor universality breaking and for charged lepton flavor violation (CLFV) are therefore paramount. A well

balanced program should include tests of µ → e, τ → e and τ → µ transitions. Exciting prospects to test CLFV at Fermilab

are expected. In particular, the Advanced Muon Facility will push the bound on the New Physics scale responsible for µ → e

transitions to ∼ 105 TeV, a factor of several larger than what is obtainable at the Mu2e experiment, and help elucidate the

nature of new physics in case of an observation. This is complementary to what can be done at (present and future) high-

energy colliders searching for the Higgs decay H → µe. (3.1) The progress in DM direct and indirect detection experiments,

together with LHC searches, have put under tension vanilla models for Weakly-Interacting-Massive-particle (WIMP) DM.

However, several WIMP scenarios, including the famous Higgsino DM scenario, remain unprobed. A high-energy muon

collider will be able to probe these scenarios for heavy DM up to masses above 10 TeV. DM could belong to a light dark

sector of particles only feebly interacting with the SM. To achieve the observed relic abundance for a DM particle with a mass

below the few GeV scale, additional dark sector particles are generically necessary. Fermilab high-intensity beams offer a

broad set of opportunities to test the dark sector paradigm, from DM searches in missing momentum signatures at muon fixed

target experiments to visible dark sector particle (dark photons, axions, ...) searches at proton beam dump experiments to the

production of dark sector particles from meson decays at neutrino experiments.

Inspired by the above P5 physics drivers, we map them onto four primary experimental physics thrusts which are well-

suited to the Fermilab ACE and around which we organize a future experimental program. Four sessions at the ACE Science

Workshop focused on these experimental thrusts and are summarized below.

2.2.1 Muon Collider

The Muon Collider physics case is broad and exciting, including studying properties of the Higgs boson (including detailed

characterization of the Higgs potential); rigorously testing predictions of the Standard Model (SM); investigating WIMP

(Weakly Interacting Massive Particles) dark matter; exploring previously uncharted territories of quantum field theories; and

enhancing research in the neutrino sector. Furthermore, the Muon Collider offers the potential for auxiliary fixed target and

beam dump experiments to maximize its physics potential.

The path to eventual realization of a Muon Collider lies through a vigorous R&D program aimed at demonstrating key

accelerator and detector technologies. In the workshop, R&D challenges for both the Muon Collider detectors and accelerator

development were presented and discussed. On the accelerator side, the R&D plan includes development of a proton source

compatible with the ACE plan, simulation of the proton accumulation and compression stages, and conducting experiments

at existing facilities to demonstrate that the required proton bunch structure is attainable. The R&D plan also involves studies

of high-power target materials and designing a comprehensive target station that includes proton beam delivery, a production

solenoid, cooling systems, a beam dump, and a particle selection chicane. Experimental R&D studies of the target system

would strongly benefit from the ACE beam. Beyond the proton driver and the target, ACE can offer a basis for a Muon Cooling

Demonstrator facility that will allow the testing of key technologies related to ionization cooling. Such facility will consist of a

muon source, a sequence of cooling cells, the upstream and downstream beam diagnostics instrumentation, and the associated

infrastructure. The scheme will benchmark a realistic cooling lattice to give us the input, knowledge, and experience to design

a real, buildable cooling channel for a Muon Collider. Such a demonstrator will require operation with proton beam, which

ACE can potentially provide.

On the detector side, efforts to mitigate Beam-Induced Background (BIB) have demonstrated promising results through

the application of innovative detector designs, advanced technologies (e.g. 5D detectors), and modern reconstruction software.

The path forward involves substantial R&D on the promising detector technologies ( e.g. LGADs, MAPs, Dual Readout

Calorimeters) and potential synergies within the high energy physics community in development of the next generation of

advanced reconstruction algorithms.
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A key outcome of the workshop was that an 8 GeV linac provides more flexible design over an RCS for the Muon Collider

proton driver. Another important outcome is that of the 6 configurations considered for ACE currently, all would need to be

re-optimized to satisfy the needs of the Muon Collider proton driver.

2.2.2 Neutrino physics

At neutrino factories, the precise knowledge of muon energy and charge allows for highly accurate neutrino energy spectra

and exceptionally clean neutrino beams. Charge-identifying detectors can effectively eliminate beam-related background,

enabling high-energy neutrino beams to facilitate measurements of electron neutrino to muon neutrino and electron neutrino

to tau neutrino oscillations, thereby opening up new oscillation channels and the potential for additional observables. Precision

neutrino oscillation measurements are crucial for probing new phenomena, and with current projects like DUNE and Hyper-K

underway, muon storage rings emerge as a promising next step. As the Muon Collider garners renewed interest, the neutrino

factory concept could serve as an interim step or a complementary program, contingent on a solid physics case and community

support.

Fermilab is currently hosting a leading accelerator-based short-baseline neutrino program, focusing on neutrino-argon

interaction measurements, neutrino flavor conversion, and dark sector physics. This effort is supported by the Booster Neu-

trino Beam facility, which has exceeded performance expectations and benefited from decades of data collection by various

experiments (MiniBooNE, SciBooNE, ANNIE, MicroBooNE, and the SBN program), resulting in a well-characterized beam.

Future upgrades to the Booster and extended running post-2027 could significantly enhance the scientific contributions of

this program. The discovery of a new physics signal within the SBN program would be transformative, prompting further

investigation either through additional neutrino or antineutrino running. Exploring the feasibility of such additional runs, espe-

cially in light of potential Booster upgrades and in conjunction with the forthcoming SBN results, along with possible detector

enhancements, is highly valuable for the field.

2.2.3 Charged Lepton Flavor Violation

Charged Lepton Flavor Violating (CLFV) processes are critical in the search for new physics, offering both a high scale reach

and the ability to diagnose models by identifying the source(s) of flavor breaking. The study of these processes is highly

complementary to searches performed at colliders. If new physics is discovered at the LHC or other experiments, CLFV can

provide exclusive insights into its symmetry structure. Conversely, if new physics remains elusive, CLFV stands as one of the

best methods to investigate the mass scale of such undiscovered phenomena. Thanks to the availability of intense sources and

their relatively long lifetime, muons offer a promising avenue to search for these reactions. A global experimental program is

underway in the US, Europe, and Asia, with anticipated improvement in sensitivity of several orders of magnitude during this

decade. In particular, the Mu2e experiment [5] at Fermilab is expected to probe muon-to-electron conversion with discovery

potential at ∼ 10−16, a factor 104 better than current limits.

Beamline upgrades and a new facility at Fermilab could further extend the discovery potential by orders of magnitude,

a tremendous opportunity for the muon program. The Mu2e-II project [6] is a near-term evolution of Mu2e, planning to

increase its reach by an order of magnitude. The Advanced Muon Facility (AMF) [7] is a more ambitious proposal for a new

high-intensity muon science complex to enable broad muon science - including CLFV searches in at least four muon modes -

with unprecedented sensitivity. The AMF complex is based on a fixed-field alternating gradient synchrotron (FFA) to create a

cold, intense muon beam with low momentum dispersion. The FFA requires intense proton pulses with a bunch length of the

order of 10 ns. A compressor is needed to rebunch the PIP-II beam to obtain the desired structure; several options have been

laid out in the context of the ACE upgrade. This facility would provide a unique opportunity to fully exploit the capabilities

of PIP-II to produce a world-class physics program. Its development also has strong synergies with current R&D efforts on a

muon collider or a future dark matter program at FNAL, two key science priorities.

2.2.4 Accelerator-based dark sectors

Accelerators are key tools for probing dark sectors in the laboratory, particularly within the thermal dark matter regime, and

they represent a strategic direction for new physics research at intensity frontier experiments. There is a robust theoretical and

experimental push to explore the most plausible models of dark sectors.

The Fermilab Accelerator Complex is slated for upgrades to transition into the PIP-II era by the end of the decade, offering

opportunities for additional enhancements as part of the ACE plan, such as incorporating an accumulator ring with short-pulse

structures. These upgrades will open up significant physics opportunities, especially at a PIP-II beam dump facility that can

accommodate various detector types with different thresholds in a dedicated experimental hall (see also Ref. [8]). Furthermore,

existing and planned neutrino facilities are capable of searching for various dark sectors, often in tandem with their primary

neutrino research objectives, across different energy ranges (800 MeV, 8 GeV, 120 GeV) that complement each other. Finally,

the 120 GeV proton fixed target experiments provide an additional opportunity to searches for dark sectors that are sensitive

to a broad spectrum of models. The proposed DarkQuest upgrade [9] to the existing SpinQuest experiment is envisioned
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as a catalyst for a sustained dark sector research program, leveraging existing infrastructure for new explorations in a short

timeframe and with potential for further enhancements in detector and beam technology to increase sensitivity.

2.3 Additional technology and physics directions

The workshop included contributions from the community that spanned additional physics ideas, accelerator R&D, and de-

tector concepts that should be considered in the design of ACE. These could be provide synergy with the initially identified

physics thrusts or may provide additional important motivations or directions for the future facility.

2.3.1 Physics experiments

KPIPE [8 GeV] The KPIPE project aims to employ an extensive liquid scintillator detector to investigate the disappearance

of νµ neutrinos over a considerable distance, focusing on 236 MeV kaon decay-at-rest (KDAR) νµ CC events. It relies on

a pure and mono-energetic flux of muon neutrinos for its observations. The extended length of the detector is crucial for

accurately measuring the oscillation wave. Notably, KPIPE demonstrates strong sensitivity, particularly effective in scenarios

with high-δm2 values. It serves as a valuable addition to the SBN program, offering complementary insights. Additionally,

KPIPE is distinguished by its cost-effectiveness. The 8 GeV proton beam requirements for KPIPE are high power and low

duty factor, typically around 10−5.

FerMINI [120 GeV] The FerMINI at MINOS experiment focuses on the exploration of millicharged particles (mCP) through

a fixed-target setup employing stacks of scintillators. It investigates triple or double coincident signatures as indicators of

the presence of mCPs. There are several motivations behind the study of mCPs including the concept of charge quantization

within the framework of Grand Unified Theories (GUTs) and string compactifications; a direct connection to models involving

dark photons; and a connection to the 21 cm absorption spectrum, offering insights into fundamental aspects of cosmology

and astrophysics.

LongQuest [120 GeV] LongQuest, operating within the current NM4 SpinQuest facility, is dedicated to the pursuit of long-

lived particle searches. This initiative has several advantages and distinctive features. Firstly, it offers superior shielding,

ensuring minimal interference with ongoing SpinQuest operations. Additionally, the facility could also serve as an alternative

site for the FerMINI project. One of the key components of LongQuest is its dark photon decay fiducial volume. Positioned

at a baseline distance ranging from 33 to 37 m, this volume is specifically designed for the measurement of di-electrons or

di-photons. Equipped with additional EMCal (Electromagnetic Calorimeter) and pre-Shower Detectors, this setup is sensitive

to a range of dark sector physics scenarios with an expected 1018-1020 Protons on Target (POT).

REDTOP [≤ 2 GeV] The REDTOP (Rare Eta Decays To Probe New Physics) experiment is being proposed, with the intent

of collecting a data sample of order 1014 η (1012 η ′) mesons for studying very rare decays. Such statistics are sufficient for

investigating several symmetry violations, and for searching for particles and fields beyond the Standard Model. Utilizing a

high intensity proton beam of ≤ 2 GeV, REDTOP will have sensitivity to processes that couple the Standard Model to New

Physics through all four of the so-called portals: the Vector, the Scalar, the Axion and the Heavy Lepton portal. The sensitivity

of the experiment is also adequate for probing several conservation laws, in particular CP, T and Lepton Universality, and for

the determination of the η form factors, which is crucial for the interpretation of the recent measurement of muon g− 2.

Muon Beam Dumps [≤2 GeV or 8 GeV] Muon-beam dump experiments serve as excellent platforms for the exploration

of dark scalars and other light dark sector particles, primarily due to their focus on muon couplings and their sensitivity

to displaced decays. These experiments also offer the advantage of seamless integration with other muon-related research

endeavors. Notably, the investigation of muonic dark sectors presents a promising avenue for addressing anomalies associated

with muons, such as the muon g-2 anomaly. FNALµ , a prominent example, can be feasibly implemented within the existing

infrastructure of Fermilab with minor modifications or additions, further enhancing its appeal and potential for significant

scientific discovery.

DAMSA [≤ 2 GeV] DAMSA (Dump produced Aboriginal Matter Search at an Accelerator) [10] is a very short baseline

beam-dump experiment aimed at uncovering Dark Sector Particles (DSPs) using high-intensity, low-energy proton beams.

Developed for 600 MeV proton beams initially, DAMSA is now adaptable to the 800 MeV PIP-II and ACE beams, offering

compatibility with Fermilab’s infrastructure. With collaborative efforts from ten US institutions and eight South Korean

institutions, DAMSA presents an exciting opportunity to transform Fermilab’s accelerator facilities into world-leading DSP

research hub.

Muonium and future muon physics [≤2 GeV] Both the muonium–antimuonium (M-M̄ (M is a bound µe atom) and Mu2e

experiments are critical and complementary in rare and precision physics searches. While muonium–antimuonium spec-

troscopy’s previous results are over 20 years old, indicating a ripe opportunity for new efforts, the exploration of muonium

gravity (testing antigravity on the µ+) has never been feasible until now, with the development of new techniques like SFHe
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production. The Muon Test Area (MTA) presents a unique opportunity to kickstart a leading Fermilab muonium program,

facilitating initial investigations into muonium–antimuonium oscillations, spectroscopy, and gravity, each offering unique in-

sights into new physics phenomena. These experiments hold promise for shedding light on CLFV physics and providing a

novel avenue for testing gravitational couplings in the second generation.

Muon fixed target missing momentum [120 GeV] The M3 experiment utilizes the muon missing momentum technique

to search for dark matter. Unlike LDMX, which employs electron beams, M3 employs a muon fixed target experiment,

necessitating adjustments to the detector, including a thicker target. The experiment requires a low current muon beam with

individual muons having energies greater than or equal to 10 GeV. Additionally, the muons must be individually identifiable,

with an expected range of 1010 to 1013 Muons on Target (MOT). Phase 1 (1010 MOT) focuses on achieving complete coverage

of the g-2 region, enabling the detection of any invisibly-decaying particle lighter than the muon. Phase 2 (1013 MOT) allows

for the exploration of large portions of the well-motivated dark matter parameter space with an increased MOT count.

Accelerator driven nuclear reactors [≤2 GeV] Mu*STAR, short for Muons’ Subcritical Technology Advanced Reactor, is

an accelerator-driven subcritical reactor (ADSR) designed to burn spent nuclear fuel from other reactors to produce carbon-free

nuclear energy. It offers a viable solution to nuclear waste disposal while meeting public and legal demands for responsible

nuclear technology.

Exploration of TMDs at a SpinQuest upgrade together with the Dark sector Physics [120 GeV] The extension of the

upcoming SpinQuest (E1039) experiment aims to extract gluon transversity distributions from the Deuteron target (ND3).

The prospective advancements of the Fermilab’s Accelerator Complex Evolution (ACE) plan, enable not only the extraction

of gluon transversity distributions with greater statistical accuracy with a deuteron target but also with a range of tensor-

polarized nuclear targets with spin ≥ 1 to explore the nuclear dependences. The high-intensity beam and optimized timing

between proton spills facilitate the uniqueness of Fermilab’s capability for precise polarized target asymmetry measurements

in Drell-Yan scattering. Also, this approach opens up the opportunity to measure ten additional leading twist quark transverse-

momentum-dependent distributions (TMDs) for tensor-polarized targets, which have not been previously investigated well.

The investigation will primarily focus on studying these TMDs through the Drell-Yan process, providing valuable insights into

the nuclear EMC effect, as well as the 3-dimensional structure of the nucleon, supported by lattice QCD insights into nucleon

spin components, marks a significant advance in understanding strong force, color confinement, and partonic interactions,

setting a new standard for spin physics research. Additionally, the investigations into the Dark sector physics [9] will also be

conducted at the NM4 facility, concurrently on the 120 GeV Main Injector, representing the proposed SpinQuest-upgrade.

Dedicated Muon EDMs [≤ 2 GeV] A potential EDM experiment could be conducted in the g-2 storage ring by modifying

the quadrupole system to generate a radial electric dipole field pointing inward, with minimal changes to the current setup,

except for altered orbit curvature and a higher potential difference across the inner/outer plates to create the electric field.

