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We report correlations in underground seismic measurements with horizontal separations of several
hundreds of meters to a few kilometers in the frequency range 0.01 Hz to 40 Hz. These seismic
correlations could threaten science goals of planned interferometric gravitational-wave detectors
such as the Einstein Telescope as well as atom interferometers such as MIGA and ELGAR. We use
seismic measurements from four different sites, i.e. the former Homestake mine (USA) as well as two
candidate sites for the Einstein Telescope, Sos Enattos (IT) and Euregio Maas-Rhein (NL-BE-DE)
and the site housing the MIGA detector, LSBB (FR). At all sites, we observe significant coherence
for at least 50% of the time in the majority of the frequency region of interest. Based on the observed
correlations in the seismic fields, we predict levels of correlated Newtonian noise from body waves.
We project the effect of correlated Newtonian noise from body waves on the capabilities of the
triangular design of the Einstein Telescope’s to observe an isotropic gravitational-wave background
(GWB) and find that, even in case of the most quiet site, its sensitivity will be affected up to
~20Hz. The resolvable amplitude of a GWB signal with a negatively sloped power-law behaviour
would be reduced by several orders of magnitude. However, the resolvability of a power-law signal
with a slope of e.g. @ =0 (o = 2/3) would be more moderately affected by a factor ~ 6-9 (~3-4) in
case of a low noise environment. Furthermore, we bolster confidence in our results by showing that
transient noise features have a limited impact on the presented results.

I. INTRODUCTION
— has been extensively investigated [7HI4].

interferometers — LIGO [], Virgo [5] and KAGRA [6]
Moreover,

Searches for unmodeled and/or long duration
gravitational-wave (GW) signals, such as the isotropic
GW background (GWB) [1], are more susceptible to be
biased by correlated noise. One such example are cor-
relations in magnetic field fluctuations over Earth-scale
distances, such as the Schumann resonances [2 [3]. Their
potential effect on GWB searches with Earth-based GW

the effect of correlated lightning glitches on searches for
GW bursts, such as core collapse supernova, was studied
[14, [15]. Furthermore, the effect of Schumann resonances
on the Einstein Telescope (ET) was investigated [16] and
shown to be a limiting noise source for the search for a
GWB below ~ 30Hz, in case ET has a similar magnetic
coupling as LIGO/Virgo.

ET is the European proposal for a third-generation,
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Earth-based interferometric GW detector [17]. Its base-
line proposal exists out of three nested detectors. Each
detector is composed of two interferometers, one opti-
mized for low frequency observations and the other de-
voted to high frequency observations. This configura-
tion is often referred to as "xylophone”. The detectors
are arranged in an equilateral triangle with opening an-
gle of 7/3 and arm lengths of 10 km. In this paper,
we ignore the details of the xylophone configuration [I§]
and we treat ET as consisting of three interferometers.
This assumption has no effect on our studies. In a pro-
posed alternative design, ET is composed of two separate
L-shaped interferometers in xylophone configuration, lo-
cated in two far sites. Given the large separation of these
two separated detector sites, it is deemed that the effect
of correlations in seismic noise is negligible in the fre-
quency band of interest for the ET. Therefore the noise
projections in this paper are only relevant in case the tri-
angular design is chosen. However, the investigation of
correlated noise over a distance of 10km is relevant for
both designs as it provides information on potential cor-
related noise coupling between input and end masses of
a singular interferometer.

Official candidate sites for the ET are the area in the
vicinity of the Sos Enattos mine in Sardinia[T9H24], Italy,
and the Euregio Maas-Rhein (EMR) at the intersection
of the Belgian, Dutch, and German borders [25H27]. The
region of Saxony in Germany has been recently proposed
as another possible candidate. The different sites are in-
dicated in the bottom panel of Fig. Moreover, we
highlight the USA’s proposal for a third generation in-
terferometric GW detector: Cosmic Explorer (CE)[28].
However, we do not consider CE in our study as it is
planned to have two widely separated detectors.

Due to the nested design of three almost co-located
interferometers in a triangular configuration, there are
several potential coupling locations for correlated noise to
enter on distance scales of 300 m to 600 m into the differ-
ent ET interferometers, as illustrated in Fig. [2|[32]. Even
though ambient seismic fields rapidly lose coherence over
large distances for frequencies higher than 1 Hz [33] [34],
n [32] the authors have shown that on distance scales
of several hundreds of meters, significant correlations in
seismic noise are present at least 50% of the time up to
40Hz. Please note that the results in [32] are based on
surface measurements at EMR and underground mea-
surements at Homestake. The correlations in seismic
noise result in correlations in Newtonian noise (NN) [35-
37), which is a force exerted on GW test-masses caused
by density fluctuations in the surrounding medium. Cor-
relations in NN from body waves could seriously affect
the search for a GWB with the ET by orders of magni-
tude [32]. These results were also considered in a recent
study comparing the scientific benefits of a triangular de-
tector configuration versus a configuration with two non
co-located, L-shaped detectors [38].

In previous works, potential coupling locations on dis-
tance scales of ~ 10.5km were neglected. However, as

FIG. 1: Top: map of the USA highlighting the location
of the former Homestake mine [29]. Bottom: map of
Europe with the locations of LSBB (green) and of the
two ET candidate sites, namely Sos Enattos (brown)
and Euregio Maas-Rhein (EMR) (blue). We also
highlight the third ET candidate site in Saxony (yellow)
that was not considered for the analyses of this paper.
The maps are taken from [30] and [3I] and modified
according to the creative commons license 3.0.

can be seen on Fig. [2| (not indicated), there are multi-
ple possible coupling locations between the input and end
test masses of the different detectors. For these distances,
the seismic noise is expected to have lost coherence in the
frequency band of relevance for the ET.

In this work, we aim to investigate seismic correla-
tions on distance scales from several hundreds of meters
up to tens of kilometers with the goal to provide fur-
ther insights in potential coupling to the different ET
detectors. However, these correlation studies are also of
particular interest for GW searches using atom interfer-
ometry. Earth-based atom interferometers aim to be sen-
sitive to GWs in the frequency range 0.1 Hz-10 Hz with
their peak sensitivity typically around 1Hz-2Hz [39] [40].
At those frequencies, the seismic waves have longer corre-



ET1

FIG. 2: Scheme of the proposed ET triangular
configuration (the low- and the high-frequency detectors
are not showed). Considering the ET1-ET2-baseline, we
can identify 5 possible coupling locations where seismic
and Newtonian noise can correlate on distances between

300m and 600m: A to E [32]. Additionally there are
multiple possible coupling locations for correlated noise
on distances of about 10.5km (not indicated).

lation lengths up to several kilometers. In Fig.[3] we illus-
trate the set-up of a proposal for a future atom interfer-
ometer, ELGAREl [40]. This L-shaped detector consists
in a 2D array of atom gradiometers. Each arm is com-
posed of N= 80 single gradiometers of baseline L=16,3
km placed every 200 m. The GW signal is obtained by
the difference of the averaged gradiometric signal in each
arm. This signal extraction method implies that all NN
correlations over distances from 200 m up to tens of kilo-
meters are relevant for the detector sensitivity [41].

In this work, we aim to further understand the effect
of correlations in seismic and NN and how they could im-
pact searches for GWs. First of all, we use underground
seismic data from four different sites and a total of nine
different sensor pairs with horizontal separations between
~230m and ~10km. This reduces the effect of any site
dependence that might be present in the earlier results of
[32], where underground seismic measurements of a sin-
gle site were used. Furthermore, we probe correlations on
longer distances as in [32], where the largest separation
between seismic sensors was 810m. Finally, we do not
only focus on the frequency band of interest for the ET
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FIG. 3: Scheme of the ELGAR configuration, where the
dots represent the atom interferometers. Each color
corresponds to a single 16,3 km gradiometer of the 2D
array. We give examples of different correlation lengths
that must be taken into account to calculate the impact
of NN [I]. In this illustration, we have assumed the
distance between the beamsplitter and the first atom
interferometer to be 200 m.

(1Hz—4OHzﬂ but also on lower frequencies of interest for
atom interferometry (0.01Hz-1Hz). In this work we do
not make a projection of the correlated seismic and NN
on present or future atom interferometers. However, we
do discuss seismic correlations over the entire frequency
range 0.01Hz-40Hz, which can be used to serve for the
calculation of noise projections for atom interferometers,
similar to those in earlier work [I4] 42].

For GW interferometric detectors we will not dis-
cuss the effect of seismic and NN on their instanta-
neous sensitivity, nor methods to perform NN subtraction
as these have been extensively studied in the literature
[211, 23}, 26}, 27 33, 43H51]. However, we focus on the im-
pact of correlated NN on the search for a GWB, which is
(one of) the most sensitive search(es) to correlated noise.