The adaptation would allow for a significant reduction in the requirements for the existing magnetic dipole field, inflector,

and kicker systems.This setup presents an excellent chance to explore the systematics for a future dedicated run, marking the

first application of the frozen spin technique and potentially enabling physics EDM measurements within a limited timeframe.

Such an experiment could serve as a valuable proof of concept for a future dedicated EDM physics experiment.

2.3.2 Technology development

Test Beams: FTBF [120 GeV] and ITA [800 MeV] The Fermilab Test Beam Facility (FTBF) plays a critical role in supporting

a broad spectrum of research and detector development with its two main beamlines, MTest and MCenter, offering particles

ranging from 120 GeV protons to secondaries of approximately 200 MeV. Additionally, the facility includes an Irradiation

Test Area (ITA) that provides low energy, high rate protons (400 MeV at 2.2e15 protons/hr), with the beam available for

about eight months a year, from November through June. MTest facilitates short-term projects with a proton beam of 120

GeV and secondary beams between 1-66 GeV, whereas MCenter caters to longer-term experiments with its secondary and

tertiary beams down to 200 MeV.

Despite the extensive capabilities and heavy demand from significant projects like CMS, ATLAS upgrades, and various

neutrino-related experiments, the FTBF faces challenges such as over-subscription by 10-20%, aging infrastructure in the

switchyard line, and substantial downtime that impacts experiment schedules. The increasing need for clean, low energy

secondary beams and the potential discontinuation of the ITA in the absence of LINAC operations in the PIP-II era underscore

the pressing requirements for facility updates and expansions to accommodate evolving research needs, including a high-

intensity 800 MeV irradiation area for comprehensive particle exposure studies.

High Powered Targetry This is discussed more as a part of Section 3.7.
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Time Slicing of Neutrino Fluxes in Oscillation Experiments By utilizing a higher-frequency RF bunch structure for the

primary proton beam on target and employing precision timing to select different energy and flavor spectra from a wide-band

neutrino beam, based on the neutrinos’ relative arrival times with respect to the RF bunch structure, we propose a ’stroboscopic’

method. This approach is complementary to techniques that differentiate neutrino energy spectra based on their angle relative

to the beam axis, allowing for the selection of varying energy spectra from the same on-axis detector and applying equally

to both near and far detectors in an oscillation experiment. Discriminating energy and flavor of neutrinos produced by in-

flight hadrons necessitates proton bunch lengths on the order of 100 ps and comparable time resolution in the detector. The

correlation of neutrino events with the parent proton interaction is currently hampered by the nanosecond-scale width of the

proton bunches targeting the beam. By employing a superconducting RF cavity to rebunch the existing 53.1 MHz RF bunch

structure at a tenfold higher RF frequency, the requisite shorter bunch length can be achieved.

Fast tracking for triggering High-rate experiments at PIP-II / ACE could potentially enhance their physics capability sig-

nificantly through the use of track triggers for signal identification, background rejection, and overcoming the challenges

posed by sub-optimal beam timing structures. The success of this approach hinges on the deployment of sufficiently fast and

granular tracking detectors. It’s crucial to evaluate which experimental signatures, such as those from REDTOP and other

experiments, would benefit the most from the incorporation of track triggers, thereby boosting the overall performance and

outcome of these high-rate scientific endeavors.

3 Physics, detector, and accelerator complementarity

3.1 CLFV - Dark Sectors

Editors: Matt Solt, Jure Zupan

The advantage of accelerator-based dark sector experiments over direct detection experiments is their relative insensitivity to

specific dark matter models due to semi-relativistic versus non-relativistic scattering. Moreover, accelerator-based experiments

can perform many type of searches and probe a variety of dark sector models at pp collider, e+e− colliders, proton and electron

fixed target experiments, and beam dump experiments. One can search for visible final states, either by searching for promptly

decaying resonances or displaced vertices, or for invisible final states through various kinematic handles: missing mass,

missing momentum, and missing energy. The CLFV decays into light new physics states, should such states be found, would

have a parametrically enhanced reach to high effective mass scales. For example, classic CLFV observables (such as µ → e,

µ → eγ and µ → 3e) probe scales at the level of ∼ 106 GeV, the decay µ → ea, where a is an axion, would probe a scale of

109 GeV.

A clear outcome of the session was that the physics cases for performing CLFV measurements and dark sector searches is

very strong, with much of the discussion devoted to outline R&D direction to achieve the optimal physics program:

• How do we maximize probing CLFV and dark sector searches with PIP-II and ACE capabilities? Through

discussions with accelerator experts, a strong case was made to build a compressor ring in stages, build it as soon as

possible, and make sure that both the AMF and the beam dump programs are possible. The preferred option would be

to build a 2 GeV ring, but operate it first at 0.8 GeV. Accelerator physics considerations showed this should be possible,

but the optimal scenario to operate the ring should be refined.

• What type of beam? Different experiments prefer different beam operation parameters, and the beam structure depends

on how the dark sector is being sourced. Short bunches are probably preferred if it is produced in primary collisions,

while the duration of the pulses are less important if it is from muon decays (e.g. from stopped muons).

• Exotic signatures. The exotic signatures such as µ → 5e, µ → ea, ..., are interesting, but they are most motivated if they

can be done already as part of an experiment aimed at some of the golden signatures (e.g., µ → eγ , µ → e conversion,

µ → 3e).

• Muonium program. There are other probes such as muonium-antimuonium oscillations, which are complementary to

the rest of the program, since they probe different type of physics, though perhaps more exotic.

3.2 CLFV - Muon Collider
Editors: Bob Bernstein, Sergo Jindariani, Diktys Stratakis

Future Lepton Flavor Violation experiments (e.g. AMF and Mu2e-II) and the Muon Collider (MC) present a number of

potential research and development (R&D) opportunities, particularly in accelerator, target, and magnet technologies, that

could complement each other and that was the main subject of the discussion. The following components were discussed: the

Production Solenoid, the Target, the Compressor Ring, and the Fixed Field Alternating (FFA) Gradient synchrotron. For each

component, design parameters for Mu2e-II, AMF, and MC were laid out for commonalities and overlaps.
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After the discussion, it became evident that the Production Solenoid has some clear areas of overlap between Mu2e-II,

AMF, and the MC. The study of megawatt-class targets is important for all experiments in the 800 MeV to 8 GeV range as

AMF and the MC have similar requirements for target beam power, while Mu2e-II has lower requirements. The protection

of the superconducting solenoid will be important in all cases as well as the materials under consideration. As the designs of

the production solenoids for each experiment evolve, it will be important to understand the synergies and potentially build a

common team and test infrastructure for this R&D.

The proton Compressor Ring is another area of synergy although the requirements in energy and bunch length are about an

order of magnitude different. Technologically, there are some synergies in the R&D but significant differences in requirements

make it unlikely that the same ring can be used for both facilities. For the muon storage/accelerator FFA, because of the large

difference in the required energies, the designs do not have a lot of overlap and this is the least likely area of complementarity.

In general, the exploration between the MC and AMF/Mu2e-II offered some interesting directions for a collaborative R&D

program that could benefit both experimental thrusts. Shared tools and techniques such as simulation efforts can accelerate

progress and cultivate joint expertise.

3.3 CLFV - Neutrinos
Editors: Innes Bigaran, Ryan Plestid, Anil Thapa

Neutrinos are a unique probe of lepton flavor symmetries. Within the standard model, lepton flavor symmetries Le, Lµ and

Lτ are accidentally conserved: their conservation is not built into the theory but is emergent. There is no reason why some

more complete theory should continue to preserve these symmetries. Indeed, the measurement of neutrino flavor oscillations

(which provides evidence of nonzero neutrino masses) indicates that some physics beyond the renormalisable standard model

must break these flavor symmetries. Neutrino masses in some extended theory could be either Dirac or Majorana in nature,

where the latter could imply a violation of total lepton number L = Le +Lµ +Lτ . Moreover, charged leptons and neutrinos

are linked by SU(2) symmetry: as left-handed leptons, they are part of the same electroweak doublet, which leads to many

neutrino mass models naturally giving rise to CLFV that can be searched for at experiments.

Our discussion focused on highlighting how CLFV and neutrino experiments could mutually enrich the understanding of

fundamental physics, particularly in light of the ACE upgrade. We separated the discussion into three stages: a discussion

of CLFV experiments, of neutrino experiments, and complementarity between the two. What emerged as a key take-away

message from our discussion was the need for closer interactions (a) between experimentalists in both CLFV and neutrinos,

and (b) coordination between theory and experiment, on how best to move forward with united efforts to further explore this

interplay. Some topics which were discussed in detail are listed below.

• Could we have neutrino-mass motivated targets for CLFV experiments?

CLFV processes involving the muon, i.e. µ → eγ , µ → e conversion on nuclei, and muonium oscillation can be

enhanced in various extensions to the SM that incorporate neutrino masses. Upgrades of experiments probing these

processes are part of the ACE upgrade proposal, e.g. Mu2e-II, other CLFV muon decay probes. Models extended by

right-handed neutrinos (e.g. type-I seesaw) can lead to large effects in CLFV if one explores the flavor structure of Dirac

masses. Furthermore, extensions of the SM with exotic scalars (e.g. type-II seesaw) have a Yukawa coupling structure

which correlates neutrino oscillation with CLFV decays.

• Could the ACE upgrade make it viable for Fermilab to become a world-leader in the study of muon decays and muon

conversion?

Developments of the advanced muon facility (AMF) mean that Fermilab will be a site where the sheer flux of muons

produced will be beyond what has been seen elsewhere in the world. Given that this will be the case, then could we

harness these muons to do all manners of study of their rare properties? There was broad consensus that provided the

muon facility is designed to allow for efficient storage of both µ+ and µ− then Fermilab is well positioned to offer the

best experiments in all three golden channels of CLFV.

• Is there a strong physics case for a tau optimized flux?

Neutrino oscillation experts broadly agreed that such a case is complementary rather than foundational. Statistics will

be limited in tau samples, and atmospherics offer an existing probe of the ντ sector with better statistical capabilities

(and without the difficulties inherent to reconstructing τ± leptons).

• Could there be room for a neutrino factory-like concept at an AMF or a future muon collider?

An advantage of having neutrinos produced from muon decay rather than from meson decays is that they have a well-

known energy and flavor spectrum. AMF with a muon storage ring could be extended to allow muons to decay and

produce a focused beam of neutrinos, which would be essential for precision measurements of neutrino properties.

Neutrino factories have historically been considered with a ∼ 1 GeV muon storage ring; roughly commensurate with
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the needs for a muon collider. CLFV experiments prefer a much lower energy, the AMF plan is for a ∼ 20− 30 MeV

storage ring with an alternate technology (a fixed field alternating gradient synchrotron). From the perspective of

neutrino oscillation physics, the absolute energy scale is not crucial but rather sets the necessary baseline. The tight

momentum resolution of the AMF storage ring would allow for a nearly mono-energetic neutrino source. Drawbacks

include a smaller boost factor and therefore wider opening angle for the neutrino beam. The broad consensus was that

this was worth further investigations.

Although slightly beyond the scope of our discussion group, there was also interest expressed in a controlled neutrino

source for hadronic physics studies,

• Could there be scope for neutrino and/or muon deep-inelastic scattering (DIS) experiments in the ACE upgrade?

Muon DIS on polarized targets (an extension of Spin-Quest) could provide a fundamental understanding of the structure

of nucleons. Polarized neutrino DIS experiments would open-up new opportunities to understand neutrino scattering

cross sections, which are paramount for interpreting future results from experiments like DUNE. In general, these exper-

iments can provide further information about the spin-structure of nucleons and allow for more precise measurements

of neutrino properties. Moreover, deviations from SM predictions for neutrino-nucleon interactions could indicate the

presence of new-physics effects.

3.4 Dark Sectors - Muon Colliders
Editors: Cari Cesarotti, Yonatan Kahn

The discussion on the complementarity between dark sector experiments and muon colliders proceeded in two stages:

How to leverage current muon beams for dark sector searches. We concluded that the requirements for muon beam

cooling demonstrators are in some sense maximally orthogonal to the needs for dark sector experiments, which typically

require high-intensity beams, a large integrated luminosity, and a regular bunch structure. However, we identified a promising

possibility for a future experiment: using the discarded forward muons from Mu2e for a new beam dump experiment. The

8 GeV proton beam results in ∼ 1019 POT/year, integrating to about 1021 POT after PIP II in 2028–2029. Roughly 1% of

these protons will result in muons with energy of ∼ 3 GeV or above, of which Mu2e only uses a negligible fraction. The

time structure of the beam is not amenable to a missing momentum search, but a search for long-lived muonphilic particles

with mass below 2mµ which decay to electrons or photons seems possible if a detector could be placed O(10 m) away.

Investigating the feasibility of this setup would be an excellent synergistic use of the Fermilab accelerator facilities. While we

are particularly interested in a muon beam for the ultimate muon collider, it is worth noting that the proton beam necessary

for producing the muons could also be leveraged for auxiliary experiments as well.

How to leverage future muon colliders for dark sector searches. To date, muon collider physics studies have mostly

focused on Higgs and electroweak precision phenomenology, as well as new particle with electroweak couplings. To our

knowledge, a comprehensive study of weakly-coupled dark sectors (for example, the minimal dark photon, or a muon-specific

dark force) at the collider itself has not yet been undertaken (though there have been studies of using the muon beam in a

beam dump experiment). In addition, as was emphasized in Ian Low’s talk, muon colliders may have access to yet another

dark sector portal, the neutrino portal, due to the fact that neutrinos may be visible through their electroweak radiation in

calorimeters. Investigating this unique feature of muon colliders may lead to new ideas for dark sector searches, for example

those involving right-handed neutrinos, through a long-lived particle experiment analogous to FASER at the LHC.

3.5 Dark Sectors - Neutrinos
Editors: Bhaskar Dutta, Alex Sousa, Jacob Zettlemoyer

In the dark sector and neutrino discussion session, we considered a number of questions around the ACE plans and how the

Fermilab neutrino and dark sector program may benefit from the ACE options. We note that complementarity exists within

ACE to optimize the location and detection threshold of our detectors to probe a wide range of physics in the neutrino and dark

sectors. There is obvious synergy between the detector technologies used for neutrino and dark sector physics. A constant

theme of our discussion was the use of beam timing to increase the physics scope or neutrino and dark sector searches, either

through coupling PIP-II to a proton accumulator ring, or using the nanosecond pulse structure of PIP-II operating in continuous

wave (CW) mode.

We also explored potential options to extend the reach of dark sector search experiments to unexplored regions of parameter

space. A PIP-II beam dump facility equipped with a high-Z target, and/or a higher beam energy, with judicious choices of

detector location would offer excellent opportunities to probe new ranges of dark sector particle masses. Enhanced kaon

production and detection would enable particularly sensitive searches.

We discussed the broad ideas for producing and detecting dark sector particles and possible gaps in what we were con-

sidering. Some examples include light dark matter, axion-like particles, heavy neutral leptons, and millicharged particles.

12/16



Gathering notable interest during the discussion, was the possibility of using resonant π0 production at neutrino experiments

for complementarity with the dark sector parameter search space using precision measurements of Dalitz decays or pion

production.

We discussed how the options under ACE would benefit the DUNE experiment, the current flagship neutrino experiment

located in the US. The discussion around the physics scope expansion focused on the ντ sector where an expansion of the

beam power or energy beyond the baseline under ACE could enable significant inroads into improving our knowledge of this

very difficult to measure sector. We noted that it may be possible under ACE to go beyond 2.4 MW, with the likely primary

constraints being the target and absorber capabilities. Those constraints notwithstanding, reaching a beam power as high

as 4 MW might be possible, with the limitation on the accelerator at that point becoming space charge effects. Additional

discussion touched on the capability of the Main Injector to support such enhancements.

We discussed possible detector technologies that we could deploy at PIP-II under ACE for neutrino and dark sector

searches. Some of these options are being explored in more detail and were discussed at a recent PIP-II Beam Dump Facility

Workshop held at Fermilab in May 2023, with a white paper (Ref. [8]) summarizing the discussions in more detail. Interesting

possibilities include water-based liquid scintillator (WbLS), granular detectors such as the LiquidO technology, fast tracking

or fully pixelated detectors expanding upon the capabilities of liquid argon TPCs, optical liquid argon detectors with high

photocathode coverage, enabling searches for keV-scale physics and expanding the range of dark sector models for which

the detector is sensitive. Another possibility are CCD detectors performing powerful searches for millicharged particles. We

considered possible synergies with the large tracking detectors used in collider experiments along with direct dark matter

detection experiments in exploring how to improve detector development dedicated to searching for dark sector particles.

Further discussion centered on probes of new physics enabled by running the neutrino beam facilities in a beam dump

mode, similar to how MiniBooNE operated previously, to pioneer proton beam dump based searches. The main advantage of

running in this mode is the drastic reduction of the neutrino decay-in-flight and possible neutron backgrounds affecting new

physics measurements by short-baseline detectors. We noted this is a possibility for the SBND detector once PIP-II comes

online, making use of the BNB beamline in the PIP-II era, especially before the LBNF beam becomes operational. We note

that a beam dump could be installed at the BNB to allow both on- and off-target running concurrently. This could provide a

powerful tool for searching for light dark matter due to the detector distance from the target and the lower energy such that it

covers complementary parameter space to other planned experiments.

We also discussed other beam dump possibilities that are enabled by the ACE plan. Some experiments such as PIP2-BD

can take advantage of the powerful timing capabilities of an O(1)-GeV accumulator ring coupled to the PIP-II Linac. The

Switchyard beamline could offer another potential location for a new beam dump facility, though significant investment would

likely be required.

There was an additional comment during the summary session about the increasing synergies of the neutrino and nuclear

physics communities. Understanding neutrino-nucleus interactions is becoming essential to make precision measurements

and predictions in the neutrino sector, while at the same time there is significant interest in studying nucleon and nuclear

structure. One possible question in this direction is whether Fermilab under the ACE plan could provide something unique

beyond the HEP community, with one example being nuclear physics measurements using neutrinos produced from a very

intense GeV-scale muon beam. Such a beam, with high-precision knowledge of the muon flux, could enable detailed studies

of neutrino-nucleus interactions.

3.6 Muon Collider - Neutrinos
Editors: Christian Herwig, Zahra Tabrizi

Projects such as the Deep Underground Neutrino Experiment (DUNE) and Hyper-Kamiokande (Hyper-K), now under con-

struction, aim to achieve the statistical precision necessary to explore leptonic CP-invariance violation. These experiments,

along with JUNO, are poised to conduct precision studies on various oscillation parameters, contributing to our understanding

of neutrino physics and potentially shedding light on phenomena such as the MSW effect.

Neutrino factories, proposed around the time neutrino oscillations were discovered, offer a distinct approach to generating

neutrino beams using muon decay and storage rings. Despite challenges in muon production and acceleration, these facilities

present high luminosity and well-defined beam properties, making them ideal for studying neutrino oscillations. The synergy

between neutrino factories and muon colliders is evident, as both face similar technological hurdles and stand to benefit from

shared advancements.

Given the rich physics opportunities afforded by neutrino factories and the need to prepare for future neutrino physics

programs beyond DUNE, detailed studies on their complex and detectors are timely. These efforts are crucial for advancing

our understanding of fundamental physics and unlocking new discoveries in the realm of neutrino science.

The ACE upgrade presents various aspects potentially aligned with the needs of a muon collider, such as shared accumu-

lator rings, though the extent of alignment depends on specific considerations. Discussions from other sessions, including S.
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Nagaitsev’s talk, provide further insights on these commonalities and may serve as a natural starting point to updated ACE-BR

design proposals. However, any of the high-power proton-driven systems put forth as a part of the ACE-BR study can offer

numerous opportunities for neutrino sources beyond decay-in-flight pions, including processes such as pion DAR, kaon decay,

and muon decay.

Considering the post-DUNE/Hyper-K era, questions arise regarding the ideal experiment in light of anomalies persisting

or dissipating. Should anomalies persist, a neutrino factory could offer valuable exploration avenues, while alternative sce-

narios prompt the consideration of other experimental avenues. In addition to this, a neutrino factory presents the compelling

possibility to indirectly search for New Physics in a manner synergistic with high-energy probes through the effective field

theory approach, by matching WEFT and SMEFT parameters across energy scales.

In addition to the neutrino factory concept, high-energy neutrinos produced in MC collisions allow the possibility to

conduct new measurements and searches through novel processes such as νν̄ fusion processes. Auxiliary MC detectors, akin

to FASERNu, may facilitate investigations into additional new physics domains in addition to probing neutrino interactions

at some of the highest energy scales. Furthermore, there is potential for novel measurements using high-energy neutrinos,

with the physics case for such endeavors well-established since the inception of the neutrino factory concept. Exploration of

topics such as Higgs-neutrino couplings and mapping the neutrino floor for dark matter detection are among the intriguing

possibilities in this context.

3.7 Accelerator technology and R&D

Editors: Jeff Eldred, Vladimir Shiltsev

There were two talks at the Accelerator Parallel Session of the ACE Science Workshop providing technical overviews of

the ACE Booster Replacement (ACE-BR) accelerator upgrade configurations. The first three ACE configurations involve a

2 GeV upgrade of the PIP-II Linac and a new 8 GeV RCS. The second three ACE configurations involve an 8-GeV upgrade

of the PIP-II Linac and a new 8-GeV accumulator ring (AR). Overall the configurations concepts feature detailed technical

design for many subsystems and have well-precedented projections of accelerator performance [11, 12].

Since the time of the workshop, P5 has called for the development of a new strategic 20-year plan for Fermilab accelerator

(Area Recommendation 12) oriented towards a future collider program (Recommendation 6). The ACE-BR scenarios were

a detailed look at the proton accelerator complex upgrades with a core mission focus on the DUNE neutrino program. Con-

sequently the exercise was able to identify R&D items for accelerator development that are highly relevant to the P5 vision,

but more work is needed to redevelop the specific upgrade scenarios towards incorporating future collider programs. More

broadly, the critical need for advancements in accelerator R&D is called out in P5 Recommendations 8-10.

The speakers were asked to identify technical risks and corresponding R&D areas and raised a few topics. For both types

of ACE-BR configurations, H− foil-stripping injection was identified the greatest technical challenge and most constraining

performance limit. H− foil-injection requires managing particle loss scattering off the injection foil as well as mechanical

degradation of the foil itself due to beam heating effects. Careful optimization of the H− foil injection section should proceed

in parallel with development of H− laser-stripping technology (e.g. at Oak Ridge SNS [13]). Aside from injection, the

ACE-BR configurations benefit from continuing innovations and improvements in SRF cavity and RF power technology, from

Q-factors to accelerator gradients to achievable pulse length [12, 14]. Lastly, two “RCS” ACE-BR configurations require use

of metallized ceramic beampipes which would benefit from early prototyping (following J-PARC’s precedent [15] but with

new parameters and vendors).

One talk at the Accelerator Parallel Session addressed targetry development for the next-generation Intensity Frontier

programs. The ACE Main Injector Ramp and Targetry (ACE-MIRT) plan has DUNE/LBNF beam powers increasing to multi-

MW much faster than originally projected (ideally 2 MW around the 2033 possible end of Mu2e run), and in parallel envisions

staging a series of neutrino (i.e. low-Z) targets rated for increasingly greater beam powers. Although the instantaneous thermal

shock on the LBNF targets are not impacted by the increased repetition rate, the target lifetime will be impacted by the more

rapidly accumulating radiation dose on the target materials. P5 called out the ACE-MIRT program in broad terms as part of

Recommendation 2a.

In fact, high-power operations requires all targetry materials to perform at a higher accumulated dose; consequently the

study of the performance of a variety of irradiated materials is a critical R&D area. The Radiation Damage In Accelerator

Target Environments (RaDIATE) collaboration has studied the performance of irradiated materials using the Brookhaven

Linac Isotope Producer (BLIP) but there may be the opportunity to enhance Fermilab’s proton irradiation capabilities using

the PIP-II linac beam or the 8-GeV extracted beam [16, 17].

The ACE upgrade plan for the Fermilab proton complex envisions a diverse and growing science program at 2 GeV, 8 GeV,

120 GeV. Several of these programs may need targetry R&D program programs of their own. In particular a significant synergy

has been identified in the needs of the the Muon CLFV and Muon Collider programs (see Section 3.2 on the complementarity

session). The programs require narrow high-Z targets for pion production in a large acceptance solenoid and it should be noted
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that Mu2e, Mu2e-II, AMF, and MuC proposals form a natural sequence of ever more ambitious targetry needs. To this end,

the muon programs need not only the study of irradiated materials, but also the development and testing of target concepts.

One staging strategy for the AMF or MuC front-end could be to begin a target demonstrator facility at a lesser proton

power as soon as possible, with a path to upgrade proton power, targetry, and physics capabilities as the facility matures. For

AMF, this could involve the construction of a compact accumulator ring (also called proton compressor) to deliver 200-400 kW

20 ns proton pulses at 0.8 GeV. The program would serve a beam dump physics program [18] and a muon production target

demonstrator initially, but compatible with 1+ MW beam power for AMF with a subsequent energy upgrade of the PIP-II

linac. For the MuC front-end, this could involve a 8 GeV H− linac operating at 5mA for 2ms every 10 Hz into an 8 GeV AR

(i.e. an ACE-BR configuration) for a 800 kW target demonstrator. Subsequently, the 8 GeV linac current would be upgraded

to 10-20mA (1.6-3.2 MW), and a 8 GeV compressor ring and combiner beamline would be constructed to shorten the pulses

from the 8-GeV AR for the MuC proton driver front-end.

One talk at the Accelerator Parallel Session specifically addressed immediate Muon Collider R&D needs. P5 called for

collider R&D in Recommendation 4. In addition to the targetry development program, R&D for high gradient RF in strong

magnetic fields is needed for the cooling cell design. Within the next five years, the talk calls for a (1) conceptual design for a

muon cooling demonstrator facility, (2) site identification and cost estimates for a muon cooling demonstrator facility, and (3)

to begin fabrication of a prototype cooling cell for the facility. At Fermilab, the 8 GeV beamline and (ACE era) 2 GeV linac

beamline are being investigated as locations to host the muon cooling demonstrator.

The final talk at the Accelerator Parallel Session discussed the PIP-II Accumulator Ring (PAR) proposal, a 0.8 GeV AR

sited in between the PIP-II linac and the Fermilab Booster. The PAR ring would facilitate injection into the Fermilab Booster

and provide a new PIP-II era experimental program. If the PAR ring could be constructed on a sufficiently aggressive timetable,

it would provide excellent value in shortening the timetable for beam commissioning to LBNF. Regardless of timing, the PAR

ring would concurrently be capable of a 100 kW low-duty factor proton program for beam dump physics [18]. However, the

requirement of facilitating injection into the Booster (thereby benefiting the LBNF timeline) comes with tradeoffs for providing

powerful beam to GeV-scale experiments. If the AR design had a more compact circumference (instead of matching Booster)

it would deliver shorter pulses to experiments (improving the physics reach). Secondly, if the ring were not sited near the

Booster, it could be compatible with a later energy upgrade when the PIP-II linac is extended (see staging discussion for AMF

above). A conceptual design for an AR with this approach is under development.

Not directly discussed in the Accelerator Parallel Session were the requirements of optimizing the reliability of the Fer-

milab Booster. Later, P5 highlighted the need for the assessment of Booster reliability and the identification of pro-active

measures to guarantee the longevity of Booster operations. On March 5th, 2024 a mini-workshop “AD Prep for DUNE PIP-II

Era Workshop” will be held as a preliminary measure towards addressing this important topic. Whether any new upgrades for

Booster reliability should be incorporated into ACE-MIRT or considered as standalone items is also a matter to be determined

on a case-by-case basis.
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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, 12C(p, 2p)11B, with outgoing 11B in the ground state and low-lying excited states

measured at GSI at 400 MeV/nucleon.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Quasielastic (QE) knock-out reactions are the most direct way to access the momentum

distribution of the valence nucleons given by the square of their wave function (WF) in

momentum space. In the low-momentum region, the WFs are determined by nuclear mean

field potential. Distortions of the incoming and outgoing proton waves including absorption

effects are governed by nuclear optical potential that is mostly imaginary at high momenta

and proportional to the local nuclear density. The nuclear mean field and optical potentials

are rather well known for ordinary stable nuclei but represent a major uncertainty for exotic

ones close to the neutron drip line. The studies of the structure of exotic nuclei using inverse

kinematics with proton target at rest are in a focus of experiments at RIKEN [1] and GSI

[2]. One of the most important questions is the quenching of single-particle strength and the

dependence of this effect on the isospin asymmetry, see Ref. [3] for a recent review. As a first

step, before being extended towards exotic nuclear region, any theoretical model of (p, pN)

reactions should be tested for β-stable nuclear beams where a number of uncertainties in

the model parameters is minimal.

In this work, we address the proton knock-out reaction 12C(p, 2p)11B measured in Ref. [4]

with 400 MeV/nucleon 12C beam colliding with proton target. We apply the translationally-

invariant shell model (TISM) [5] which allows to calculate the spectroscopic amplitudes of

the virtual decay 12C → p 11B for the given relative WF of the proton and residual nucleus

and internal state of the residual nucleus. The present study is complementary to our

previous work [6] where the TISM has been used to analyse the proton knock-out from a

short-range correlated pN pair in the 12C nucleus by a proton that yielded a good agreement

with the BM@N data [7].

In sec. 2, the basic elements of our model are described starting from the amplitude in

the impulse approximation (IA) and then adding the initial- and final state interactions

(ISI/FSI) in the eikonal approximation. Explicit expression for the spectroscopic factor

is derived from the TISM in the harmonic oscillator (HO) basis. Configuration mixing is

accounted for within the intermediate coupling model [8, 9]. Sec. 3 contains results of our

calculations of 12C(p, 2p)11B process at 400 MeV/nucleon in comparison with experimental

data [4]. In sec. 4, we discuss various calculations of the spectroscopic factor and other

sources of theoretical uncertainties. Sec. 5 summarizes the main results of the present work.
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FIG. 1. The amplitude of the process A(p, 2p)B. The lines are marked with four-momenta of the

particles: the initial (pA) and final (pB) nuclei, incident proton (p1), struck proton (pX), outgoing

protons (p3 and p4).

2. THE MODEL

In the Feynman diagram representation, the amplitude of the studied process is shown

in Fig. 1 which gives the following invariant matrix element:

M =Mel(p3, p4, p1)
iΓA→XB(pA, pB)

p2X −m2 + iϵ
, (1)

where Mel(p3, p4, p1) is the invariant matrix element of elastic pp scattering amplitude,

ΓA→XB(pA, pB) is the nuclear virtual decay vertex, and m is the nucleon mass. The sum over

all intermediate state quantum numbers is implicitly assumed in Eq.(1). For the residual

nucleus B on the mass shell, in the rest frame (r.f) of the initial nucleus A, the decay vertex

can be expressed as follows:

iΓA→XB(pA, pB)

p2X −m2 + iϵ
= SX

A

(
2EBmA

p0X

)1/2

(2π)3/2ψml
nl (−pX) , (2)

where ψml
nl (−pX) is the WF of the relative motion of the struck proton X and the nucleus

B in momentum space with n being the HO main quantum number, l – the relative orbital

momentum, and ml – the magnetic quantum number. The WF is normalized as follows:∫
d3pX |ψml

nl (−pX)|2 = 1 . (3)

SX
A is the spectroscopic amplitude, i.e. the virtual decay amplitude A → XB expressed

via the overlap integral of the WF of the nucleus A and the antisymmetrized product of the

3



WF of the nucleus B and the relative WF of the proton X and nucleus B [10, 11]:

SX
A ([f ]LSTJMMT ; [fB]LBSBTBJBMBMTB

;ml, σ) = A1/2⟨ΨA|ΨB, nl⟩

= A1/2
∑
J0M0


LB SB JB

l 1/2 J0

L S J


√
(2L+ 1)(2S + 1)(2JB + 1)(2J0 + 1)

×⟨AN [f ]LST |(A− 1)NB[fB]LBSBTB;nl⟩

×(JBMBJ0M0|JM) (lml
1

2
σ|J0M0) (TBMTB

1

2
τ |TMT ) , (4)

where the internal WF of the initial nucleus |ΨA⟩ ≡ |AN [f ]LSTJMMT ⟩ is determined by

N – the number of the oscillator quanta, [f ] – the Young scheme, L, S, J – the orbital,

spin, and total angular momenta, respectively, T – isospin, M and MT – z-components of J

and T , respectively. The internal WF of the final nucleus is determined by similar quantum

numbers |ΨB⟩ ≡ |(A− 1)NB[fB]LBSBTBJBMBMTB
⟩. The state of the struck nucleon X is

determined by the spin, σ, and isospin, τ , projections. The numbers of oscillator quanta

satisfy the sum rule N = NB + n. For the WF of relative X − B motion with quantum

numbers n = l = 1, the one-particle fractional parentage coefficient (FPC) of the TISM (the

term in the angular brackets in Eq.(4)) can be expressed via the FPC of the conventional

shell model as follows [10]:

⟨AN [f ]LST |(A− 1)NB[fB]LBSBTB; 11⟩

= −
(
A− 4

A− 1

)1/2

⟨pA−4[f ]LST |pA−5[fB]LBSBTB⟩ . (5)

The FPC of the conventional shell model can be calculated in a standard way from the tables

of Ref. [12] taking into account the correction of phases of some orbital WFs as mentioned

in the footnote of Ref. [13].