In Sec. [l we highlight the different analyses that are
performed. In Sec. [[TINVI] we present the seismic results

2 In the ET community this frequency band is often referred to as
the low-frequency (LF) band.



for each site. Afterwards in Sec. [VII] we discuss the re-
sults of the different sites, by using reference measure-
ment per site. In Sec. [VIII] we use the observed seismic
correlations to make a projection for the levels of corre-
lated NN. In Sec. [[X] we investigate the effect of transient
seismic noise and its impact on the results presented in
Sec. [IIVIT] Finally, in Sec. [X] we conclude our results
and highlight possibilities for future work.

II. SCOPE OF PERFORMED ANALYSIS

In this study we analyze underground seismic data
from four different geographical locations. We only fo-
cus on horizontal seismic waves and the subsequent NN
from body waves. We focus on these measurements as an
earlier study [32] has shown that the effect of correlated
NN from Rayleigh waves on the ET and its search for a
GWB is modest compared to the effect from NN from
body waves. The key factor is that ET will be built un-
derground, drastically reducing the effect from surfaces
waves above 1 Hz. In this earlier study [32], they analysed
both vertical and horizontal seismic noise from under-
ground data at the Homestake mine in the USA. More-
over, they used four different sensor pairs with distances
between 255 m and 810 m. Because we use slightly differ-
ent parameters when analysing our data, we re-analyse
the data from Homestake to get a one-to-one comparison
with this earlier results and have a better comparison
with the new results presented in this paper.

As shown on the maps in Fig. [1] the geographical lo-
cations from which data are used are: the former Home-
stake mine in the USA[29], the MIGAP]| [39] site at the
‘Laboratoire Souterrain & Bas Bruit’ (LSBB) in France
and the two candidate sites for the ET, the former Sos
Enattos mine in Italy and the EMR region in the border
region of the Netherlands, Belgium and Germany. No
data from the third possible candidate site located in the
region of Saxony in Germany are used, as at the time
of this paper no long term (> 1 month) underground
measurements were performed with a horizontal separa-
tion of at least several hundreds of meters between two
seismometers. It will be interesting to perform a similar
analysis when such data becomes available.

The different sensor pairs and the distance between
the sensors, as well as their depth with respect to the
surface, are listed in Tab.[[} For all pairs we only analyse
the correlations in seismic noise between the NS seismic
measurement of the two sensors. Only for the GAS-RAM
pair at LSBB we analyse the three other dirictionality
pairs: EW-EW, NS-EW and EW-NS, to compare these
results from LSBB, with a similar analysis for Homestake
[32]. Furthermore, in Tab. [[| we list the range over which
the sensors are sensitive. In the discussion of the results
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and figures we only show those frequency regions and
exclude the frequency bands where the measurements are
dominated by e.g. sensor self-noise.

For Homestake and LSBB, we analyse a full year of
data and compare the results from different months to
establish seasonal variations in the level of seismic noise.
For Homestake we use data from 20163 and for LSBB
from 201@ The data periods always start and end at
00:00:00 UTC, e.g. for LSBB 1 Jan 00:00:00 UTC 2018
-1 Jan 00:00:00 UTC 2019. At the time of analysis, the
other sites did not always have a continuous data taking
period of one year, so only a sub-set of a few months is
analyzed. Throughout the paper, we use the months of
Jan. and Aug. to present the results and make compar-
isons between the different sites, where we consider these
results to be representative for winter and summer, re-
spectively. For Sos Enattos, we analyzed data from Aug
2021, as well as the month of January from the years 2022
and 2023 for two of the pairs P2-P3 and SOE2-SOE3, re-
spectively. For EMR, we use data recorded during the
month of January 2023 as at the time of the analysis no
long term high quality data was available for the month
of August. The sensors are still actively acquiring more
data and future studies could look to include more re-
sults.

The data is analyzed with two different sets of param-
eters optimized for the frequency regions of interest for
atom interferometers (0.01Hz - 1Hz) and ET (> 1Hz).
We use a frequency resolution of 0.006Hz and average
data in chunks of 6h for the low frequency studies. This
enables us to resolve coherence up to ~ 9.3 x 1073, while
still having @(100) chunks per month to get a good sense
of the variability of the data during every month. To be
able to resolve smaller coherence up to ~ 3.8 x 1074,
for the high frequency region we use a frequency resolu-
tion of 0.1Hz and average data over chunks of 4h, ensur-
ing O(200) chunks per month. In the interest of being
concise, the figures in this work show the results using
these two different parameter sets in one unified plot.
More specifically, between 0.01Hz and 1Hz the results
with 5 mHz resolution are shown, whereas for frequencies
above 1Hz the results of the analyses with a frequency
resolution of 0.1Hz are presented. This is clearly indi-
cated in the relevant figures. Finally the parameters used
for the different analysis are also summarized in Tab. [[I}

Finally, for the study of transient effects on our results,
which is presented in Sec. [[X] we analyzed the data with
a frequency resolution of 0.1Hz and averaged over 1 min
chunks. This duration was inspired based on an earlier
study of seismic glitchiness at Sos Enattos [22], where
they highlight 1 min is a realistic estimate for a possible
signal from a coalescing Intermediate Mass Black Hole

4 We use the entire year of data, excluding Dec 2016, since no high
quality data was available for this month.

5 The sensors were not operational during the month of May there-
fore this month can not be include in the analysis.



Location Name 1|Name 2|Model 1{Model 2 |Horizontal distance|Vertical distance|Depth 1|Depth 2|Frequency range
Homestake (US) |[D2000 |E2000 |STS-2 |STS-2 |~ 405 m ~0m 610 m [610m |0.01Hz-40Hz
LSBB (FR) GAS |RAM |STS-2 ([STS-2 ~ 600 m ~ 14 m 260 m |500 m |0.01Hz-40Hz
MGS |RAM |STS-2 |STS-2 ~ 750 m ~ 4 m 240 m |500 m |0.01Hz-40Hz
MGS |GAS STS-2 |STS-2 ~ 850 m ~11lm 240 m |260 m [0.01Hz-40Hz
Sos Enattos (IT)|SOE1 |SOE2 |T120H |T360 ~ 230 m ~ 27 m 8 m |111m |0.01Hz-10Hz
SOE1 |SOE3 |T120H |T240 ~ 380 m ~ 76 m 84 m 160 m [0.01Hz-10Hz
SOE2 |SOE3 |T360 T240 ~ 370 m ~ 49 m 111 m [160 m |0.01Hz-10Hz
P2 P3 T120Q |T120Q |~ 10000 m ~ 50 m 264 m |252m |0.01Hz-10Hz
EMR (NL) TERZ |CTSN |STS-5A |[LE3DBH|~ 2417 m ~ 9.4 m 250 m |250 m |0.2Hz-18Hz

TABLE I: Table summarizing the sensor pairs that are used in the correlation analysis in this paper. Please note
that the depth is with respect to the surface and not with respect to the sea level. As an example: GAS, RAM and
MGS at LSBB are all located at approximately the same sea level height, but have significantly different depths.

Freq. res. (FFT length)|Chunk length|Resolvable coherence
0.01Hz-1Hz |5mHz (200s) 6h ~93x107°
1Hz - 40Hz |0.1Hz (10s) 4h ~3.8x107*
Glitch study [0.1Hz (10s) 1min N.A.

TABLE II: Summary of the used analysis parameters. Individual fit segments are averaged together to a chunk of
data, which forms the starting point of the results described in this work.

(IMBH).

IIT. HOMESTAKE

In [32], the Homestake data of the sensor pair D2000-
E2000 was analysed, as well as several other sensor pairs
with different horizontal separations. However, in these
earlier results, a frequency resolution of 0.01 Hz was used
and data was averaged over 24h segments with a resolv-
able coherence of about ~ 1073, They used data from
Mar 2015 to Dec 2016. In this section we study the sea-
sonal effect, for which we use different analysis param-
eters, as described in previous section. The parameters
are optimized to ensure that we can uncover a sufficiently
low coherence, while at the same time have enough data
chuncks to show the variation within each month in a
percentile plot.

Focusing on frequencies below 1 Hz, we see in the left
panel of Fig. [ that during the month of August 2016 the
seismic noise is almost fully coherent around the micro-
seismic peak, which is coming from sea activity [52]. To
determine whether the observed coherence is significant
or not, we compare it to the coherence expected from
Gaussian data which goes approximately as 1/N, where
N is the number of time segments over which was aver-
aged. At the lowest frequencies the coherence decreases
with decreasing frequency. However at 0.01Hz (0.02Hz),
at least 50% (90%) of the time there is significant co-
herence to the level of ~ 9.3 x 1073. Here we want to
point out that the decrease in coherence below 0.04Hz
has most likely a non-physical origin and arises through

data processing leakage. Above 1 Hz, we observe signif-
icant coherence 90% of the time up to ~ 40Hz. This
result shows that the month of August has higher co-
herence compared to the results presented for the period
Mar 2015 - Dec 2016 in earlier work [32]. The authors
of [32] stated that the lower coherence observed, for the
10% percentile below 1 Hz, in their data was likely due to
higher levels of anthropogenic noise leading to degraded
coherence. Since this is not observed in any of the months
analysed in this paper, these events seem to be limited
to the 2015 data.

The right panel of Fig. shows the accompanying
cross-spectral density (CSD) of the seismic noise. These
correlations in the seismic noise are in agreement with
the earlier results [32] if we take into account we do not
expect a perfect match as here we only present a small
subset of the same data.

Fig. compares median observed coherence (left panel)
and CSD (right panel) for the different months of the
year. Notice that, as mentioned earlier, the month of
Dec is missing due to the absence of good quality data
during this period. The only significant difference in co-
herence across different months is observed below 0.04Hz,
which is linked to non-physical effects. However around
the first and secondary microseism peaks between 0.04 Hz
and 0.3Hz the observed seismic noise during winter is
larger, almost up to an order of magnitude at the sec-
ondary microseism peak [23] [42] [53]. At higher frequen-
cies, no clear seasonal pattern is observed.
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IV. LSBB

In this section, we use the shortest distance pair (GAS-
RAM, Ax = 600m) as the reference pair for the LSBB
site. For this pair of sensors, we present the coherence
and seismic noise percentiles for the NS-NS direction, in-
vestigate the seasonal fluctuations as well as the effect
of using aligned and perpendicular measurement direc-
tions. At the end, we compare the median coherence and
median seismic noise for the three pairs at this site.

The left panel of Fig. [6] shows the observed coher-
ence between GAS and RAM. Significant coherence is
observed more than 90% of the time in the entire fre-
quency range of 0.01Hz - 20Hz. Furthermore, above
20Hz at least 50% of the time significant coherence is
observed. A decrease in coherence is observed around
0.3Hz for the 10% percentile. Even though we do not
have a clear explanation for this feature, it seems likely

there is a site specific noise source at this frequency. The
magnitude of this effect depends from month to month
with some months being almost unaffected. The accom-
panying CSD is shown in the right panel of Fig. [l We
notice that the LSBB site is seismically very quiet, where
its CSD sometimes is even lower than Peterson’s low noise
model. However, note that Peterson’s low noise model is
derived for power spectral density (PSD) values and not
for CSDs. The PSDs of GAS and RAM (not shown here)
are quiet above ~ 2Hz with the 10% percentile about a
factor 2 or less above Peterson’s low noise limit.

The top two panels of Fig. [7] compare median observed
coherence (top left panel) and CSD (top right panel) for
the different months of the year. Similar to the Homes-
take analysis, the fluctuation in observed coherence be-
low ~0.04Hz is linked to data processing effects. Similar
to Homestake, and as in the literature, higher levels of
seismic noise is observed during winter months at the
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microseism peaks (0.05Hz - 0.5Hz). In the case of LSBB
this excess seismic noise during winter extends up to ~
1Hz-2Hz. This could possibly be explained due to LS-
BBs close proximity to the Mediterranean sea (< 100
km) whereas Homestake closest ocean is located more
than 1500 km away. Furthermore, we also would like to
note that LSBB is near to underground natural water
masses.

In the two middle panels of Fig. [7] we compare the co-
herence (middle left panel) and CSD (middle right panel)
for the four different combinations one can make between
the seismic wave measurements in the horizontal plane:
NS-NS, NS-EW, EW-NS and EW-EW. Similar to the
results from Homestake presented in earlier work [32]
EI, there is no difference observed in either coherence or
CSD for frequencies above ~2 Hz. For lower frequencies,
the coherence is lower when correlating perpendicular ob-
serving directions of the two different sensors. However,
the observed coherence is still significant for at least 50%
of the time and the CSD is at most a factor two smaller
for the perpendicular orientations.

As can be seen in the bottom left panel of Fig. [7] we
find a decreased seismic coherence between 0.4 Hz and
2 Hz for more distant sensors. This is similar to what was
found for underground seismic coherence at Homestake in
earlier work[32]. The CSD presented in the bottom right
panel of Fig. [7] experiences a minimal, to negligible ef-
fect with respect to distance in the frequency band 0.4 Hz
and 2Hz. Above 2Hz, no effect is observed. Addition-
ally below 0.1 Hz sensors separated by a larger distance
seem to observe lower coherence. The seismic correlated
noise in this frequency region is different for the different
pairs, however their is no clear pattern with respect to

6 Note that in [32] they only presented similar results for frequen-
cies above 0.05 Hz.

the horizontal separation.

V. SOS ENATTOS

The coherence between the different sensors with a hor-
izontal separation of several hundreds of meters is shown
in the left panel of Fig. Even though the observed
coherence below ~0.05Hz is different, there seems to be
no distance dependant relationship. As discussed earlier,
this is most likely a non-physical effect. Between 1Hz
and ~ 7 Hz, the observed coherence for the shortest dis-
tance pair is higher compared to the two other pairs. The
correlations in the seismic noise, see right panel of Fig.
for this shortest distance pair of sensors are (marginally)
larger in the frequency range 3 Hz-7 Hz, compared to the
other sensor pairs.

Apart from these three pairs of sensors with a hori-
zontal separation of several hundreds of meters, we also
analysed two sensors (P2 and P3) which are located ap-
proximately 10 km from each other. This distance is both
relevant for the ET as well as atom interferometers. It is
namely the distance between two ET end stations in the
triangular baseline and the approximate distance scale
on which multiple atom gradiometers are deployed in the
ELGAR detector, respectively. Furthermore, for both
the triangular and two L baseline for the ET, this is the
distance between the input and output optics of one sin-
gle interferometer.

For this long distance pair of underground seismome-
ters, we find 90% (50%) of the time significant coherence
in the frequency range 0.02Hz-0.3Hz (0.01 Hz-1Hz) as
shown in the left panel of Fig. [0} Between 2 Hz and 10 Hz,
there are a number of spectral features which lead to sig-
nificant coherence over a broader frequency range. Some
of these frequencies are most likely caused by electro-
magnetic interference affecting the digitizer and/or ca-
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FIG. 7: The median coherence (left panel) and CSD (right panel) of the underground seismometers at LSBB as a
function of the month of the year (top panels), the sensors orientations (middle panels) and the horizontal separation
(bottom panels). For the top four panels the GAS and RAM sensors were used. For the bottom four panels data
from the month of August was used. The black dot-dashed line (left panels) represents the level of coherence
expected from Gaussian data. In the right panels, the Peterson low and high noise models are shown in black.

bling. Such an example is the line at 8.3 Hz which is
the modulation frequency of the Italian GSM network,
i.e. GHz signal packets are transmitted with a frequency

of 8.3Hz [54].

It is likely the other features are from

non-seismic origin as well. However, additional research
should further investigate this excess coherence and ex-
clude any coherence being from seismological origin.

The right panel of Fig.[9]shows the accompanying levels

of correlated seismic noise.

VI. EUREGIO MAAS-RHEIN

For EMR, we only present results for frequencies above
0.2Hz as one of the sensors (CTSN) is dominated by
sensor self-noise for lower frequencies. Furthermore the
sensors at EMR are only sampled at 40 Hz and the data
has a rapidly decreasing sensitivity for frequencies above
18Hz.

As can be expected due to the larger horizontal separa-
tion between the sensors, the observed coherence is lower
compared to the other sites. However, as shown in the
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FIG. 9: The coherence (left panel) and CSD (right panel) between the underground seismometers (NS components)
P2 and P3 (Sos Enattos, IT) with an approximate horizontal separation of 10km and depth of > 250m. The 10",
50" and 90*" percentiles are shown in respectively light pink, dark pink and light orange, where dashed (full) lines
are used for the analyses with the different parameters < 1Hz (> 1Hz). The red dashed line (left panel) represents
the level of coherence expected from Gaussian data. The black curves (right panel) represent the low and high noise
models by Peterson [52].

left panel of Fig. 90% of the time there is still signif-
icant coherence up to ~ 2Hz, as well as at several highly
coherent frequencies above 2Hz. Furthermore, 50% of
the time there is significant coherence up to ~ 16Hz.
The accompanying CSD is shown in the right panel of

Fig. [10]

VII. DISCUSSION

In Sec. MIMVI we introduced the data for the four
different sites considered in this study. Here we com-
pare the data from the different sites during the months
of January. Similar results for August are provided in
the Appendix. Making this comparison is very challeng-
ing due to the large variety of parameters which are not
the same between the different measurements at differ-
ent sites. Often, more than one of the following rele-

vant parameters are different for each site: location, geo-
graphical topology, sensor separation, sensor type, sensor
depth, sampling frequency, different year, etc. Based on
the available data we try to make some general conclu-
sions by comparing and combining all the seismic data
from the different sites. However to really further un-
derstand the effect of each individual parameter such as
sensor depth or separation etc, a systematic study should
be performed where these parameters are carefully con-
trolled for. Currently, such a study is under development
at LSBB.