Equation (2) assumes transition from a TISM state of the nucleus A to a TISM state of

the nucleus B. Eigenstates of a realistic nuclear Hamiltonian should be the superposition

of TISM states. This means that actual spectroscopic amplitude for the transition between

the physical states of the nuclei A and B is obtained by the weighted sum

∑
i,j

αiβ
∗
jS

X
A ([fi]LiSiTiJMMT ; [fj]LjSjTjJBMBMTB

;ml, σ) ≡ SX
A (JMMT ; JBMBMTB

;ml, σ) ,

(6)
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where the indices i and j enumerate the TISM states which enter the decomposition of the

physical states of the nuclei A and B, respectively. The corresponding partial amplitudes

αi and βj are model dependent. We will apply the intermediate coupling model of Ref. [9]

which produces the real-valued partial amplitudes listed for 12C ground state in Table I, and

for 11B ground state and two excited states in Table II.

TABLE I. Contributing (1p)8 TISM states denoted as [f ](2T+1)(2S+1)L with their partial ampli-

tudes for the 12C ground state (J = T = 0). Taken from Ref. [9].

[44]11S [431]13P [422]11S [422]15D [332]13P

0.840 0.492 0.064 -0.200 0.086

So far we discussed the case of IA neglecting ISI/FSI. We will now include the ISI/FSI

in the eikonal approximation, similar to Ref. [6]. This is reached by replacing in Eq. (2)

(2π)3/2ψml
nl (−pX) →

∫
d3re−ipXrψml

nl (−r)F1(r)F3(r)F4(r) ≡ (2π)3/2ψ̃ml
nl (−pX) , (7)

where r = RX −RB is the relative position vector of the struck proton and the center-of-

mass (c.m.) of the residual nucleus B. Thus, Eq.(7) takes into account nuclear absorption

introduced via factors

Fj(r) = exp

− i

vj

0∫
−∞

dη Uj(r ± p̂jη)

 , (8)

where vj = pj/Ej is the j-th particle velocity in the rest frame (r.f.) of the nucleus B,

p̂j ≡ pj/pj, and Uj(r) is the optical potential. In Eq.(8), the integral is taken along the

trajectory of the j-th particle that corresponds to the “+” sign for j = 1 (incoming proton)

and “-” sign for j = 3, 4 (outgoing protons). At relativistic energies, in good approximation,

the latter can be expressed as follows:

Uj(r) = − i

2
vjσNN(pj)ρ(r) , (9)

where σNN(pj) is the total NN cross section, and ρ(r) is the nucleon number density of the

nucleus B in the point r. The resulting absorption factors are then essentially similar to

those in the Glauber approximation [14].
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TABLE II. Same as in Table I but for (1p)7 TISM states in 11B. The ground state and two excited

states are included. The values of excitation energy are experimental ones. Taken from Ref. [9].

E∗ = 0 MeV, T = 1/2, J = 3/2

[43]22P [43]22D [421]22P [421]24P [421]22D [421]24D [421]24F

0.636 0.566 -0.223 -0.168 -0.087 -0.309 0.198

[331]24S [331]22D [331]24D [322]22P [322]24P [322]26P

0.158 0.123 0.043 -0.016 0.080 0.080

E∗ = 2.13 MeV, T = 1/2, J = 1/2

[43]22P [421]22P [421]24P [421]24D [331]22S [331]24D [322]22P [322]24P

0.913 0.161 -0.132 -0.314 0.126 -0.088 0.000 0.001

E∗ = 5.02 MeV, T = 1/2, J = 3/2

[43]22P [43]22D [421]22P [421]24P [421]22D [421]24D [421]24F

-0.532 0.721 -0.061 0.207 0.272 0.036 0.079

[331]24S [331]22D [331]24D [322]22P [322]24P [322]26P

-0.166 0.021 0.155 0.048 -0.039 -0.111

We will consider the case of unpolarized particles and, thus, the matrix element modulus

squared should be averaged over spin magnetic quantum numbers of the initial particles and

summed over those of final particles:

|M |2 ≡ 1

2(2J + 1)

∑
σ1,σ3,σ4,M,MB

|M |2

=
1

2(2J + 1)

∑
σ1,σ3,σ4,M,MB

∑
σ,σ′

∑
ml,m

′
l

Mel(p3, p4, p1;σ3, σ4, σ1, σ)M
∗
el(p3, p4, p1;σ3, σ4, σ1, σ

′)

×2EBmA

p0X
(2π)3ψ̃ml

11 (−pX)ψ̃
m′

l∗
11 (−pX)

×SX
A (JMMT ; JBMBMTB

;ml, σ)S
X∗
A (JMMT ; JBMBMTB

;m′
l, σ

′) , (10)

where we explicitly included summations over intermediate state quantum numbers σ, σ′,ml,m
′
l.
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To simplify Eq.(10), we, first, neglect the interference terms with σ′ ̸= σ and replace

1

2

∑
σ1,σ3,σ4

|Mel(p3, p4, p1;σ3, σ4, σ1, σ)|2

→ |Mel(p3, p4, p1)|2 ≡
1

4

∑
σ1,σ3,σ4,σ

|Mel(p3, p4, p1;σ3, σ4, σ1, σ)|2 . (11)

Then, after somewhat lengthy but straightforward derivation we come to the following ex-

pression:

|M |2 = |Mel(p3, p4, p1)|2
2EBmA

p0X
(2π)3 |ψ̃11(−pX)|2 S , (12)

where

|ψ̃11(−pX)|2 ≡
1

3

1∑
ml=−1

|ψ̃ml
11 (−pX)|2 . (13)

The spectroscopic factor in Eq.(12) is expressed as follows:

S = A (TBMTB

1

2
τ |TMT )

2 (2JB + 1)
∑
J0

(2J0 + 1) |
∑
i,j

αiβ
∗
j


Lj Sj JB

1 1/2 J0

Li Si J


×
√
(2Li + 1)(2Si + 1) ⟨AN [fi]LiSiT |(A− 1)NB[fj]LjSjTB; 11⟩|2 . (14)

Equation (13) for the modulus squared of the ISI/FSI-corrected WF is quite involved but

can be simplified. Substituting Eq.(7) in Eq.(13) we have:

|ψ̃11(−pX)|2 =
1

3(2π)3

∑
ml

∫
d3r

∫
d3r′e−ipX(r−r′)ψml

11 (−r)ψml∗
11 (−r′)Fabs(r)Fabs(r

′)

≃ 1

(2π)3

∫
d3Rf11(−R,−pX)F

2
abs(R) , (15)

where Fabs(r) ≡ F1(r)F3(r)F4(r) is the absorption factor, and

f11(−R,−pX) ≡
1

3

∑
ml

∫
d3ξe−ipXξ ψml

11 (−R− ξ/2)ψml ∗
11 (−R+ ξ/2) (16)

is a Wigner function. In Eq.(15), in the last step, we introduced variables R ≡ (r + r′)/2,

ξ ≡ r − r′ and approximately set ξ = 0 in the product of absorption factors Fabs(R +

ξ/2)Fabs(R− ξ/2) (see Ref. [6] for discussion of validity of this approximation).

The TISM WF of the relative X −B motion is

ψml
11 (−R) =

(
8

3π1/2R5
0

)1/2

R e−R2/2R2
0 Y1ml

(−R̂) , (17)
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where R0 = r0[A/(A − 1)]1/2, and r0 = 1.581 fm is the parameter of the conventional HO

shell model [15]. The Wigner function (16) can be then easily calculated:

f11(−R,−pX) = 8 e−(R2+p2XR4
0)/R

2
0

[
2

3R2
0

(R2 + p2XR
4
0)− 1

]
. (18)

This expression can be used in Eq.(15) for numerical calculations of |ψ̃11(−pX)|2 taking into

account ISI/FSI. In the case of IA, one recovers an analytical formula:

|ψ11(−pX)|2 =
2R5

0

3π3/2
p2X e−p2XR2

0 . (19)

The invariant matrix element of elastic pp scattering is related to the differential cross

section by a standard formula:

dσel
dt

=
|Mel(t, s)|2
64πI2pp

, (20)

where Ipp =
√
(s/4−m2)s is the flux factor, s = (p3 + p4)

2, t = max{(p1 − p3)
2, (p1 − p4)

2}.

By using the high-energy parameterization dσel/dt ∝ ebt one obtains the following relation:

|Mel(t, s)|2 = 64πI2pp
bσel

1− ebt0
ebt , (21)

where t0 = −2(s/4 − m2). The experimental integrated elastic pp cross section, σel, and

the slope parameter, b, are conveniently parameterized in Ref. [16] as functions of the beam

momentum, plab = Ipp/m, for plab
<∼ 5− 6 GeV/c.

For the calculation of the optical potential, Eq.(9), one has to specify the total pN cross

section and the nucleon density distribution. We apply the proton/neutron-number-weighted

formula

σpN = [σppZB + σpn(AB − ZB)]/AB , (22)

where σpp and σpn are, respectively, the total pp and pn cross sections in the parameteriza-

tions of Ref. [16] that provide good fits of available experimental data at plab
<∼ 3−5 GeV/c.

AB = A− 1 and ZB = Z − 1 are, respectively, the mass and charge numbers of the residual

nucleus B. The nucleon density distribution in the nucleus with AB nucleons in the s4pAB−4

configuration is described by the conventional HO shell model formula

ρ(r) =
4

r30π
3/2

[
1 +

AB − 4

6

(
r

r0

)2
]
e−r2/r20 . (23)
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The fully differential cross section of the process A(p, 2p)B (see Fig. 1 for notation) is

expressed as follows:

dσ1A→34B =
(2π)4|M |2

4IpA
δ(4)(p1 + pA − p3 − p4 − pB)

d3p3
(2π)32E3

d3p4
(2π)32E4

d3pB
(2π)32EB

, (24)

where IpA = pbeamm is the flux factor, pbeam is the momentum of the nucleus A in the r.f.

of the proton 1 which will be called “laboratory frame” below.. The experiment of Ref. [4]

has been performed at pbeam/A = 0.951 GeV/c where the pp elastic cross section is almost

isotropic in the effective region of integration over transferred rescattering momentum in the

c.m. frame as follows from the used here parameterization [16].

Thus, it is convenient to perform the integration over invariants d3p3/E3 and d3p4/E4 in

the c.m. frame of the protons 3 and 4. On the other hand, the matrix element is proportional

to the WF of the relative X − B motion which suppresses large absolute values of the

momentum pB of the residual nucleus in the r.f. of the nucleus A. Thus, the integration

over invariant d3pB/EB is reasonable to perform in the r.f. of the nucleus A. As a result,

we come to the following expression for the integrated cross section:

σ1A→34B =
1

32(2π)5pbeamm

∫
d3pB√
p2B +m2

B

∫
p3dΩ3

2
√
p23 +m2

|M |2 , (25)

where the momentum pB is defined in the r.f. of the nucleus A while the momentum p3 and

the corresponding solid angle element dΩ3 – in the c.m. frame of the protons 3 and 4. Due

to identity of the differential cross section with respect to the interchange of momenta of

the 3-d and 4-th protons, the integration over dΩ3 should be performed over the solid angle

hemisphere of 2π (the orientation of the hemisphere does not play a role). Due to rotational

symmetry about the beam axis, it is also possible to reduce the integration order by writing

in the spherical coordinates with z-axis along the 1-st proton momentum in the r.f. of A

d3pB = p2BdpB2πdΘB and perform all integrations in Eq.(25) with arbitrarily fixed value of

the azimuthal angle ϕB. Finally, the differential cross sections, dσ1A→34B/dx, where x is any

kinematic variable determined by the momenta p3 and pB, are evaluated by multiplying the

integrand of Eq.(25) by the factor δ[x− x(pB,p3)].

3. RESULTS

The integrated cross sections are listed in Table III. One can see from this Table that

absorption reduces all partial cross section by a factor of 5.1 but does not change the ra-
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tios between the partial cross sections for different states of 11B. The experimental total

cross section is reproduced by full calculation surprisingly well, with accuracy of about 3%.

The strong dominance of 11B production in the ground state is also correctly reproduced.

Discrepancies for excited states are quite large. However, this is still satisfactory given

the fact that we did not introduce any additional model parameters (like phenomenological

spectroscopic factors, see discussion section) to tune our calculations.

TABLE III. Integrated cross sections of the process 12C(p, 2p)11B with 400 MeV/nucleon 12C beam

for the ground state and two excited states of the residual nucleus 11B. Listed are the results of full

calculations (including absorption), calculations in the IA, and the spectroscopic factors calculated

using Eq.(14). Experimental data are from Ref. [4]. Total errors are given in parentheses.

E∗ (MeV) Jπ σexp (mb) σfull (mb) σIA (mb) S

0.0 (G.S.) 3/2− 15.8(18) 12.3 62.6 2.82

2.13 1/2− 1.9(2) 2.9 14.9 0.67

5.02 3/2− 1.5(2) 3.4 17.5 0.79

Total: 19.2(3) 18.6 95.0 4.28

Fig. 2 shows the distribution of opening angle, Θopening = arccos(p3p4/p3p4), between

outgoing protons in the laboratory frame. The full calculation correctly describes the peak

position at 80◦ and the distribution at smaller angles, although gives a sharper peak and

steeper fall-off at larger angles. The full calculation is slightly shifted to larger opening

angles as compared to the calculation in the IA.

Fig. 3 shows the distribution of relative azimuthal angle, ∆ϕ = arccos(p3tp4t/p3tp4t),

between the transverse momenta p3t and p4t of outgoing protons. The absorptive ISI/FSI

suppress the yield at large deviations of ∆ϕ from 180◦ leading to a sharper peak at ∆ϕ = 180◦

and better agreement with experiment.

Figs. 4,5 and 6 show, respectively, the transverse, longitudinal, and total momentum

distributions of the residual nucleus. Absorption leads to the depletion of the yield at

large transverse and total momenta shifting the maxima of the Ptr- and Ptot distributions to

smaller momenta. This can be understood as follows. In the presence of absorption, the main

contribution to the integral in Eq.(15) comes from nuclear periphery (surface ring), since

10
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FIG. 2. The distribution of opening angle between outgoing protons in the laboratory frame for

the process 12C(p, 2p)11B at 400 MeV/nucleon. Solid and dashed histograms show, respectively,

the full calculation and the calculation without absorption scaled by a factor of 0.2. The band

represents experimental data from Ref. [4].

the absorption factor suppresses the integrand deeply inside the nucleus. If the transverse

momentum of the residual nucleus is small, then the absorption is in average smaller because

both outgoing protons may have small transverse momenta balancing each other and their

trajectories avoid the bulk of the nuclear medium. If the transverse momentum of the

residual nucleus is large, then at least one of the outgoing protons will have large transverse

momentum and, thus, its trajectory will pass through the bulk of the nuclear medium with

a larger probability which makes absorption stronger. This is also in-line with stronger

absorption at larger deviations of ∆ϕ from 180◦ (Fig. 3).

A particular form of the Wigner density for the n = l = 1 valence nucleon, Eq.(18), acts

in the same direction. At small values of R and pX(= Ptot), the Wigner density becomes

negative. It means that absorption should then lead to the enhancement of production which

is visible at small values of Ptot in Fig. 6.