Given all these different parameters the results be-
low should not be considered as a site comparison but
rather as a demonstration of possible ranges of the fig-
ures of merit involved. We use the following sensor pairs
for the different sites: D2000-E2000 (Homestake), GAS-
RAM (LSBB), SOE2-SOE3(Sos Enattos) and TERZ-
CTSN (EMR).
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low and high noise models by Peterson [52].

Based on the coherence of the different sites repre-
sented in the left panel of Fig. [[I} we conclude that we
observe significant coherence at least 50% of the time for
frequencies between 0.01 Hz and 40 Hz for underground
seismometers with a sub kilometer separation. Even in
the case of a separation of ~2.4km, as is the case for
TERZ-CTSN, we observe significant coherence 50% of
the time up to frequencies of about 16 Hz. Furthermore,
we would like to point out that the coherence of EMR is
high around the microseism peak. In Sec. [V} we showed
that even on distance scales of ~ 10 km, the seismic noise
between 0.01 Hz and 1 Hz is coherent at least 50% of the
time. Future investigations might be needed to probe
such kilometer-long distance scales in the low frequency
region in more detail. However, this is already a first
order demonstration that future kilometer-long baseline
atom interferometers, such as ELGAR [40], could po-
tentially be impacted by correlated seismic and NN and
should investigate this in more detail.

When looking at the observed correlated seismic noise
as shown in the right panel of Fig. we find that the
levels of correlated seismic noise for all the different sites
typically does not differ by more than one order of magni-
tude. Below 1Hz Homestake has the lowest levels of seis-
mic noise, apart for the frequency range 0.07 Hz-0.3 Hz
when the seismic noise at Sos-Enattos is even lower. This
is in line with the expectation that the seismic noise from
ocean waves is lower at Homestake due to the large dis-
tance to the closest ocean, whereas the Sos-Enattos and
LSBB sites are in (very) close proximity to the Mediter-
ranean sea. The reason why Sos Enattos has the lowest
CSD between 0.07 Hz and 0.3 Hz, might be linked to the
fact that the secondary microseism peak seems to reach
its maximum at a slightly higher frequency. This might
be due to many different factors which vary for the di-
verse different sites.

At higher frequencies, Homestake becomes the noisi-
est site. At the other end, LSBB is an extremely quiet
site in the high frequency region and Sos Enattos has low
levels of correlated seismic noise up to ~8Hz. However,
for the latter, the levels of correlated noise increases be-
tween 8Hz and 10Hz, even though this correlation may
be due to a non-seismic origin as stated in section [V] Al-
though the seismometers at the EMR site are located at
a much larger separation from each other, the observed
levels of correlated seismic noise is somewhere in between
the different sites.

VIII. CORRELATED NEWTONIAN NOISE

We calculate the levels of NN from body waves in an
identical way to earlier work [32], i.e. we use Eq.
Similar to this previous work we assume the bulk den-
sity po,Bulk to be 2800kg m ™. Additionally, we assume
p = 1/3, which accounts for the different mixing ratio of
P- and S-waves. Choosing the correct value of p is non-
trivial, as it strongly depends on the seismic sources (far
or close) as well as on the geology. It could be argued
that p should be chosen by relying on the equipartition-
ing of the energy in the assumption of a diffuse field. For
a diffuse field the value of p depends on P- and S-wave
velocities [55]. However, the presence of close seismic
sources makes it difficult to make any assumptions by
exploiting the equipartition of the energy. Therefore we
use p = 1/3 as in this way the correlated NN is at most off
by a factor 2 for both of the most extreme values of p=0
and p=1 (see Eq. . Note, the effectiveness with which
NN can be subtracted depends on the actual value of p
[56]. We purposefully do not use more accurate values,
which depends on the site, as the goal of this paper is to
probe a site independent order of magnitude rather than
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providing accurate site specific results. S¢, represents
the PSD, or in our case the CSD, of the displacement
caused by the body-waves along the arm direction and L
is the length of the interferometer.

2
SBody-wave(f) = <4?:TGPO,Bulk) (3P+1)m5& (f)
(1)

A. The search for a GWB

The search for an (isotropic) GWB is very sensitive, if
not the most, to correlated noise sources. Therefore, we
now describe what one tries to measure when looking for
an isotropic GWB and how we can project the effect of
correlated noise on this figure of merit. As stated earlier,
this projection is only considered to be relevant for the
triangular design of the ET. The seismic noise is deemed
to be uncorrelated in the relevant frequency band for the
two L design, due to the large separation between the
separate L-shaped interferometers.

When searching for an isotropic GWB one typically
tries to measure its energy density, dpgw, contained in a
logarithmic frequency interval, dIn f. Furthermore one
divides by the critical energy density p. = 3HZc?/(87G)
for a flat Universe to construct a dimensionless figure of

merit ng(f) “IL m:

1d
Qaw(f) = e dﬁiv}’ ) (2)

where Hj is the Hubble-Lemaitre constant, c is the speed
of light and G is Newton’s constant. We use the 15-year
Planck value of 67.9 km s~! Mpc~! for Hy [60].

When searching for an isotropic, Gaussian, station-
ary and unpolarized GWB, one can construct the cross-
correlation statistic Cry(f),

2 Re[57(f)55(f)]
Tovs v1s(f)So(f)

which is an unbiased estimator of Qgw(f) in the absence
of correlated noise [58,59]. I and J represent the two in-
terferometers and 5;(f) is the Fourier transform of the
time domain strain data sy (t) measured by interferometer
1. vy is the normalized overlap reduction function which
encodes the baseline’s geometry [57, 61]. So(f) is a nor-
malisation factor given by So(f) = (9H3)/(4072 f3) and
Tobs is the total observation time of the data-collecting
perio

In line with earlier studies on the impact of correlated
noise on the ET [16, B2] we refer to the three differ-
ent ET interferometers as ETq, ETy, ET3, which we as-
sume to have identical sensitivity. Furthermore we ne-
glect the difference in +;; between the baseline pairs
IJ = ET{ET5; ET{ET3; EToETs3, since the relative dif-
ference between the overlap reduction functions of the
different arms is smaller than 5 x 10~7 for frequencies
under 1 kHz [I6]. In the remainder of the paper, we use
the ET1ETs-baseline as our default observing baseline.

Similar to earlier work [32], we can construct equivalent
cross-correlation statistics for the correlated NN:

Cri(f) =

3)

A S ody—wave
ONNET BT, () — (4)

VET,ET» (f)So(f) ’

7 The normalisation factor So(f) for ET differs from that one of
e.g. LIGO-Virgo-KAGRA by a factor of 3/4, due to the different
opening angle between the interferometers’ arms (7/2 for LIGO-
Virgo-KAGRA and 7/3 for ET) [61].



where Spody—wave Was introduced in Eq

The sensitivity of a search for an isotropic GWB can be
related to the instantaneous sensitivity of the ET inter-
ferometer, referred to as the one-sided amplitude spectral
density (ASD) Pgr(f), as follows [57H59):

orT BT, (f) ~ ! Fer (/)
e 2Tobs A f Ve, mr, ())S3(f)

()

with A f the frequency resolution. Here we have assumed
identical sensitivity in the different ET interferometers
ETy,ET9,ETs. ogr,ET,(f) is the standard deviation
on the cross-correlation statistic defined in Eq. [3] in the
small signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) limit and absence of
correlated noise. Because the GWB one tries to observe
is very weak, the former is a realistic assumption. The
effect of the latter is the focus of this section.

As many of the expected signals for an isotropic GWB
behave as a power-law, a more appropriate sensitivity to
such a signal than ogr,ET,(f) would be one that takes
into account this broadband character of the expected
signal. Such a broadband sensitivity is given by the so
called power-law integrated (PI) curve: QEL(f). QEL(f)
is constructed using ogr,ET,(f) such that at any fre-
quency a power-law signal Qgw(f) with an SNR of 1
for the ET1ET5 baseline is tangent to this Pl-sensitivity
curve [62]. This makes QEL(f) the relevant figure of
merit to identify correlated broadband noise sources that
could impact the search for an isotopic GWB.

B. Impact of correlated NN on the search for a
GWB

With Fig. [I2] we present how correlated NN caused by
the observed seismic correlations presented earlier in this
paper affects the search for an isotropic GWB with the
ET. Fig.[I2]shows the noise budget using the seismic data
from the month of January. Since in the region of inter-
est for the ET (i.e. >1Hz) there is little difference in the
amplitude of seismic noise across seasons, we do not pro-
vide the results for August in the main text. However,
for completeness, you can find these results in Fig. [I0]
in the Appendix. Furthermore, we highlight that these
budgets are calculated identically to the Homestake re-
sults in [32] as well as the results in [38]. The data used
for the NN budgets in Fig. [I2]is the same as the data
used in Fig.

In line with the results presented in [32], correlated
NN from body-waves, assuming a seismic environment as
observed at Homestake, would dominate the power-law
integrated sensitivity curve for broadband GWB signals
up to ~ 40Hz about 50% of the time. This would limit
ETs sensitivity to isotropic GWB signals up to 20 Hz-
30 Hz to levels similar as planned to be achieved by LIGO
and Virgo during their fifth observing run (Design A+).
Even in the most optimistic scenario as discussed by the
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FIG. 12: The projected impact from correlated NN
from body-waves, as calculated in this section, for the
seismic data from the month of January for the different
locations, see the text for details on the used sensors,
their distances and depths. As a comparison we make
the same projection using the Peterson low noise and
high noise models. For the broadband (QE%) sensitivity
to a GWB we assumed one year of observation time
(100% duty cycle). The one year PI curve of the A+
design for the LIGO Hanford LIGO Livingston and
Virgo detectors is represented by the dot-dashed curve.
This curve was obtained using the open data provided
by the LVK collaborations [63] and was first presented
in [64]. Please note: in this paper we present the 1o
PI-curve, whereas in [64] the 20 PI-curve is shown.

projection of the correlated NN based on observed corre-
lations at LSBB, the search for an isotropic GWB would
be limited by correlated NN up to ~ 20 Hz for at least
50% of the time. In [38] a couple of assumptions were
used to get an estimate of the lowest possible levels of
correlated NN affecting the search for a GWB. For this,
the authors of [38] multiplied Peterson’s low noise limit
with the observed coherence at Homestake as shown in
[32). This lead to a minimal impact of correlated NN
above ~ 10Hz. However, based on the results described
in this paper, it seems that this assumption is overly op-
timistic. Neither of the two candidate sites, Sos Enattos
and EMR, has correlated seismic noise that low. Even
the seismically quiet site LSBB has considerably higher
levels of correlated NN which are at least one order of
magnitude larger at 10 Hz.

To understand the impact of this noise source on the
analysis for an isotropic GWB it is important to under-
stand what the PI curve reflects. As stated earlier, this
integrates over ogT,mT,(f) as a function of frequency.
Consider a broadband power-law signal: Qgw(f) =

[e3
Qret (ﬁ) . For all negatively sloped (i.e. a < 0) sig-
nals, the correlated NN noise presents a significant prob-
lem seriously limiting the science potential. However,
many of the expected signals have positive power-law
slopes. Some examples are the GWB from unresolved
compact binary coalesence (CBC) events (a = 2/3) [65-



67] and the GWB from core collapse supernovae (a = 3)
[68]. Multiple cosmological GWBs, e.g. cosmic strings
[69], predict a flat GWB ji.e. a =~ 0. For such signals the
impact of the correlated noise might be less dramatic.
Not using the data below 20Hz (15Hz) out of concern
of noise contamination results in the dark purple dashed
(dotted) PI curves in Fig. The >20Hz (>15Hz) PI
is not affect by the LSBB correlated NN levels up to the
90% (50%) percentiles. This illustrates that in certain
circumstances it might be beneficial to disregard the low
frequency data in the case of correlated noise contam-
ination. In searching for power-law signals with large
positive slopes such as a = 3, the low frequency regime
(and therefore potential contamination from correlated
NN noise) is irrelevant as the dominant contribution to
the detectabilty comes from frequencies above 100Hz.
For a« = 0 (a = 2/3) one loses a factor ~6-9 (~3-4)
in starting the analysis at 15Hz-20Hz rather than at 1Hz
to avoid contamination from correlated noise. This also
implies that for certain searches (e.g. a = 0) it might be
more beneficial to place aggressive data quality vetoes on
times with large ambient seismic noise and remove up to
50% of the data to lower the contamination of correlated
noise. Namely, the gain from adding more data scales
as v/t, with ¢ the total observation time and might be
outweighed by the gain of reduced noise contamination.
See TABLE [III] for a summary.

Note, here we we have not assumed any level of noise
subtraction. However, for the noise subtraction as dis-
cussed in earlier work [21], 23], [26], 27], 33| [43H50], one typ-
ically assumes to construct a Wiener filter. For frequen-
cies above several Hz, the NN of body-waves is below the
detector sensitivity on the typical timescales over which
the Wiener filter is calculated. The noise sources only
becomes problematic for the search for a GWB as in this
case one correlates data over very long timescales of O(1
yr) over which correlated noise sources can accumulate
significance. Future research should further investigate
the efficiency of these noise subtraction techniques if the
NN noise is subthreshold compared to the detector sen-
sitivity when determining the Wiener filter.

IX. GLITCH STUDY

After the presentation of the earlier study investigat-
ing the impact of correlated NN based on seismic ob-
servations at Homestake [32], some concerns were raised
to which extent the multi-hour long averages were domi-
nated by a limited number of short but (very) loud time
periods. To address these concerns in this paper, we
perform a study of transient seismic noise in this section.
For this study, we were inspired by an earlier study of the
seismic glitchiness at Sos Enattos [22]. There, they inves-
tigate the impact of seismic glitches on the inspiral signal
of an intermediate mass black hole binary within a seg-
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ment of 1 mirﬁ Therefore, in this paper we are looking at
the seismic glitchiness on one-minute time segments. For
this study, we use data from the month of August for
Homestake, LSBB and Sos Enattos and data from the
month of January for EMR. Please note that this implies
that the EMR results has a higher noise level around the
microseism peaks than during summertime at the same
location, which is the season considered at the other sites.

We want to state that the study performed in this sec-
tion and the analysis of [22] serve a different purpose and
therefore should not be compared one-to-one. The goal
of the authors of [22] was to establish the effect of seismic
glitchiness on the ET. On the other hand, the goal of this
section is to understand if a small subset of short times
lead to a significant bias of our estimate of ambient seis-
mic noise over several hour long time segments. That is,
are the percentiles presented in e.g. Figs[lI]and[I2]a good
measure of the ambient seismic noise over several hours,
or are they rather dominated by a small amount of large
seismic transients. Even though we get some information
on the seismic glitchiness as a byproduct of our analysis,
more data (e.g. lyr as in [22]) should be analysed to
make clear statements on each site’sglitchiness.

The sensor pairs we use are respectively D2000-E2000,
GAS-RAM, SOE2-SOE3 and TERZ-CTSN where we
only considered the correlation between seismic noise ob-
served in the North-South component of each sensor. In
[22] the authors construct a type of SNR indicating the
seismic glitchiness compared to ETs sensitivity. However,
we make statements on the potential bias on our esti-
mates of the ambient seismic noise caused by the glitch-
iness of the seismic data of the site itself. To this extent
we consider three different frequency regions: 0.1Hz-1Hz,
1Hz-10Hz and 10Hz-40Hz (10Hz-18Hz in the case of the
EMR sensor). We use the logarithmic average of the
seismic noise in each of these frequency regions as an
indicator to study the effect of glitchiness in each one-
minute time segment on our estimates of the ambient
seismic noise. For the PSD of the first senso] of each
site we present their distributions in Fig. Since the
histograms for the PSD of the second sensor have sim-
ilar behavior, we do not include these figures and focus
our discussion on Fig. In case of the low- and mid-
frequency region we show the value expected from Peter-
son’s low noise (PLNM), logarithmic average (PA) and
high noise models (PHNM).

Based on these histograms a first comment we can
make is that neither of the sites seems strongly dominated
by a subset of loud outlierﬂ We carefully examined the

8 As described in [22] the exact signal length depends on many
parameters of the system and can range from ten seconds to
many tens of seconds. The window of 1 min was chosen as a
compromise between the shorter and longer signal duration and
only serves as an indicative figure of merit.

9 That is respectively D2000, GAS, SOE2 and TERZ for the dif-
ferent sites.

10 In this context we consider an outlier to be a data point which is
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a=2/3(2.1e-12 |6e-12 7.8e-12
a=3 |2e13 2e-13 2e-13
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TABLE III: The approximate amplitude Qgw (f) of the power-law signal tangent to the 1o PI-curves (as shown in
Fig. with different starting frequencies of the analysis. We use fief =25Hz.

time-frequency maps of each associated sensor, allowing
us to analyse the behaviour of PSDs, CSDs, and coher-
ence over the duration of a month. These analyses reveal
recurring patterns in the PSDs. Specifically, we observed
a day-night effect, with nights being significantly quieter
than days. This can be attributed to human activity. Ad-
ditionally, there are a limited number of moments when
the PSD and CSD exhibit higher amplitude values, in-
dicating the presence of micro-seismic phenomena that
affect ambient measurements. The histograms shown in
Fig. highlight the implicated PSD values, which re-
sult in an elongation of the distribution tail due to their
higher amplitudes.