In the IA calculation, the longitudinal momentum distribution (Fig. 5) is shifted to

positive P||. This corresponds to the struck proton X moving opposite to the incoming
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FIG. 3. The distribution of the relative azimuthal angle between transverse momenta of outgoing

protons for 12C(p, 2p)11B at 400 MeV/nucleon. Line notations are the same as in Fig. 2. The band

represents experimental data from Ref. [4].

proton 1 in the r.f. of 12C giving a larger two-body phase space volume of the protons 3

and 4 (the term ∝ p3/
√
p23 +m2 in Eq.(25)). However, with absorption, the P|| distribution

becomes almost symmetric with respect to the change P|| → −P||. This is a consequence

of larger average transverse momenta of the 3-d and 4-th protons at P|| > 0 leading to

their stronger absorption. This observation also explains the stronger absorption at smaller

opening angles (Fig. 2).

4. DISCUSSION

Table IV contains results of several other calculations of the spectroscopic factors for the

separation of a nucleon from 12C in comparison with our results. The approach of Ref. [17]

is based on the FPCs of the conventional shell model but in other aspects is quite close

to the intermediate coupling model of Refs. [8, 9] applied in our work. In Ref. [18], the

WFs of deformed HO shell model were used without residual interaction taking K = 0 for

12C and K = 1/2, 3/2 for 11B. (In the spherical HO model this corresponds to considering
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FIG. 4. The distribution of the transverse momentum of the residual nucleus for 12C(p, 2p)11B

at 400 MeV/nucleon. Line notations are the same as in Fig. 2. The band represents experimental

data from Ref. [4].

TABLE IV. Spectroscopic factors for the 12C → p11B(n11C) process calculated in different theo-

retical models.

E∗ (MeV) Jπ [17] [18] [19] this work

0.0 (G.S.) 3/2− 2.85 3.27 2.50 2.82

2.13 1/2− 0.75 0.60 0.48 0.67

5.02 3/2− 0.38 0.12 0.79

Total: 3.98 3.99 2.98 4.28

only the Young scheme [44] for 12C and [43] for 11B.) In Ref. [19], the no-core shell model

was employed in the HO basis with c.m. correction, although the authors state that the

dependence of their results on the chosen basis is small. According to Ref. [20], however, the

“old” definition of the spectroscopic amplitude (c.f. our Eq.(4)) relies on the non-normalized
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FIG. 5. The distribution of the longitudinal momentum of the residual nucleus in the r.f. of 12C

for 12C(p, 2p)11B at 400 MeV/nucleon. Positive values of P∥ correspond to the direction of the

momentum of the incoming proton. Line notations are the same as in Fig. 2.

WF of the final state and, thus, should be corrected. 1

Comparison with experimental data for the QE (p, pN) processes depends not only on

the spectroscopic factors but also on the ISI/FSI used. In phenomenological DWIA ap-

proaches [21, 22], the spectroscopic factor is used as a free parameter to fit experimental

cross sections for some fixed ISI/FSI. The latter includes in-medium effects due to Pauli

blocking of NN scattering [23] (i.e. the antisymmetrization of the full WF of the scattered

nucleon and residual nucleus) which can be effectively described by in-medium reduced NN

cross sections. It was shown [23], that in heavy-ion induced stripping reactions on nuclear

targets at Elab = 5 − 300 MeV/nucleon, the in-medium effects lead to about 10% change

in the nucleon knockout cross sections and momentum distributions. In (p, pN) processes,

the in-medium effects are expected to be of the same order or smaller. The in-medium ef-

fects should decrease with increasing beam energy rendering Glauber model more natural at

Elab > 1 GeV/nucleon [14]. Thus, our description of ISI/FSI within Glauber model should

1 It was pointed out in Ref. [20] that “the numerical differences in the results of calculations employing

the “old” and “new” definitions are usually not large for single-nucleon channels, in contrast to cluster

channels”. Thus, we do not expect much influence of this correction on our results.
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FIG. 6. The distribution of the total momentum of the residual nucleus in the r.f. of 12C for

12C(p, 2p)11B at 400 MeV/nucleon. Line notations are the same as in Fig. 2. The band represents

experimental data from Ref. [4].

be taken with some reservations for possible in-medium corrections.

5. SUMMARY

Based on the TISM, we developed the model for description of fully exclusive A(p, pp)(A−

1) reactions at intermediate relativistic energies. The model allows to calculate spectroscopic

factors directly from the overlap integral of the WFs. Having in mind future model applica-

tions at NICA and FAIR energies, we restricted ourselves to the Glauber model description

of the ISI/FSI. As a test case, the model was applied to the reaction 12C(p, 2p)11B at 400

MeV/nucleon measured at GSI [4] in the inverse kinematics.

The model slightly underestimates the measured integrated cross section for 11B 3/2−

ground state, but overpredicts the integrated cross sections for the two excited 1/2− and

3/2− states. The total integrated cross section for the production of all three 11B states is

well reproduced, however.

The distributions of the outgoing proton pair in the opening angle and relative azimuthal
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angle, as well as the momentum distributions of the residual nucleus, are reproduced rea-

sonably well. Some deficiency in the production of high-momentum residual nuclei can be

attributed to the longitudinal momenta mostly and is probably due to the limited HO WF

basis.

Last but not least, the present calculation also puts on a firm ground our previous study

of the 12C(p, 2pNs)
10A exclusive reactions at 48 GeV/c [6], where a similar approach has

been used.
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We present results of simulations of directed flow of various hadrons in Au+Au collisions at
collision energies of

√
sNN = 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 nB ∼> 4n0 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 [1] ob-
tained within Beam Energy Scan (BES) program at the
Relativistic Heavy-Ion Collider (RHIC). The analysis was
performed within various approaches [2–14], 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

√
sNN < 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, 15–19], which
allows a deeper insight into collision dynamics.

The STAR-FXT (fixed-target) data on the directed
flow of identified particles at energies

√
sNN = 3 and

4.5 GeV were recently published in Refs. [20, 21]. These
data were also analyzed within various, mostly kinetic
models [11, 14, 22–33] in relation to various problems:
the hyperon production [14, 26, 33], the production of
light (hyper)nuclei [30, 31], 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, 22–24, 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 [11], the hadronic trans-

∗e-mail: yivanov@theor.jinr.ru
†e-mail: kozhevnikova@jinr.ru

port code SMASH [22, 29], the Ultrarelativistic Quan-
tum Molecular Dynamics (UrQMD) [23, 24], and a multi-
phase transport model [26].
All the aforementioned papers [11, 22–24, 26, 29] re-

ported that stiff (to a different extent) EoS’s are prefer-
able for the reproduction of the directed flow (v1) at√
sNN = 3 GeV, while the v1 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
Elab ≤ 2A GeV (

√
sNN ≤ 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 [35–38]. Although, this
energy range is somewhat below of the STAR-FXT one.
The energy range of the BNL Alternating Gradient

Synchrontron (AGS), Elab = 2 − 10.7 A·GeV (
√
sNN =

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, 40] 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√
sNN > 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 2A·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 [11, 22–26, 29, 32] of the STAR-FXT

v1 data deduced comparatively stiff EoS’s at
√
sNN = 3

GeV, some of them predicted comparatively low baryon
densities (nB) for onset of the denfinement transition.
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This transition was associated with the softening of the
EoS required for v1 reproduction at the energy of 4.5
GeV. In terms of the normal nuclear density n0, the de-
duced transition densities are 3-4n0 [22], 4n0 [24], 2.5n0

[25], 3-5n0 [26], nB > 2-3n0 [29], and 5n0 [32]. The model
of three-fluid dynamics (3FD) [46, 47] predicts that the
denfinement transition starts at approximately nB > 4-
5n0 at temperatures 100–150 MeV for the crossover EoS.
However, the STAR-FXT data on the directed flow of
identified particles at energies

√
sNN = 3 and 4.5 GeV

have not yet been fully considered within the 3FD model,
with the exception of the proton and Λ-hyperon data at
3 GeV, which were analyzed with respect to the light
(hyper)nuclei production [30, 31].

In view of the above reviewed developments, the debate
about the EoS stiffness and onset of the QGP transition
is far from being completed. A more extended discussion
of the EoS constraints deduced from the directed-flow
analysis can be found in recent review [48].

In the present paper, we present results of calcula-
tions of the directed flow of various hadrons at energies√
sNN = 3 and 4.5 GeV and compare them with recent

STAR-FXT data [20, 21]. The calculations are performed
within the 3FD model [46, 47] and also within the Three-
fluid Hydrodynamics-based Event Simulator Extended
by UrQMD final State interactions (THESEUS) [49–51].
The THESEUS simulations are intended to study the
effect of the UrQMD afterburner stage on the directed
flow. We present some conclusions that can be drawn
from agreement or disagreement of the calculated results
with the data.

II. 3FD MODEL AND THESEUS GENERATOR

The 3FD model [46, 47] simulates nonequilibrium at
the early stage of nuclear collisions by means of two coun-
terstreaming baryon-rich fluids. The third (fireball) fluid
accumulates newly produced particles, dominantly pop-
ulating the midrapidity region. These fluids are governed
by conventional hydrodynamic equations coupled by fric-
tion terms in the right-hand sides of the Euler equations.
The friction terms describe the energy–momentum ex-
change between the fluids. The hydrodynamic evolution
ends with the freeze-out procedure described in Refs.
[52, 53]. The 3FD model does not include any kinetic
afterburner stage.

The THESEUS event generator [49–51] does include
the afterburner stage that is described by the UrQMD
model. The THESEUS generator transforms the 3FD
output, which is recorded in terms of local flow velocities
and thermodynamic quantities on the freeze-out hyper-
surface, into a set of observed particles, i.e. performs a
particlization. The particlization is followed by the af-
terburner stage.

The afterburner stage is of prime importance for col-
lisions at lower energies, where there is no clear rapidity
separation between participant and spectator nucleons at

the freeze-out. When the time for the nuclei to pass each
other becomes long relative to the characteristic time
scale for the participant evolution, the interaction be-
tween participants and spectators (so-called shadowing)
becomes important [54–56]. In particular, the squeeze-
out effect [57–59], is the consequence of this shadowing,
i.e. results from blocking of the expanding central blob
by the spectator matter. This shadowing only partially
is taken into account within the 3FD evolution because
the central fireball remains to be shadowed even after the
freeze-out while particles escape from this fireball with-
out interacting with spectators in the 3FD model.

The afterburner stage should, in principle, correct this
deficiency. However, it does not do it completely. The
reason is that the THESEUS assigns the same time in-
stant to all produced particles during the particlization
procedure, while different parts of the system are frozen-
out at different time instants in 3FD. A time-extended
transition from hydrodynamic evolution to afterburner
dynamics would need treatment of the interaction of
the kinetic afterburner phase with still hydrodynamically
evolved matter. This is a difficult task both technically
and conceptually. The lack of this interaction is the prime
reason of shortcoming of the THESEUS particlization.
At lower collision energies, participants are frozen out
earlier than spectators. The spectators evolve slower be-
cause of the lower excitation energy and hence require
longer time before the freeze-out. If the particlization
is isochronous like in THESEUS, the evolution of the
frozen-out participants stops untill the spectators also
become frozen-out. Therefore, we skip the stage of shad-
owing the afterburner expansion of the central fireball by
spectators still being in the hydrodynamic phase. The
afterburner evolution is switched on only when the spec-
tators also become frozen out, when they have already
partially passed the expanding central fireball. Thus, the
shadowing by spectators turns out to be reduced com-
pared to what it would be if the entire collision process
were kinetically treated, like in UrQMD or JAM.

The 3FD model has been extensively used to simula-
tions of Au+Au collisions at AGS energies, which almost
coincide with the STAR-FXT ones. Quantities, which
are low sensitive to the afterburner stage, were well re-
produced by the 3FD simulations. These are various bulk
observables [47, 60, 61], proton directed [3, 4] and ellip-
tic (at higher AGS energies) [59] flow, bulk properties
and directed flow of light (hyper)nuclei at

√
sNN = 3

GeV [30, 31]. Problems with reproduction of the ellip-
tic flow of protons and light nuclei at

√
sNN = 3 GeV

in Ref. [30] are related to the aforementioned deficiency
of the isochronous particlization in THESEUS. Precisely
the same parameters of the 3FD model as those in Refs.
[3, 4, 30, 31, 47, 60, 61] are used in the present simula-
tions.
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III. EQUATIONS OF STATE

The 3FD model is designed to work with different
EoS’s. Three different EoS’s are traditionally used in the
3FD simulations: a purely hadronic EoS [62] and two
EoS’s with deconfinement transitions [63], i.e. an EoS
with a first-order phase transition (1PT EoS) and one
with a smooth crossover transition. While the hadronic
EoS is quite flexible, i.e., it allows for changes of incom-
pressibility, the EoS’s with deconfinement transitions are
strictly tabulated. These EoS’s are illustrated in Fig.
1. As seen, all three EoS’s are similar in the hadronic

 hadronic
 crossover
 1PT

0 2 4 6 8 10
n/n0

0.1

1

10

P
/(
n
0m

N
)

T = 10, 100, 150 MeV

FIG. 1: Pressure (scaled by product of the normal nuclear
density, n0 = 0.15 1/fm3, and the nucleon mass, mN ) at
three temperatures, T = 10, 100 and 150 MeV (from bot-
tom upwards for corresponding curves), as function of the
net baryon density (scaled by n0) for the hadronic, crossover
and 1PT EoS’s.

phase. Note that the displayed version of the hadronic
EoS is characterized by incompressibility K = 190 MeV.
The simulations below are performed with this version of
the hadronic EoS. The crossover pressure starts to devi-
ate from the hadronic one at nB > 4-5n0 at temperatures
100–150 MeV that are typical for the collisions at STAR-
FXT energies, see Fig. 2.

Dynamical trajectories of the matter in the central
cell of the colliding Au+Au nuclei in semicentral colli-
sions (b = 6 fm) at energies

√
sNN = 3 and 4.5 GeV

are presented in Fig. 2 in terms of the baryon density
and temperature. Evolution starts from the normal nu-
clear density and zero temperature and then follows an
almost universal trajectory for some time. Shortly before
reaching the turning point, at which density and temper-
ature are maximal, the matter in this central cell becomes
equilibrated, as it was demonstrated in Ref. [64], and
therefore the temperature takes its conventional mean-
ing. The turning points at the energy of 3 GeV only
touches the QGP region according to the crossover EoS,
see Fig. 1. The the same time the 4.5-GeV trajectories
fall well into the crossover QGP region and even enter
the the 1PT mixed phase. The trajectories for different
EoS’s move away from each other at higher densities and

0 2 4 6 8

nB /n0

0

50

100

150

200

250

T
 [

M
eV

]

Au+Au, b = 6 fm
 1PT EoS
 crossover EoS
 hadronic EoS

3 GeV

4.5 GeV

QGP

WQGP = 0.1

WQGP = 0.5

mixed
phase

FIG. 2: Dynamical trajectories of the matter in the central
cell of the colliding Au+Au nuclei in semicentral collisions
(impact parameter is b = 6 fm) at energies

√
sNN = 3 and

4.5 GeV. The trajectories are plotted in terms of the baryon
density (nB , scaled by the normal nuclear density n0) and
temperature T . The trajectories are presented for the three
EoS’s. The mixed phase of the 1PT EoS is displayed by the
shadowed region marked as “mixed phase”. The wide shad-
owed area displays the region of the crossover EoS between
the QGP fractions WQGP = 0.1 and 0.5.

temperatures. In particular, it demonstrates that the
hadronic EoS and the 1PT one are not identical in the
whole hadronic phase.