As a proof of concept, we remove a subset of the loud-
est one-minute segments and investigate the impact on
the observed coherence and CSD. We demonstrate this
proof of concept on one site, namely Homestake. We have
chosen Homestake as it has a relatively long tail of more
noisy segments in the mid- and high frequency range,
but compared to LSBB for which this is also the case,
Homestake is the site with the loudest predicted levels of
correlated seismic noise in these frequency regions. For
the PSD of both sensors, we identified in every frequency
region the 50 loudest one-minute segments. These 300
noisy segments identified can be described by only 115
unique segments due to large overlap in the noisy seg-
ments. This equals to about 0.25% of the total data. This
choice of cut-off value is semi-arbitrary. However the dis-
tributions of the transient seismic noise are strongly site
dependent and therefore it is hard to define an absolute
value of which segment should be considered an outlier
and which not. At the same time, we do not want to re-
move a large amount of data as this is expected to impact
the observed percentiles just by the mere fact of remov-
ing the data. In Fig. we have indicated the 50 loudest
bins in that frequency region by the blue dashed line for
the histogram of the Homestake data. Please note that
in total more bins from the histogram are removed based
on the removal criteria in the different frequency regions
as well as based on the PSD of the second sensor.

After identifying the loudest segments, we run the
analysis for the seismic noise of the month of August at
Homestake again with the identified segements removed

significantly disconnected from the bulk of the distribution. As
an example the handfull of orange data points near -5.5 for the
top left panel and near -7 for the top right and bottom panel are
considered outliers.

from the analysis. The coherence and CSD after removal,
shown in Fig. [[4] should be compared to Fig. [l The
only difference between the data used for these figures is
the removal of the loudest segments in Fig.

When comparing the 10% and 50% percentiles for both
coherence and the CSD before and after the removal of
the loudest transients, almost no effect is observed. The
largest effect is observed > 10Hz for which at all times the
seismic CSD after glitch removal is at most 20% smaller
compared to the CSD before glitch removal. However, for
the 90% percentile a significant difference is observed.
The coherence after glitch removal is about two to ten
times lower for frequencies above 10Hz. The CSD after
glitch removal is up to a factor two lower between 1Hz
and 10Hz and up to a factor of four between 10Hz and
40Hz. On average the 90% percentile of the CSD is two
times lower after glitch removal. The correlated seismic
noise is visibly cleaner after removing the loudest one-
minute segments as compared to before.

Furthermore, we want to highlight that we tested the
impact of removing 115 one-minute segments by remov-
ing the same number of segments arbitrarily chosen. This
yields quasi-identical results to the analysis where no
data was excluded, shown in Fig. [4 This proves the ef-
fect discussed above is indeed due to removing the loud-
est segments and not due to the act of removing 115
one-minute segments.

Based on the analysis above we can state that whereas
the 90% percentile of CSD (and coherence) are signifi-
cantly impacted by a small number of loud transient time
segments, the 10% and 50% percentiles are not. Both in
earlier work [32] as well as in this paper, all key conclu-
sions are based on the 50% percentiles. Therefore, we
state that all key conclusions of this (and earlier [32])
work were not disproportionately dominated by a small
number of noisy segments, but the results form a good
representation of the correlated noise of the seismic am-
bient environment.

X. CONCLUSION

Next generation Earth-based GW atom interferome-
ters, such as ELGAR, as well as interferometric detec-
tors, such as the ET and CE, promise to be powerful
instruments to observe GWs in the next decades. With
the sensitivity range of atom interferometers to GWs,
mainly between 0.1Hz-1Hz, and ET’s unprecedented low
frequency sensitivity in the range 1 Hz-10 Hz, they could
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FIG. 13: The logarithmic average seismic noise in the from Homestake (blue), LSBB (orange), Sos Enattos (green)
and the EMR (red) for the low frequency band 0.1Hz-1Hz (top left), mid frequency band 1Hz-10Hz (top right) and
high frequency band 10Hz-40Hz (bottom). The black curves (top panels) represent the logarithmic average of low
and high noise models by Peterson [52], as well as the mean of the Peterson models. Data are analysed using
60-second segments. The blue dashed line corresponds to the cut, we sorted and deleted the 50** highest PSDs.

open new windows into the GW universe.

However, earlier work [32] demonstrated that corre-
lated seismic noise and, particularly, correlated NN could
seriously limit the search for an isotropic GWB with co-
located ET detectors. In this work, we build further on
these earlier results and improve them in multiple ways.
Rather than using underground seismic data from one
site, we use four geologically different sites, one of which
houses the atom interferometer MIGA and two are can-
didate sites to house the ET. Additionally, we probe a
wider range of horizontal separations between the seis-
mic sensors ranging from 230m to 10km. The depth
of the sensors varies between 84 m and 610 m. Further-
more, we probed the low frequency region 0.01 Hz-0.1 Hz,
which is of interest for atom interferometers. Finally we
performed a study of the seismic glitches of the sites and
prove that seismic transients do not significantly affect
our analyses and conclusions.

We analysed data from underground seismometers at
the former Homestake mine (USA), the MIGA site at
the ‘Laboratoire Souterrain & Bas Bruit’ (FR) and two
of the three candidate sites for the ET, the former Sos
Enattos mine (IT) and the Euregio Maas-Rhein (NL-BE-
DE). The used sensor pairs have a wide variety of analy-

sis parameters such as horizontal separation, depth, sen-
sors model, geological environment, located in a bore-
hole or a cavern, etc. Currently a systematic study is
being performed at LSBB. However, despite this wide
variety, across all these we find (for sensors with a hor-
izontal separation up to 2.4km) significant coherence at
least 50% of the time in frequency ranges for both atom
interferometers as well as the ET. The levels of corre-
lated seismic noise across these wide variety of sensors is
at most about one order of magnitude when comparing
the 50% percentiles. More concretely for sensors with a
separation less than one kilometer we find at least 50%
of the time significant coherence in the entire frequency
band 0.01Hz-40Hz. For a sensor pair in the EMR region
with a separation of 2.4km we find significant coherence
up to ~16Hz for the 50% percentile. Finally, a pair of
seismometers separated by 10km at the Sos Enattos site
demonstrate that even on this multi kilometer distance
we find significant seismic coherence between 0.01Hz and
1Hz for the 50% percentile. For frequencies larger than
1Hz, these results are (almost) independent of the time
of the year.

These seismic correlations are important to take into
account for next generation atom interferometers and in-
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FIG. 14: The coherence (left panel) and CSD (right panel) between the underground seismometers (NS components)
D2000 and E2000 at Homestake (Az ~405m and depth = 610m) where 115 noisy 1 min-segments were removed
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light orange, where dashed (full) lines are used for the analyses with the different parameters < 1Hz (> 1Hz). The
red dashed line represents the level of coherence expected from Gaussian data which goes approximately as 1/N,
where N is the number of time segments over which was averaged.

terferometric GW detectors. For the former, multiple
atomic gradiometers are planned to be placed at dis-
tances of several hundred of meters to tens of kilome-
ters. For the ET the baseline configuration consists of
an equilateral triangle made up of three nested GW in-
terferometers. In this configuration the end and central
station of two different detectors are planned to be sep-
arated by a distance of several hundred of meters in the
current design [70]. Additionally, 10km is a relevant dis-
tance scale for the ET as this is the proposed length-scale
for the detector’s arms.

One of the goals from this and earlier [32] research was
to provide insight on whether the separation between the
corner and end stations of the nested ET detectors would
matter for the correlated seismic noise. Based on the re-
sults presented in this work it seems that any displace-
ment <lkm is insufficient to decrease seismic coherence.
A distance of ~ 2.5km does provide significant reduction
in seismic coherence. However even in such a case we
find significant coherence up to ~ 16Hz 50% of the time
or more. To truly eliminate all seismic coherence (to the
level of ~ 3.8 x 10~%) above 1 Hz one should have a hori-
zontal separation between the corner and end stations of
different ET detectors between 2.5km and 10 km. How-
ever, such a large separation is rather unlikely.

The effect of the observed correlations of seismic noise,
and subsequent NN, on atom interferometers should be
projected in future work. However, the results presented
in this work could form an ideal starting point to make
such projections. Additionally our results demonstrate
that one should be cautious and investigate these effects
in more detail as we observe seismic correlations over the
entire frequency band of interest (0.1 Hz-10 Hz) as well as
over the entire range of distances expected for a realistic

set-up ranging from hundreds of meters to O(10) km.

In the context of the ET, we make a projection of the
expected contributions of NN from body waves on the
search for an isotropic GWB. This search is the most sen-
sitive to correlated noise sources as one tries to observe a
weak background of correlated GW signals for which one
typically has to integrate over O(1 year) of data. Pre-
vious investigations have shown that ET’s instantaneous
sensitivity would probably be affected by NN by a fac-
tor 3-5, which is considered to be realistically removable
by noise subtraction methods such as Wiener filtering
[211, 23], 26, 27], 33, [43H50]. However, as shown in [32], the
search for an isotropic GWB is subject to very small co-
herent noise signals. In this work, we have shown that the
projections based on underground seismic measurements
at Homestake, of which similar results were presented in
[32], are probably more pessimistic compared to a realis-
tic situation at one of the ET candidate sites. However,
at the same time we demonstrated that the assumptions
made in [38] are probably too optimistic as all measure-
ments, even those at extremely low noise seismic sites
above 10Hz, predict stronger effects. More concretely,
these results predict that during at least 50% of the time
the search for an isotropic GWB would be dominated by
NN from body-waves up to 20Hz. This assumes our most
quiet seismic observations at LSBB. For the Homestake
site the effect extents up to 40Hz.

The correlated noise contamination in the low fre-
quency regime has a different impact depending on which
type of broadband isotropic GWB one is looking for. The
resolvable amplitude for a negatively sloped power-law
signal will be reduced by several orders of magnitude.
However, most of the signals currently searched for in this
frequency band have a flat or positive power-law slope,



e.g. a = 0,2/3,3 [64]. We demonstrate that by only
analysing data above 15Hz-20Hz one would loose up to
a factor ~ 6-9 (~3-4) for a power-law signal with a slope
of @« =0 (o = 2/3). Such analysis could be free of corre-
lated noise in case of low noise levels such as at the LSBB
site. The detectability of a signal with a = 3 is unaffected
as it is dominated by the data at higher frequencies.
Finally, the measurements at Sos Enattos seem to sug-
gest significant seismic correlations on length-scales of
10km are situated below 1Hz. Therefore, any correla-
tion effects between test masses located 10km-far are to
be excluded in the frequency band of interest for ET.
However, at current detectors increased noise levels are
observed above several Hz during times of loud seismic
activity at lower frequencies. Such an example are slow
scattered light glitches caused by increased microseism
activity between 0.1Hz and 0.3Hz [71]. These more com-
plex coupling mechanisms are likely to be detector depen-
dant in which case they are less likely to enter coherently
in different interferometers. However, more work might
be needed in the future to entirely exclude this additional
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pathway for correlated noise to enter into GWB searches
with co-located ET detectors. Furthermore, the effect of
the correlated seismic noise for frequencies below 1Hz on
the angular control of the instruments is to be further
understood.
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APPENDIX: AUGUST RESULTS

In this Appendix we provide the results for the differ-
ent sites during the month of August. We will however
not further discuss these as they are very similar from the
January results presented in the main text. The main dif-
ference is the lower amplitude of the seismic correlations
by about an order magnitude around the micro-seism
peaks.
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FIG. 15: The median coherence (left panel) and CSD (right panel) of the underground seismometers for the
different geographical locations studied in this paper for the month of August. For more details on the sensor’s
specifications, see Tab. [Il Note: the data is not from the same year. The data <1Hz (dashed curves) are analysed
using 200 second long segments which are averaged per 6 h-window. Above 1Hz the data (full curves) are analysed
using 10 second long segments which are averaged per 4 h-window. The black dot-dashed line represents the level of
coherence expected from Gaussian data. The Peterson low and high noise models are shown in black (right panel).
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FIG. 16: The projected impact from correlated NN
from body-waves, as calculated in this section, for the
seismic data from the month of January for the different
locations, see the text for details on the used sensors,
their distances and depths. As a comparison we make
the same projection using the Peterson low noise and
high noise models. For the broadband (QEL) sensitivity
to a GWB we assumed one year of observation time
(100% duty cycle). The one year PI curve of the A+
design for the LIGO Hanford LIGO Livingston and
Virgo detectors is represented by the dot-dashed curve.
This curve was obtained using the open data provided
by the LVK collaborations [63] and was first presented
in [64]. Please note: in this paper we present the 1o
PI-curve, whereas in [64] the 20 PI-curve is shown.
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Summary

This study explores the fusion of a field-effect transistor (FET), a paper-based analytical cartridge, and the
computational power of deep learning (DL) for quantitative biosensing via kinetic analyses. The FET sensors
address the low sensitivity challenge observed in paper analytical devices, enabling electrical measurements
with kinetic data. The paper-based cartridge eliminates the need for surface chemistry required in FET sensors,
ensuring economical operation (cost < $0.15/test). The DL analysis mitigates chronic challenges of FET
biosensors such as sample matrix interference, by leveraging kinetic data from target-specific bioreactions. In
our proof-of-concept demonstration, our DL-based analyses showcased a coefficient of variation of < 6.46% and
a decent concentration measurement correlation with an r? value of > 0.976 for cholesterol testing when blindly
compared to results obtained from a CLIA-certified clinical laboratory. These integrated technologies can create
a new generation of FET-based biosensors, potentially transforming point-of-care diagnostics and at-home

testing through enhanced accessibility, ease-of-use, and accuracy.



INTRODUCTION

The landscape of scientific research and technological innovation has witnessed an extraordinary
convergence of diverse disciplines, fostering profound advancements across an extensive spectrum of domains.
In this dynamic milieu, the emergence of machine learning methodologies heralds a transformative epoch that
fundamentally reshapes the contours of medical diagnostics. What is particularly remarkable is the far-reaching
impact of this paradigm shift, transcending customary boundaries of laboratory environments to encompass at-
home testing, point-of-care (POC) diagnostics, and a broad array of real-world applications. Advanced machine
learning methods such as neural networks have been recently emerging in clinical diagnostics with applications
in histology, biosensing technologies, and serodiagnosis of cardiovascular diseases, among others.** Neural
networks can learn from highly multiplexed and non-linear responses of POC sensors and accurately quantify
analyte concentrations despite cartridge-to-cartridge variations and the noise present in biological samples (e.g.,
matrix effect).>®

Traditional biomedical disciplines have extensively relied on the foundational principles of optical
detection techniques and bioimaging, capturing the light signals associated with targeted biomarkers.”® Real-
time bio-signal measurements and bioimaging technologies offer distinct advantages, including internal quality
control through data-driven image analysis?, improved precision and accuracy? +°, and expedited detection
capabilities.® Despite their elegance, optical methodologies are partially encumbered by inherent limitations,
particularly in the context of POC and at-home testing scenarios. Some of these limitations include high reagent
costs and the need for trained experts/users, instigating an exploration of innovative alternatives in diagnostic
platforms.©

Field-effect transistors (FETS), originally designed for electronic circuitry, have undergone a remarkable
evolution, transforming from conventional electronic components into highly sensitive transducers capable of
real-time and label-free detection of a diverse array of analytes with unparalleled sensitivity.!* Despite decades
of research, FET-based biosensors remain in the proof-of-concept stage, lacking successful market products.?13
The realization of their commercial potential, however, has been hindered by a myriad of challenges: batch
variation (i.e., reproducibility)!*, sample matrix effects!®, and packing requirements associated with wet

environments on the sensing surface®®, as well as susceptibility to risks such as leakage and contamination of

3



the sensing zone'®. Recently, a set of FET-based sensor designs has exhibited promising results in overcoming
matrix effects and batch variations in sensing metal ions'+1718 by leveraging machine learning. However, these
approaches have not been extended to sensing within complex testing environments, such as human blood or
plasma, which includes divergent patient-specific proteins, cellular compositions, and ion variations.

While the conventional real-time FET detection captures a snapshot of a bioreaction via monitoring
continuous changes in drain current (Ip) at a fixed gate voltage (V) application or threshold voltage (Viw), its
advantages in terms of accuracy and precision have not been thoroughly elucidated as the gate-dependence of
the kinetic data is not captured. Additionally, these FET biosensors mandate the incorporation of additional
reagent control mechanisms to address issues related to the Debye length!®2?° for physiological media (e.g.,
capture-release method?! associated with reactions, washing, and measurements under controlled buffers),
often facilitated through microfluidic systems for better usability. However, the fabrication of such microfluidic
channels frequently encounters challenges, including time-consuming and labor-intensive manufacturing
processes, diminished yield and the intricate nature of configuring microfluidic setups involving pumps and
valves.???4 These constraints can complicate operations, contradicting the convenient and straightforward use
of POC diagnostic tools, such as lateral-flow assays (LFAs).?42°

In this manuscript, we embark on an exploration of the synergism between FET biosensors, paper-based
analytical devices, and the computational power of deep learning (DL). We first demonstrate the integration of
a porous sensing membrane (PSM), a key component of LFAs, with FET sensors. The platform features a one-
step operation for sample injection, a disposable cartridge for introducing plasma samples (cost < $0.15 per test),
and reusable FET sensors. The PSM incorporates dried sensing components that produce electroactive
enzymatic signals, such as protons specific to the target biomarkers in plasma. The FET sensor characterizes
all-encompassing, target-specific kinetic data occurring within the cartridge through FET transfer curves. Finally,
the DL-based analysis of the obtained kinetic data effectively addresses issues related to sample matrix effects
and varying rates of chemical reactions from test-to-test, and accurately quantifies the target analyte
concentration from the captured data. We showcased a proof-of-concept operation of this platform for

cholesterol testing with patient plasma. Cholesterol concentrations blindly predicted by DL exhibited a correlation



(r?) of > 0.976, with a coefficient of variation (CV) of < 6.42%, when blindly compared against results obtained

from a CLIA-certified clinical laboratory for the same samples.