The crossover and 1PT phase diagrams require some
comments. The QCD lattice calculations demonstrated
that the transition into QGP at zero baryon chemical po-
tential is a smooth crossover [65]. Due to that, the tran-
sition temperature is ambiguous because different defini-
tions can lead to different values for it. Observables re-
lated to chiral symmetry result in the transition temper-
ature around 155–160 MeV [66]. As seen from Fig. 2, the
transition regions at zero baryon density (i.e. chemical
potential) in EoS’s of Ref. [63] are located at noticeably
higher temperatures than 155–160 MeV. This happens
because the EoS’s of Ref. [63] were fitted to the old, still
imperfect lattice data [67–69]. Moreover, the crossover
transition constructed in Ref. [63] is very smooth. The
hadronic fraction survives up to very high temperatures.
In particular, this is seen from Fig. 2: the fraction of
the quark-gluon phase (WQGP ) reaches value of 0.5 only
at very high temperatures. Such a smooth crossover is
also used in the PHSD model (Parton-Hadron-String Dy-
namics) [70]. However, this version of the crossover [63]
certainly contradicts results of the lattice QCD calcula-
tions at zero chemical potential, where a fast crossover
was found [65]. However, the aforementioned shortcom-
ings are not severe for the present simulations at rela-
tively low collision energies, because the system evolution
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FIG. 3: Directed flow of protons, pions, Λ hyperons, and kaons as function of rapidity in semicentral (b = 6 fm) Au+Au
collisions at collision energy of

√
sNN = 3 GeV. Results are calculated within the 3FD model (upper raw of panels) and the

THESEUS (lower raw of panels) with hadronic, 1PT, and crossover EoS’s. STAR data are from Ref. [21].
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FIG. 4: Directed flow of protons, pions, Λ hyperons, and kaons (K0 short) as function of rapidity in semicentral (b = 5 fm)
Au+Au collisions at collision energy of

√
sNN = 4.5 GeV. Results are calculated within the 3FD model (left block of panels)

and the THESEUS (right block of panels) with hadronic, 1PT, and crossover EoS’s. STAR data are from Ref. [20].

takes place in the region of high baryon densities, where
the EoS is not known from the first principles.

IV. DIRECTED FLOW

The calculated directed flow of protons, pions, Λ hy-
perons, and (anti)kaons as function of rapidity in semi-
central Au+Au collisions at collision energies of

√
sNN =

3 and 4.5 GeV are presented in Figs. 3 and 4, respec-
tively. These calculations were performed in the 3FD
model without any afterburner and within THESEUS
(i.e. with the UrQMD afterburner). The results are com-
pared with STAR data [20, 21].

As seen, the proton v1 flow is well reproduced with

and without afterburner. The afterburner slightly im-
proves the description at 4.5 GeV, while worsens it at
forward/backward rapidities at 3 GeV without changing
the midrapidity slope. The midrapidity proton flow turns
out to be almost independent of the used EoS even at 4.5
GeV, where the QGP transition already takes place, see
Fig. 2. This is because the proton flow is formed at the
early stage of the collision [71–73]. At considered col-
lision energies, this stage is developed in the hadronic
phase for all considered EoS’s, see Fig. 2, where all con-
sidered EoS’s are very similar, see Fig. 1. Moreover,
the stopping power of the matter, i.e. friction forces of
the 3FD model [47], are identical in the hadronic phase
for all considered scenarios. Consequently, the flow ap-
pears to be quite independent of the used EoS even at
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4.5 GeV. Note that the proton directed flow does depend
on the EoS at the BES RHIC energies [2–4], where the
transition to QGP occurs already the early stage of the
collision.

-0.1

0

0.1

0.2
protons

-1 -0.5 0 0.5 1

y

-0.2

-0.1

0

0.1

0.2

E895

-1 -0.5 0 0.5 1

y

Au+Au, b = 6 fm
 crossover
 hadronic
 1PT

P
x

 [
G

eV
/c

]

3.3 GeV

3.8 GeV 4.3 GeV

2.7 GeV

FIG. 5: Transverse flow of protons as function of rapidity in
semicentral (b = 6 fm) Au+Au collisions at collision energies
of

√
sNN = 2.7–4.3 GeV (Elab = 2A, 4A, 6A, and 8A GeV).

Results are calculated within the 3FD model with hadronic,
1PT, and crossover EoS’s. E895 data are from Ref. [39].

Figure 5 illustrates the description of the old E895 data
[39] in the same collision energy range. These data are
presented in terms of transverse flow defined as [74]

⟨Px⟩(y) =

∫
d2pT px E dN/d3p∫
d2pT E dN/d3p

, (1)

where px is the transverse momentum of the proton in
the reaction plane, E dN/d3p is the invariant momentum
distribution of protons with E being the proton energy,
and integration runs over the transverse momentum pT .
This is done because the E895 data in terms of v1(y)
raised many questions, as it was discussed in Ref. [3]
in detail. In addition, they contradict the new STAR-
FTX data. As seen from Fig. 5, the crossover EoS gives
almost perfect description of the proton transverse flow in
the midrapidity regions. This gives hope that the future
STAR-FTX proton data at the energies between 3 and
4.5 GeV will be also well reproduced with the crossover
scenario. The dependence on the EoS is quite moderate,
similar to that at 3 and 4.5 GeV in Figs. 3 and 4.

The Λ flow turns out to be more sensitive to the EoS,
see Figs. 3 and 4, because Λ’s are produced in highly
excited but still baryon-rich regions of the colliding sys-
tem. These regions are formed later, when the temper-
ature reaches high values, see Fig. 2. The afterburner

stronger affects evolution in these regions. It reduces the
midrapidity slope of the Λ flow, making the crossover
EoS definitely preferable at 3 GeV, while the hadronic
EoS turns out to be preferable at 4.5 GeV. In view of
this sensitivity to the afterburner, definite conclusions
on the EoS relevance can hardly be made based on the
Λ flow.

The meson flow probes dynamics in highly excited
baryon-rich and baryon-depleted regions of the system.
The highly excited baryon-depleted regions are formed
even later than the excited baryon-rich regions, when
the transverse expansion already dominates. Neverthe-
less, the mesonic flow is very similar to the baryon one
after the 3FD stage at 3 GeV, see Fig. 3, while substan-
tially differ from the baryon flow at 4.5 GeV, see Fig. 4.
Note that this difference at 4.5 GeV concerns only the
EoS’s involving the transition to the QGP, whereas the
hadronic EoS results in the mesonic flow being similar
to the baryon one. The reason is that the EoS becomes
softer in the QGP and hence the pressure causing the di-
rected flow is reduced. Therefore, the mesonic flow may
indicate the transition to the QGP. However, there are
other circumstances that may prevent us from drawing
definite conclusions from the mesonic flow. One of them
is the afterburner.

The pion flow is strongly affected by the afterburner.
If the 3FD-calculated pion flow hardly resembles the cor-
responding data, after the afterburner stage, it almost
perfectly describes these data at 4.5 GeV within the
crossover and 1PT scenarios. The hadronic scenario evi-
dently fails to reproduce the pion flow at 4.5 GeV. The af-
terburner even changes the sign of the midrapidity slope
of the crossover and 1PT flows at 4.5 GeV. Note that
the 3FD model and hence THESEUS do not distinguish
positive, neutral, and negative pions. Therefore, the cal-
culated pion flow refers to the flow of all pions. This
strong dependence on the afterburner is a consequence of
the shadowing discussed in Sec. II. At 3 GeV, the after-
burner shifts the 3FD-calculated flow closer to the data
but still not enough to reproduce them. This insufficient
effect of the afterburner is a result of the shortcoming of
the THESEUS particlization discussed in Sec. II: The
afterburner skips the stage of shadowing the afterburner
expansion of the central fireball by spectators still being
in the hydrodynamic phase. At 4.5 GeV, this skipped
stage is already of miner importance because the time
for the nuclei to pass each other becomes shorter relative
to the time scale of the participant evolution.

TheK+ directed flow is not changed by the afterburner
stage because of small cross sections of their interactions
with other hadrons. Indeed, the kaon-nucleon cross sec-
tion is about 10 mb, while the nucleon-nucleon one is
about 40 mb [38, 75, 76]. Indeed, at somewhat lower en-
ergies (2A GeV) it was concluded that after their produc-
tion the K-mesons suffer not more than one rescattering
before escaping [77, 78]. At the energy of 3 GeV (≈ 3A
GeV), higher densities are achieved in the collisions and
therefore rescatterings become more frequent, however
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not frequent enough to thermalize the kaon. This ex-
plains why the calculated flow (on the assumption of the
kaon thermalization) is so different from the data, see
Fig. 3.

At slightly higher collision energy of 3.85 GeV (6A
GeV), the rescatterings of the kaons with the nucleons
in the dense matter already cause them to flow in the
direction of the nucleons, as it was reported in Ref. [41].
Thus, the transition from rare-collisional to collisional
regime occurs in the considered energy range. At the en-
ergy of 4.5 GeV, the kaons can be considered well ther-
malized at the late stage of nuclear collision, however the
afterburner still does not affect the flow, as seen from
Fig. 4.

At the same time, the K− directed flow at 3 GeV is
reduced by the afterburner because the NK− cross sec-
tion is of the order of 40 mb or even higher at low reala-
tive NK− energies [38, 75, 76]. However, the calculated
K− flow is still essentially stronger than the experimen-
tal one. Apparently, this is a result of the aforementioned
shortcoming of the THESEUS particlization, i.e. a lack
of shadowing of the central fireball by still hydrodynam-
ically evolving spectators.

Within the 3FD model, we calculate v1(y) for K0
s

mesons in terms of those for K0 and K̄0 as follows

vK0s
1 (y) =

(
vK0
1 (y)

dNK0

dy
+ vK0

1 (y)
dNK0

dy

)

/

(
dNK0

dy
+

dNK0

dy

)
, (2)

where dNK0/dy and dNK0/dy are rapidity distributions
of the K0 and K̄0 mesons. Eq. (2) does not imply that
K0

s consists of K0 and K̄0 in this proportion. It only
means thatK0

s mesons originate fromK0 and K̄0 mesons
that are emitted from the interaction region. These
K0 and K̄0 mesons keep their momenta and thus their
flow pattern after escaping from the interaction region.
Therefore, the corresponding fractions of produced K0

s

mesons carry these K0 and K̄0 flow patterns. The K̄0

number is about 20% of that of K0 at 4.5 GeV.
The directed flow of K0

s mesons at 4.5 GeV strongly
depends on the EoS and moderately depends on the af-
terburner. This moderate dependence on the afterburner
is a consequence of the large fraction of K0 mesons in
produced K0

s . The K0 mesons are practically unaffected
by the afterburner. Therefore, the K0

s directed flow is a
good probe of the hot and dense stage of the collision. As
seen from Fig. 4, the crossover EoS is certainly preferable
for reproduction of the data.

Thus, the directed flows of various particles provide
information on dynamics in various parts and at various
stages of the colliding system depending on the parti-
cle. However, the information on the EoS is not always
directly accessible because of strong influence of the af-
terburner stage or insufficient thermalization of kaons.
The crossover scenario gives the best overall description

of the data, of course, with all reservations regarding the
above-mentioned difficulties in applying the model.

V. DIRECTED FLOW OF KAONS

The kaons deserve a separate discussion. As has been
mentioned above, the afterburner does not affect the flow
of kaons because of small cross sections of their inter-
actions with other hadrons but noticeably changes the
antikaon flow at 3 GeV, see Fig. 3. It is instructive to
consider the kaon and antikaon flows at 4.5 GeV, in spite
of absence of the corresponding data.
The directed flow of kaons, antikaons and K0

s mesons
as function of rapidity in semicentral (b = 5 fm) Au+Au
collisions at collision energy of

√
sNN = 4.5 GeV is pre-

sented in Fig. 6. The flows of kaons and antikaons are
marked as (K0,K+) and (K̄0,K−), respectively, because
the 3FD model does not distinguish the corresponding
mesons. The kaon flow again turns out to be insensitive
to the afterburner.
The flow of antikaons is enhanced by the afterburner,

contrary to the reduction of the antikaon flow at 3 GeV.
Notably, midrapidity slopes of the kaon and antikaon flow
are of the opposite sign for the crossover and 1PT EoS’s
while they are both non-negative within the hadronic sce-
nario. Apparently, the antiflow of the antikaons is again
related to the aforementioned shadowing of the decay of
central blob by the spectator matter. This shadowing is
present already in the 3FD stage of the evolution, as seen
from the upper raw of panels in Fig. 6. The afterburner
additionally enhances this shadowing and hence the an-
tiflow, see the middle raw of panels in Fig. 6. These
opposite signs of the midrapidity slopes of the kaon and
antikaon flows can be considered as a prediction for the
flow at 4.5 GeV.
In-medium modifications of kaons are discussed in con-

nection with chiral symmetry restoration and neutron
star properties, see review [79]. In Refs. [38, 41, 76, 80],
it was found that in-medium modifications of kaons are
very important for description of the kaon observables, in
particular, the kaon directed flow. It was reported that
these in-medium effects can even change the midrapid-
ity slope of the kaon flow at the energy of 3.85 GeV (6A
GeV) [41], i.e. in the energy range we consider here.
In the relativistic mean-field approximation for the

baryon degrees of freedom [81, 82], the in-medium
(anti)kaon energy reads

E(p) =

[
m2

K + p2 − ΣKN

f2
K

ρ+

(
3

8

n

f2
K

)2
]1/2

± 3

8

n

f2
K

, (3)

where p is the three-momentum of the (anti)kaon, the
upper(lower) sign refers to K(K̄).

n =
∑
B

⟨B̄γ0B⟩,
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FIG. 6: Directed flow of kaons, antikaons and K0
s mesons as function of rapidity in semicentral (b = 5 fm) Au+Au collisions

at collision energy of
√
sNN = 4.5 GeV. Results are calculated within THESEUS (the middle raw of panels) and also within

the 3FD model with (the lower raw of panels) and without (the upper raw of panels) in-medium modifications of (anti)kaons.
STAR data are from Ref. [20].

ρ =
∑
B

⟨B̄B⟩

are the proper baryon density and scalar baryon density,
respectively, which are sums over various baryons B. Nu-
merical values of the kaon decay constant, fK = 106
MeV, and the kaon-nucleon sigma term, ΣKN = 350
MeV, are taken from Ref. [38]. The term proportional
to ΣKN results from the attractive scalar interaction due
to explicit chiral symmetry breaking.

The above expression was derived for the so-called s-
wave interaction. Importance of p-wave kaon-baryon in-
teractions was indicated in Refs. [83, 84]. The treatment
of the kaon-baryon interaction beyond the mean-field ap-
proximation, i.e. with the G-matrix approach [76, 79],
also turned out to be important. Therefore, Eq. (3) can
only serve as a basis for the estimation of the in-medium
effects in (anti)kaon production. Below we use Eq. (3)

for this purpose. The same form of the in-medium kaon
energy was used in Ref. [41].

The version of the UrQMD that is implemented in
THESEUS is not suitable for treatment of the medium
modified kaons. Therefore, we study the in-medium ef-
fects within the 3FD model. Results of the 3FD cal-
culation of the directed flow taking into account the in-
medium kaon modification at collision energy of

√
sNN =

4.5 GeV is shown in the lower raw of panels of Fig. 6. As
seen, the effect of this in-medium modification is quite
moderate. However, it slightly improves the agreement
with the K0

s data within the 1PT EoS and especially
the crossover scenario. This improvement is practically
the same as that resulted from the afterburner. It is
remarkable that the change of the antikaon flow due to
the in-medium effects is opposite to that caused by the
afterburner.
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FIG. 7: Directed flow of kaons (left panel) and antikaons
(right panel) as function of rapidity in semicentral (b = 6
fm) Au+Au collisions at collision energy of

√
sNN = 3 GeV.

Results are calculated with and without in-medium modifica-
tions of (anti)kaons for the crossover EoS’s. STAR data are
from Ref. [20].

As seen from Fig. 7, the effect of the in-medium modifi-
cations of (anti)kaons is also small contrary to that found
in Refs. [38, 41, 76, 80]. Apparently, this is because the
kaons were incompletely equilibrated in the matter in ki-
netic simulations of Refs. [38, 41, 76, 80] and hence the
in-medium effect was accumulated throughout the evolu-
tion of the system. In the 3FD simulations they are com-
pletely equilibrated and the in-medium modifications ap-
pear only at the freeze-out, leaving them insufficient time
to manifest themselves. Again the in-medium modifica-
tions and the afterburner result in opposite changes in the
antikaon directed flow. Only the afterburner decreases
and the in-medium modification increases the flow, con-
trary to that at 4.5 GeV. This is because there is the
normal flow at 3 GeV instead of antiflow at 4.5 GeV.

We can conclude that the directed flow of kaons or K0
s

is a promising probe of the EoS at hot and dense stage of
the collision at 4.5 GeV because it is not affected by the
afterburner stage. At 3 GeV, the kaons do not appear
to be fully equilibrated in matter and therefore do not
reflect the EoS of the matter. The antikaon flow is also
a good EoS probe, which is however strongly modified
during the afterburner evolution.

VI. SUMMARY

The directed flow of various hadrons at energies√
sNN = 3 and 4.5 GeV were calculated and compared

with recent STAR-FXT data [20, 21]. The calculations
were performed within the 3FD model [46, 47] and also
within the THESEUS generator [49–51] in order to to
study the effect of the UrQMD afterburner stage on the
directed flow. Three different EoS’s are used in the
simulations: a purely hadronic EoS [62] and two EoS’s
with deconfinement transitions [63], i.e. an EoS with a
strong first-order phase transition and one with a smooth
crossover transition.

At these collision energies, the time for the nuclei to

pass each other is long relative to the time scale of the
participant evolution and therefore the interaction be-
tween participants and spectators (shadowing) is impor-
tant. In particular, the squeeze-out effect is a conse-
quence of this shadowing. This shadowing only partially
is taken into account within the 3FD evolution because
the central fireball remains to be shadowed even after the
freeze-out. Therefore, the afterburner stage becomes of
prime importance.
The afterburner shifts the 3FD-calculated flow closer

to the data but still not enough to reproduce the pion
and antikaon flow at 3 GeV. This insufficient effect of
the afterburner results from shortcoming of the THE-
SEUS isochronous particlization: The afterburner skips
the stage of shadowing of the post-freeze-out expansion of
the central fireball by spectators still hydrodynamically
evolving.
The directed flows of various particles provide informa-

tion on dynamics in various parts and at various stages of
the colliding system depending on the particle. However,
the information on the EoS is not always directly acces-
sible because of strong influence of the afterburner stage
or insufficient equilibration, as it happens with kaons at
3 GeV. Based on these simulations, the following conclu-
sions were drawn:

• The proton flow is formed at the early stage of the
collision, where the matter is not yet equilibrated.
Therefore, it probes the properties of this nonequi-
librium matter rather than its EoS that implies the
equilibrated matter. The proton flow is well repro-
duced within all three considered scenarios and is
practically independent of the afterburner.

• The Λ flow turns out to be more sensitive to the
EoS because Λ’s are produced in highly excited
but still baryon-rich regions of the colliding system.
These regions are formed later, when the tempera-
ture reaches high values. The afterburner stronger
affects evolution in these regions.

• The meson flow probes dynamics of highly excited
baryon-rich and baryon-depleted regions of the sys-
tem. The highly excited baryon-depleted regions
are formed even later than the excited baryon-
rich regions, when the transverse expansion already
dominates.

• The pion flow is strongly affected by the after-
burner. This strong dependence on the afterburner
is a consequence of the shadowing.

• The directed flow of kaons or K0
s is a promising

probe of the EoS at hot and dense stage of the col-
lision at 4.5 GeV because it is not affected by the
afterburner stage. At 3 GeV, the kaons do not ap-
pear to be fully equilibrated in matter and therefore
do not reflect the EoS of the matter. The antikaon
flow is also a good EoS probe, which is however
strongly modified during the afterburner evolution.
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In conclusion, the crossover scenario gives the best
overall description of the data, of course, with all reserva-
tions regarding the above-mentioned difficulties in apply-
ing the model. This crossover EoS is soft in the hadronic
phase. This result agrees with that in Refs. [3, 4, 41, 42]
but is in contrast to Refs. [11, 22–24, 26, 29], where stiff
EoS’s were found being preferable for the reproduction
of the directed flow at 3 GeV. The conclusion about the
preference of the stiff EoS [11, 22–24, 26, 29], was mostly
based on the proton flow, which is formed at the early
nonequilibrium stage of the collision. Therefore, the pro-
ton flow is a combined result of the EoS and the stopping
power of the matter. Different combinations of the EoS
and the stopping power can properly describe the pro-
ton flow. Directed flows of different hadrons, as well as
other bulk observables should be considered together to
decouple effects of the EoS and the stopping power.

Within the preferred crossover scenario, the transition

into QGP in Au+Au collisions occurs at collision ener-
gies between 3 and 4.5 GeV, at baryon densities nB ∼> 4n0

and temperatures ≈ 150 MeV. This implies that the EoS
additionally softens at 4.5 GeV. This softening and hence
transition into QGP at 4.5 GeV well agrees with conclu-
sions made in Refs. [11, 22–24, 26, 29].
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Double Deeply Virtual Compton Scattering at Jefferson Lab Hall A Marie Boër

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 GeV2, 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.1 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), 𝜉 (“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 Q2=-q2 and/or
Q’2=q’2 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=±𝜉. 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 | < 𝜉 [5, 29, 30]. It is essential to deconvolute these 2 variables and extrapolate the GPDs to
𝜉=0 [8], which is needed for tomographic interpretations.
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(q) (q')
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Figure 1: General Compton-like reaction diagram at leading twist, leading order. Dash lane indicates the
factorization between a soft part, parameterized by the GPDs and a hard calculable part.

Indeed, one can’t directly access the GPDs with DVCS, TCS or DDVCS: we are measuring
functions of them, the Compton Form Factors (CFFs), which can be extracted from fitting ex-
perimental observables (cross sections, spin or charge asymmetries...). For instance, the CFF H
associated with the GPD 𝐻 and accessible in DVCS or TCS experiments writes

H(𝜉, 𝑡) =
∑︁
𝑞

𝑒2
𝑞

{
P
∫ 1

−1
𝑑𝑥 𝐻𝑞 (𝑥, 𝜉, 𝑡)

[
1

𝜉 − 𝑥 −
1

𝜉 + 𝑥

]
+ 𝑖𝜋 [𝐻𝑞 (𝜉, 𝜉, 𝑡) − 𝐻𝑞 (−𝜉, 𝜉, 𝑡)]

}
(1)

where the sum runs over all parton flavors with elementary electrical charge 𝑒𝑞, and P indicates
the Cauchy principal value of the integral. The imaginary part of the CFF accesses the GDP values
at 𝑥 = ±𝜉 and the real part comes in an integral over x. It involves the convolution of parton
propagators and the GPD values out-of the diagonals 𝑥 = ±𝜉 (Fig. 2). Thanks to the virtuality of
the final state photon (see section2), DDVCS provides a way to circumvent this limitation [29, 30],
allowing to vary independently 𝑥 and 𝜉. Considering the same GPD 𝐻, the corresponding CFF for
the DDVCS process writes

H(𝜉′, 𝜉, 𝑡) =
∑︁
𝑞

𝑒2
𝑞

{
P
∫ 1

−1
𝑑𝑥 𝐻𝑞 (𝑥, 𝜉, 𝑡)

[
1

𝜉′ − 𝑥 −
1

𝜉′ + 𝑥

]
+ 𝑖𝜋 [𝐻𝑞 (𝜉′, 𝜉, 𝑡) − 𝐻𝑞 (−𝜉′, 𝜉, 𝑡)]

}
(2)

involving an additional scaling variable 𝜉 representing here the GPD skewness. We can therefore
explore the GPDs out of the "diagonal" 𝑥 = ±𝜉 (Fig .2).

2. Phenomenology of DDVCS

DDVCS is measured in the reaction 𝑒𝑁 → 𝑒′𝑁 ′𝐿+𝐿−, where N is a nucleon, e is a lepton
(beam), 𝐿+𝐿− is a lepton pair coming from the decay an outgoing virtual photon. At the quark level,
the process which occur for DDVCS is: 𝛾1𝑁 → 𝛾2𝑁

′ (as in Fig.1). In fact, DDVCS interfers with
two Bethe-Heitler like processes ("BH" = BH1 and BH2), where the lepton pair comes from (1) a
radiative virtual photon emission from the lepton beam ("BH1") and (2) a lepton pair produced by
the exchanged photons ("BH2"). We are representing the different subprocesses Fig.3: the DDVCS
process is displayed at the top, we took the case of an electron beam and a final muon pair; we are
displaying the two cases of Bethe-Heitler at the bottom ("BH1" on the left, "BH2" on the right).
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Figure 2: Graphical representation of the DVCS Compton form factor (CFF) showing a typical model for the
GPD 𝐻 at 𝑡=0; the red points indicates the GPD values involved in the CFF imaginary part, and the yellow
line underlines the integral path of the CFF real part.

N' (p')N (p)

1
∗γ (q)

2
∗γ (q')
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 (l)-µ

N' (p')N (p)

1
∗γ (q)

2
∗γ (q')

 (l')+µ

 (l)-µ

e' (k')e (k)

N' (p')N (p)

1
∗γ (q)

2
∗γ (q')

 (l')+µ

 (l)-µ

e' (k')e (k)

Figure 3: Electroproduction of a muon pair off a quark in a nucleon, at leading order and leading twist
(CC not represented). Top: DDVCS process. Bottom left: Bethe-Heitler like process from a radiative
virtual photon emission (referred to in this paper as "BH1". Bottom right: Bethe-Heitler process from
exchanged virtual photon conversion (referred to here as "BH2"). We indicated some kinematic variables
and 4-momenta as indicated in the text.

Note that crossed diagrams aren’t represented. At leading twist and leading order, 6 diagrams
interfer in the reaction of electroproduction of a muon pair off a nucleon. We are choosing to study
DDCCS+BH in the di-muon channel to avoid concerns in having two electron in the final state
(antisymmetrization for the interpretation, particle identification and kinematic reconstruction at
the experimental level...), since our available beam at Jefferson Lab (JLab) is an electron beam.

As indicated in Fig.3, we are using here the following notation for the 4-vectors of the different
particles involved:

𝑒(𝑘) − 𝑒′(𝑘 ′) + 𝑝(𝑝1) ≡ 𝛾★(𝑞1) + 𝑝(𝑝1) → 𝑝′(𝑝2) + 𝛾★(𝑞2) → 𝑝′(𝑝2) + 𝜇+(𝑙+) + 𝜇− (𝑙−). (3)
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Figure 4: Reference frame, kinematics, angles, for the DDVCS reaction, using notations defined in [29] and
our angle’s notation.

For our kinematics, we are using the notations defined in [29], expressed in the reference frame
represented Fig. 4. The photon virtualities (incoming and outgoing, respectively) are defined as

𝑄2 = −𝑞2; 𝑄′2 = 𝑞′2. (4)

We define the symmetrical momentum variables 𝑝 and 𝑞 as

𝑞 =
1
2
(𝑞 + 𝑞′); 𝑝 = 𝑝 + 𝑝′, (5)

and the four-momentum transfer to the nucleon Δ = 𝑝 − 𝑝′ = 𝑞 − 𝑞′ with 𝑡 = Δ2. The DDVCS
scaling variables write

𝑥𝐵 = −1
2
𝑞1 · 𝑞1
𝑝1 · 𝑞1

; 𝜉′ = − 𝑞 · 𝑞
𝑝 · 𝑞 ; 𝜉 =

Δ · 𝑞
𝑝 · 𝑞 . (6)

The symmetrical momentum q can be decomposed as

𝑞2 = −1
2

(
𝑄2 −𝑄′2 + Δ2

2

)
. (7)

We can decompose the skewness variables in terms of virtualities and Δ:

𝜉 =
𝑄2 −𝑄′2 + (Δ2/2)

2(𝑄2/𝑥𝐵) −𝑄2 −𝑄′2 + Δ2 , 𝜉′ = − 𝑄2 +𝑄′2
2(𝑄2/𝑥𝐵) −𝑄2 −𝑄′2 + Δ2 , (8)

which expresses GPDs variables of interest (𝜉, 𝜉′, t) in terms of experimentally measured quantities.
Note that the different 𝑄′2-dependence in the numerators of 𝜉 and 𝜉′ expresses the ability to access
out-of diagonals phase space (𝑥 ≠ 𝜉) from the "lever arm" in Q2 versus Q’2; and that for DVCS or
TCS, 𝜉 = 𝜉′ (at the asymptotic limit).

We made projections for realistic kinematics accessible at Jefferson Lab, using an 11 GeV
electron beam, cuts at 𝑄2=1 GeV2, 𝑄′2=4 GeV2, 𝑄2 −𝑄′2=1 GeV2, 𝑊2 > 2GeV2, −𝑡 < 0.55GeV2,
among other kinematic considerations. Neglecting the acceptance effects, we obtained Fig.5,
showing how much "off-diagonal" phase space we would be able to cover in an experiment. Red
boxes on this figure indicate one proposed binning in t, 𝜉 and 𝜉′. We decided to exclude the central
region (𝑄2 ∼ 𝑄′2) as it can’t be interpreted with our current knowledge (factorization may not hold).
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Figure 5: Accessible "off-diagonal" phase-space for DDVCS+BH for experiments at Jefferson Lab. Cuts
are indicated on the figure and the main text. Note that the figure (blue/yellow area) integrates our statistics
over t: red boxes represent bins in t, where the maximal limits are indicated in the boxes.

3. DDVCS+BH observables and projections

We define as "experimental observables" unpolarized, beam and/or target polarized cross
sections and spin asymmetries (normalized difference of 2 relative spin states). At JLab, we would
like to measure unpolarized and beam polarized cross sections. CFFs can be extracted from fitting
these cross sections. The differential cross section for the electroproduction of muon pair off the
nucleon can be written [31]

𝑑7𝜎

𝑑𝑥𝐵 𝑑𝑦 𝑑𝑡 𝑑𝜙 𝑑𝑄′2 𝑑Ω𝜇

=
1
(2𝜋)3

𝛼4

16
𝑥𝐵𝑦

𝑄2
√

1 + 𝜀2

√︄
1 −

4𝑚2
𝜇

𝑄′2
|T |2, (9)

where the reaction amplitude can generically be expressed as

|T |2 = |T𝑉𝐶𝑆 |2 + I1 + I2 + |T𝐵𝐻1 |2 + |T𝐵𝐻2 |2 + T𝐵𝐻12 , (10)

with the pure DDVCS amplitude |T𝑉𝐶𝑆 |2, the interference amplitudesI1 andI2 between the DDVCS
and two Bethe-Heitler sub-processes, and the pure BH amplitude built itself from the two elementary
BH subprocesses. We refer to [31] for more details on the harmonic structure of these amplitudes.

The interference amplitude bewteen the BH and DDVCS processes is an observable of interest
since it involves linear combinations of Compton form factors. The imaginary part of the amplidudes
can be accessed directly via beam spin asymmetries. Not only beam spin asymmetries are easier to
measure than cross sections, but "pure" Bethe-Heitler terms in the amplitude cancel in beam spin
asymmetries (at the numerator), leading to a better sensitivity to the CFFs and GPDs. Considering
the harmonic dependence of the cross section, it was shown [31] that the same basic information
about GPDs can be obtained from the appropriate moments in 𝜙 or 𝜑𝜇, a feature of particular interest
for experimental consistency. Taking advantage of the symmetry properties of the BH propagators
to minimize the BH contribution, the first 𝜙-moment and 𝜑𝜇-moment of the beam spin asymmetry
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can be written [31]{
𝐴

sin 𝜙

LU

𝐴
sin 𝜑𝜇

LU

}
=

1
N

∫ 3𝜋/4

𝜋/4
𝑑𝜃𝜇

∫ 2𝜋

0
𝑑𝜑𝜇

∫ 2𝜋

0
𝑑𝜙

{
2 sin 𝜙

2 sin 𝜑𝜇

}
𝑑7−→𝜎 − 𝑑7←−𝜎

𝑑𝑥𝐵 𝑑𝑦 𝑑𝑡 𝑑𝜙 𝑑𝑄′2 𝑑Ω𝜇

∝ ℑm

{
𝐹1H −

𝑡

4𝑀2
𝑁

𝐹2E + 𝜉′(𝐹1 + 𝐹2)H̃
}
, (11)

where 𝐹1 and 𝐹2 are the proton’s form factors,H , H̃ , E are the CFFs depending on GPDs H, �̃�, E,
respectively, and with the normalization factor given by

N =

∫ 3𝜋/4

𝜋/4
𝑑𝜃𝜇

∫ 2𝜋

0
𝑑𝜑𝜇

∫ 2𝜋

0
𝑑𝜙

𝑑7−→𝜎 + 𝑑7←−𝜎
𝑑𝑥𝐵 𝑑𝑦 𝑑𝑡 𝑑𝜙 𝑑𝑄′2 𝑑Ω𝜇

, (12)

and where we omit for clarity the (𝜉′, 𝜉, 𝑡)-dependence of the CFFs. In the case of a proton target the
measurement gives access to the "out-of diagonal" kinematic dependencies of GPD 𝐻 (dominant
term).

We display in this section some of our projections made for JLab kinematics. Calculations
are made from VGG model for GPDs [32], based on the DDVCS calculations from [29], with
modifications. Our kinematic studies are performed with our event generator. Fig. 6 displays the
differential cross section and the beam spin asymmetry 𝐴𝐿𝑈 for two relevant kinematics for the
determination of GPDs that we aim at measuring at JLab, in Hall A. These experimental observables
are been obtained using the prescription of Eq. 11 for the integration over the angular phase space
of the di-muon pair. Sizeable asymmetries are predicted together with, as expected, a strong
sensitivity of the cross section to kinematic conditions. Since the azimuthal and polar angle of the
final muon pair are strongly correlated to each other and to the rate of BH (especially "BH2") in the
full DDVCS+BH reaction, we calculated the unpolarized cross section (Fig. 7, left) and beam spin
asymmetry (right) at different 𝜃𝜇. The "actual" observables that will be used for the extraction of
the CFFs are unpolarized cross sections and beam spin asymmetries, differential in the initial and
final azimuthal angles, integrated over the final polar angle. Extremes values in 𝜃 are cut out from
this integral (40 ≤ 𝜃𝜇 ≤ 1400), due to the large BH dominance in this regions coming from the
peaks induced by the "BH2" diagrams.

4. Measuring DDVCS with the SoLID spectrometer at JLab Hall A

Different projects exist at JLab to measure DDVCS in Halls A, B, C. The project presented
in this paper is based on our letter of intent [33], submitted in 2023, and aiming at measuring
the DDVCS+BH beam spin asymmetries with a slightly modified version of the SoLID (future)
spectrometer. The projections presented in this section are based on this LOI. Our idea is to
supplement the SoLID spectrometer [34], as in it’s setup approved for the J/Ψ experiment [35], with
a dedicated muon detector, also serving as trigger. We are displaying our full setup, from GEANT4
simulations, Fig. 8 (left). The additional muon detector is shown Fig. 8 (right), and made of an
alternance of 3 layers of iron (for shielding), 3 layers of straw tubes (for tracking), then 2 layers of
plastic scintillators at the back-end to trigger on the muon pair. The iron plates will be coming from
CLEO-II.
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Figure 6: Out-of-plane angular dependence of the differential cross section (left) and the beam spin asym-
metry (right) for the 𝑒𝑃 → 𝑒′𝑝𝜇+𝜇− process at E=11 GeV, 𝑥𝐵=0.25, 𝑡=-0.4 GeV2, and different virtual
photon masses.

Figure 7: Out-of-plane angular dependence of the differential cross section for various polar angles of the
muon (left) and for the differential beam spin asymmetry (right)
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Preliminary design of SoLID muon detector at forward angle in Geant4 simulation.
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SoLID is designed to use a solenoid field and allows to carry out experiments with high
energy ∼ 11 GeV electron beams on unpolarized and polarized targets at luminosities of up to
𝐿 = 1037 cm−2 sec−1 in an open geometry. The solenoid field, reaching about 1.4T is provided by
re-using the CLEO-II magnet. Part of the CLEO-II iron flux return will be modified and reused,
and two new iron endcaps will be added at the front and back of the solenoid. Forward angle
detectors cover polar angles from 8.5◦ to 16◦, and consist of planes of Gas Electron Multipliers
(GEM) for tracking, a light-gas Cherenkov (LGCC) for e/𝜋 separation, a heavy gas Cherenkov
(HGCC) for 𝜋/K separation, a Multi-gap Resistive Plate Chamber (MRPC) for time-of-flight, and
an Electromagnetic Calorimeter (FAEC). Large-angle detectors cover polar angle from 17◦ to 24.5◦

and consist of several planes of GEM for tracking, and an Electromagnetic Calorimeter (LAEC).

5. Summary

We presented the motivations and our proposed setup for an experiment aiming at measuring
DDVCS+BH with the SoLID spectrometer at JLab Hall A, supplemented by new muon detectors.
The DDVCS+BH azymuthal dependencies of the beam spin asymmetries are sensitive to the
imaginary part of the amplitudes and to the interference between DDVCS and BH. DDVCS has
never been measured, and accessing CFFs from its observables will enable, for the first time, to
deconvolute the proton’s and quark’s momenta, which is essential for tomographic interpretations
of the GPDs.
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Future measurements of TCS at JLab Hall C Debaditya Biswas

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.

Figure 1: Time Like Compton Scattering (leading order and leading twist, CC not represented).

TCS is measured in the reaction 𝛾𝑃 → 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 (𝜎) and beam spin asymmetries (𝐴⊙𝑈 is mostly sensitive to the interference term in
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the TCS+BH amplitude). The beam spin asymmetry is defined as:

𝐴⊙𝑈 =
𝜎+ − 𝜎−

𝜎+ + 𝜎− , (1)

where ⊙ represents the beam polarization and 𝑈 represents the unpolarized target. +, − represents
the right and left circularly polarized beam respectively. 𝜎 is defined as the five differential polarized
cross section, which reads

𝜎± ≡ 𝑑5𝜎

𝑑𝑄′2 𝑑𝑡 𝑑 (𝑐𝑜𝑠𝜃) 𝑑𝜙 𝑑𝐸𝛾

, (2)

where𝑄′2 is the virtuality of the outgoing photon, 𝑡 is the squared momentum transfer (Mandelstam
variable), 𝜃 and 𝜙 are the polar and azimuthal angles for the scattered electron in the virtual photon’s
rest frame, relative to the proton-incoming photon’s frame. 𝐸𝛾 is the incoming beam energy.

In this paper, we will focus on our experimental setup for the measurement of unpolarized and
beam polarized TCS+BH cross sections at JLab Hall C. Our setup is strongly inspired by a similar
one, proposed to measure TCS+BH transverse target spin asymmetries off an ammonia target [7].

2. Experimental Setup

Figure 2: The GEANT4 simulations for the experimental setup for an unpolarized TCS experiment. Q1,
Q2, Q3 and Q4 designate four quadrants consisting of the same set of detectors. Each of the four quadrants
consists of three layers of GEMs, 3 layers of hodoscopes and an electromagnetic calorimeter. The unpolarized
liquid hydrogen target is inside the scattering chamber (on the left). The SBS magnet is shown in between
the "quadrants" and the scattering chamber.

3
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To measure unpolarized TCS cross sections at JLab Hall C, we need a dedicated experimental
setup. A lot of studies were done for the equivalent polarized TCS case [7], therefore we are
replicating part of that setup. Fig 2 shows our Geant4 simulations. The Compact Photon Source
(CPS) [8] will be used to generate a high intensity (∼ 1012𝛾/𝑠𝑒𝑐 circularly polarized photon beam.
We are using a 15 𝑐𝑚 long liquid hydrogen target, kept inside a scattering chamber. The outgoing
particles are an electron, a positron and a recoil proton. To separate the outgoing 𝑒− and 𝑒+, we
placed a magnet in front of the scattering chamber. Q1, Q2, Q3 and Q4 (in Fig. 2) designate four
identical "quadrants": each of the four quadrants consists of three layers of GEMs, hodoscopes and
electromagnetic calorimeter. For further details about the base setup, see [7]. The electromagnetic
calorimeters in each quadrant correspond to ∼ 1/2 of the surface currently available from the
Neutral Particle Spectrometer (NPS) [9], currently used in a DVCS experiment at JLab.

Figure 3: The CPS cut-out side view. Deflected electrons strike a copper absorber, surrounded by a W-Cu
insert inside the magnet yoke. The outer rectangular region in this view is the tungsten-powder shield.

2.1 Compact Photon Source (CPS)

The experiment will take advantage of the already approved Compact Photon Source (CPS) for
the experiment E12-17-008 [8, 10], to get a pure circularly polarized photon beam. The conceptual
design of the CPS is shown in Fig 3. The CPS can generate photons with a flux of 1.5 × 1012 𝑠−1

with a 2.5 𝜇𝐴 electron beam, for photon energies >5 GeV. The expected spot size of the photon
off the target is ∼ 1 𝑚𝑚, at 2 𝑚 distance of the CPS radiator. For more design details and working
principle of CPS, we refer to [12].

2.2 Target

For this experiment, an unpolarized liquid hydrigen target is needed. A 15cm long liquid
hydrogen target of Hall C is used in this study. The liquid hydrogen is kept in a 15 𝑐𝑚 long
aluminum can, and can be seen in the middle of the scattering chamber, in Fig 4. More details
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Figure 4: The Geant4 design of the 15 𝑐𝑚 long liquid hydrogen, target placed inside the scattering chamber.

about the target geometry can be found in [11]. The target is placed inside the scattering chamber,
made of 2 inches thick aluminum wall. The horizontal angular range of the scattering window is
from 3.2 deg to 77.0 deg on the High Momentum Spectrometer (HMS, one of the "standard" Hall C
detector equipment) side, and from 3.2 deg to 47.0 deg on the Super High Momentum Spectrometer
(SHMS, one of the "standard" Hall C detector equipment) side. The thickness of the aluminum for
the scattering window is 0.02 𝑖𝑛𝑐ℎ𝑒𝑠.

Figure 5: GEANT4 simulation for SBS magnet geometry.
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2.3 Magnet

A simple magnet geometry is simulated in Geant4 and placed between the scattering chamber
and the detector stack 5. The field strength is 2.4 𝑇-𝑚 along the x axis (red arrow in Fig 2), with
1.2 𝑚 long pole as shown in Fig 5. What we eventually want will be to move the Super Big Bite
Spectrometer (SBS) magnet from Jlab Hall A into the Hall C, after their experiments. Therefore, we
is designed our magnet according to the SBS magnet geometry. We are looking into the possibility
of reusing magnets from other experiments as well, to help in cutting the cost of our experiment.

2.4 GEMs

For the reconstruction of the vertex parameters from the track coordinates at the detectors,
tracker is needed for the experiment. For this purpose, we put 3 layers of GEMs in our simulations.
The GEMs are very useful for the reconstruction of transverse tracks with certainty up to 100 𝜇𝑚.
The general knowledge about GEMs assures (compared to other methods of tracking) reliable track
reconstruction in the background rates, which we expect to be relatively high (up to 106𝐻𝑧/𝑚𝑚 in
this experiment). We found that only 2 layers of the GEMs could be enough for the determination
of the positions and directions of the tracks, but we decided to put three layers to ensure it’s
performance in the high background rates and a better particle identification (see studies in [7]).

2.5 Hodoscopes

The detection of recoil protons requires is essential in this experiment, because we are using an
untagged photon beam from CPS, therefore are missing it’s energy. Indeed, the scattered electron
from the primary CEBAF beam is dumped into the CPS magnet. Our secondary photon beam
ranges from ∼ 5.5 to ∼ 11 GeV. We know it’s direction (very low scattering angle), but not it’s exact
energy. This is why, for an exclusive measurement such as TCS, we need to detect absolutely all
the outgoing particles. The detection of the protons requires fly’s-eye array of scintillators in each
of the detector quadrants. The scintillators will be placed just before the NPS calorimeters, and the
light sensors need to be coupled at the rear side of the scintillators. Our preliminary results show
an optimal size for the scintillators at 2 × 2 × 5 𝑐𝑚3 for the transverse polarized case. We need
to modify this size for our unpolarized TCS experiment, since the magnetic field is different. The
proton identifications will require the 𝑑𝐸/𝑑𝑋 signal from the hodoscopes. The hodoscopes will
also be used for the trigger system (from either the lepton pair solely, or all 3 scattered particles).
For this experiment, the general idea of the trigger will follow the already proposed polarized TCS
experiments. Details on the polarized case we are refering to are in [7].

2.6 Electromagnetic calorimeters

To determine the kinematic variables 𝑄′, 𝜉, and 𝑡, we need to measure the coordinates and the
energy of the di-lepton (𝑒+, 𝑒−) pair. We are using a highly segmented lead-tungstate calorimeter.
As shown in the Fig 2, each of the four detector quadrants has a calorimeter at the end. We plan to
use the existing Neutral Particle Spectrometer (NPS) calorimeter (having enough crystals to prepare
2 of our "quadrants"). Our TCS experiment relies on doubling the surface of the NPS, i.e. the total
number of crystals. In the polarized TCS [7] experimental setup, for each quadrant we have 23× 23
matrix of PbWO4 crystal blocks. Each block has 2.05 × 2.05 𝑐𝑚2 geometrical cross-sections.
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Figure 6: Simple one calorimeter plane unpolarized TCS setup for the preliminary studies.

3. Results

At this stage of our studies, we decided to study a simple one plane "calorimetric setup", and
check the SBS magnet performances, as shown Fig 6. Here we removed all the detectors that were
displayed Fig 2, except for one single plane of calorimeter. The calorimeter plane is placed at the
90 deg with 𝑍 axis (parallel to 𝑥-𝑦 plane), and facing the beam direction. The distance between the
center of the target to the face of the calorimeter is ∼ 350 𝑐𝑚.

Without any magnetic field, the TCS weighted electron and proton events are projected at the
face of the calorimeter. It is evident from Fig 7a that most of the electrons are well within the
magnetic bore (black box), i.e. withing ±50 𝑐𝑚 in 𝑥 direction around the center of the calorimeter.
So, the chance of SBS iron core blocking the electrons is quite low. As positrons are produced in
pair production along with the electrons, we can expect the same positional distributions for the
them at the face of the calorimeter.

After applying the magnetic field in the magnet, the electrons and positrons are separated
and illuminated the different 𝑦 positions on the calorimeter as shown in the Fig 8a and Fig 8b.
As expected there is no separation between the two particles in 𝑥 direction. Electrons populated
the region between column 60 and column 80 of the scintillator segmentation, and the positrons
populated the region between column 10 and 35. This clearly shows that our magnetic field
simulation is acceptable, and with this setup the electrons and the positrons can be separated in
space for particle identification.

As shown in the Fig 7b, even without the magnetic field the protons are not as concentrated in
space as the electrons. In the 𝑥 direction the spread of the proton (without the magnetic field) is as
big as −400 𝑐𝑚 to +400 𝑐𝑚 around the center of the calorimeter plane. Here we didn’t show the

7



Future measurements of TCS at JLab Hall C Debaditya Biswas

(a) TCS weighted events for the for electrons, projected at the face of the calorimeter in Fig:6. No magnetic field is used
in the SBS magnet bore. The black box in the middle shows projected opening of the magnetic bore at the calorimeter
face. Same is expected for the positrons. Figures are produced by Vardan Tadevosyan.

(b) TCS weighted events for the for protons, projected at the face of the calorimeter in Fig:6. No magnetic field is used
in the SBS magnet bore. The black box in the middle shows projected opening of the magnetic bore at the calorimeter
face. Figures are produced by Vardan Tadevosyan.

Figure 7: Projected electron and the proton events at the face of the calorimeter (no magnetic field) in Fig 6.

spread of the protons with the magnetic field in the magnetic bore.

4. Future Work

The work discussed in this paper is still progressing. In the next stage, we aim at getting
realistic signal and background rates. We will check if the current opening of the magnetic bore is
big enough to detect a sufficient number of protons to conduct our experiment in reasonable amount
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(a) TCS weighted events for the for electrons, projected at
the face of the calorimeter in Fig:6. 2.4 𝑇- 𝑚 magnetic
field is used in the SBS magnet bore. The black box in the
middle shows projected opening of the magnetic bore at the
calorimeter face.

(b) TCS weighted events for the for protons, projected at
the face of the calorimeter in Fig:6. 2.4 𝑇- 𝑚 magnetic
field is used in the SBS magnet bore. The black box in the
middle shows projected opening of the magnetic bore at the
calorimeter face.

Figure 8: Projected electron and the proton events at the face of the calorimeter (with magnetic field) in Fig:
6.

of time. Furthermore, as we are following the basic detector detector geometry of the polarized TCS
experiment, we are working together with the proponents of the "polarized case" to the detector
design and calculate the full background (physics + experimental) contributions.

5. Summary

We presented our setup to measure unpolarized and beam polarized (circularly) cross sections
for the TCS+BH reactions at Hall C in Jefferson Lab. Our work is still ongoing, but our simulatoions
already show that the SBS magnet can be used as a part of the PID process in the di-lepton
spectrometer we are proposing. The basic design concept of the experimental setup is very similar
to the polarized TCS experiment (already proposed), except the unpolarized target, circularly
polarized beam and the SBS magnet added to the setup. We are currently working on optimizing
the detectors and the full background simulations. Our goal is to submit a new proposal to the JLab
Program Advisor Committee in 2024.
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