RESULTS

Operating Principle. Our innovative diagnostic platform employs a new dry chemistry approach for FET
biosensors. The paper analytical cartridge, housing the desiccated sensing components in the PSM, is
electrically connected to the FET (Figure 1a). This synergetic integration offers several advantages: 1) imposing
higher sensitivity to paper analytical devices empowered by electrical measurements, 2) enabling the
measurement of kinetic data, 3) eliminating the complexities associated with laborious wet chemistry procedures
for functionalizing biomolecules on the FET sensing surface, 4) removing the need for traditional microfluidic
systems to regulate reagents, 5) facilitating cost-effective testing (~$0.15 per cartridge, Table S1), 6) mitigating
sample matrix effects, 7) achieving easy miniaturization, and 8) ensuring a prolonged shelf-life (the shelf-life of

LFAs is up to 2 years?).

As a proof-of-concept demonstration for our diagnostic approach, we selected cholesterol, a standard
biomarker in annual blood testing at clinics. The PSM was desiccated with enzymes such as cholesterol esterase
(COE), cholesterol oxidase (COx), and peroxidase (POx), along with surfactants, stabilizers, and buffers,
eliminating the need for additional functionalization steps (Figure 1b). An ion-sensitive sensing electrode (SE),
such as indium-tin-oxide (ITO), was positioned beneath the PSM within the cartridge, with ~50 pum of physical
spacing. Injecting 20 pL of plasma into the cartridge's inlet established a connection between the ITO and the
FET gate (Figure 1a). Once the plasma contacted the PSM, surfactants broke down lipoproteins, and a series
of enzymatic reactions produced protons released into the physical spaces between the PSM and ITO. The
real-time release of protons resulting from a series of enzymatic reactions specific to the cholesterol
concentration in the plasma was continuously recorded in FET transfer curves repeatedly measured over 5
minutes (Figure 1c). These transfer curves were transformed into a 2D heatmap, encapsulating all enzymatic
kinetic details characterized in the sum of transfer curves. The DL analysis further optimized the subset of kinetic
signals carrying concentration-specific data to quantify cholesterol concentrations in patient plasma samples

(Figure 1c).



Proton Specificity. Proton was the target signal of interest in response to cholesterol. The intrinsic ITO
exhibited a Nernstian response of 52.8 mV/pH with an r? of 0.997 and CV < 1.3% (Figure S1a) without any
changes in the transconductance (Gn) value over all pH ranges (Figure S1b). Due to the significantly higher
input impedance of the FET compared with that of an ITO remote gate module?®-?¢, there were no changes in Vi,
with increasing contact areas as a result of increasing media volume size (from 20 to 100 uL) on the ITO surface
(Figure S1c). An insignificant drift of 8 uVV/min, measured over 30 minutes (Figure S1d), suggested that the ITO

sensing electrode was highly stable for translating enzymatic reactions specifically.

FET Data. Upon injecting human plasma into the cartridge, distinct real-time signal patterns were
observed in response to varying cholesterol levels, as indicated by changes in the Vi (AVy) relative to the Vi, of
lipoprotein-free cholesterol plasma (Figure 2a). The protons generated by each electroactive enzymatic reaction
decreased Vi levels of n-type FETs due to the positive surface potentials applied on the ITO from protons. The
initial Vi of the cartridges was largely influenced by the pH and ion concentration of human plasma, as well as
batch variations in cartridges, along with diverse proteins and components in plasma that could cause non-
specific binding on the ITO surface. Despite injections of different plasma samples, the initial Vi, values tended
to overlap (Figure 2a). This could be attributed to our cartridge design, which incorporated a ~50 ym air gap
between the PSM and the ITO electrode (inset of Figure 2a). The presence of this air gap played a pivotal role
in facilitating the mixing process between the PSM and plasma samples. It ensured that the mixing process
occurred before the original plasma came into direct contact with the ITO electrode (inset of Figure 2a). As a
result, any sample matrix effects were significantly diluted by the potent buffer components that were already
desiccated within the PSM. Consequently, the PSM efficiently transmitted purified electroenzymatic signals to

the ITO surface.

Figure 2b further supports the fluidic dynamics in the cartridge described above by demonstrating the
controlled initial Vi, of each cartridge after the injection of different random human plasma samples using various
buffer solutions, such as phosphate-buffered saline (PBS), piperazine-N,N'-bis(2-ethanesulfonic acid) (PIPES),
and PIPES/PBS (5:5 ratio), dried onto identical PSMs, with the remaining PSM components being consistent.
Small variations in the initial Vi, levels are shown for each group of cartridges dried with PBS, PIPES/PBS, and

PIPES (CV < 10%). Even lipoprotein-free plasma samples with a pH of 5 tend to be controlled by the buffer
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solution in the PSM of the cartridge (Figure 2b). For subsequent experiments, we selected PBS (pH 7.4) as the
buffer component for the PSM to minimize the pH disparity between plasma (pH 7.35 to 7.45) and the dried

buffers.

We further optimized the concentrations of COE, COx, and POx for the PSM by evaluating correlations
between the enzyme concentrations and the cholesterol signals (Figure S2). Concentrations of enzymes
exceeding 200 U/mL displayed saturated correlations, leading us to choose 300 U/mL enzyme concentrations
for COE, COx, and POx in all subsequent experiments. However, without the POx enzyme, no correlative
sensing signals were obtained, implying that POx played a critical role in producing electroactive enzymatic
signals such as protons (Figure S3). It is noted that the enzyme solutions lacked long-term shelf life without
drying them on the PSM, as shown by a large drift in the initial Vi, levels of the enzyme solution over time (Figure

S4).

We further discovered that the use of bovine serum albumin (BSA) coating on the ITO electrode
significantly mitigated sample matrix effects without compromising the detection signals (Figure 2c). In contrast,
bare ITO electrodes without BSA coating exhibited larger shifts in electroenzymatic signals, even for free
cholesterol plasma samples. This might be due to the remaining proteins and ions in lipoprotein-free plasma

causing non-specific signals by interacting with the bare ITO surface.

The LOD achieved by our detection platform was assessed in Figure 2d using diluted clinical plasma with
lipoprotein-free plasma, ensuring controlled conditions. The estimated LOD for cholesterol is determined to be
28.5 pg/dL (737 nM). This LOD range is exclusively demonstrated by conventional electrochemical detection
methods employing sophisticated and complex device fabrications, including the utilization of nanomaterials and
mediators.?® The highly sensitive attribute of FET sensors extends this remarkable LOD range to paper-based

analytical devices, highlighting the efficacy of the platform even without the need for functionalization.

Lastly, in Figure 2e, we present the distribution of AVy, values for cholesterol concentrations measured
from patient plasma samples across 178 cartridges produced during 15 different sub-batch fabrications. Notably,
when enzymes were absent from the PSM, no correlated detection signals were observed, leaving sample matrix

effects the only reason for minor variations in AVy, (Figure S5). While there was a degree of correlation between



cholesterol levels and AV, values, relying solely on AViw, (which is conventionally used in FET sensor analysis to
determine target-signals) as the sensor readout presented major challenges. When applied to our dataset, this
standard approach displayed a low r? of 0.808 (Figure 2e) and a large CV of up to 22.8% within a clinically
relevant range (i.e., 100-150 mg/dL, Figure 2f), confirming the challenges of FET biosensor performance on

physiological samples, despite optimizations of the diverse fabrication factors listed above.

The conventional FET analysis, focusing solely on AVy, (Figure 2e) by considering the endpoint and initial
point, falls short of providing a comprehensive understanding of variations during enzyme reactions influenced
by the time-dependent enzyme reaction rate (Figure 3a) and sample matrix effects. Moreover, the real-time FET
measurement (Figure 2a), capturing a cumulative representation of specific snapshots at particular moments
over time, also offers limited information about enzyme reactions. For instance, the G, values, which cannot be
obtained from real-time measurement approach in Figure 2a, exhibit significant variations during reactions
(Figure 3b). These variations are influenced by factors such as the rate of enzyme reactions, the mixing process
within the cartridge, and the presence of sample matrix effects. Interpreting these dynamic behaviors for each
specific case can be challenging, underscoring the need for more advanced data-driven analytical techniques,
such as DL, to comprehensively capture and interpret the dynamic nature of these biochemical processes, as

detailed in the subsequent sections.

Design of DL-based Signal Analysis. DL benefits from the universal function approximation power of
neural networks to harness the complex non-linear kinetic data from the FET sensor to measure the analyte
concentrations. Here, we employed DL-based analysis and neural networks for two key objectives: 1) optimizing
the subset of kinetic signals carrying concentration-specific information, and 2) quantifying the target analyte
concentrations in patient plasma samples. The DL models were structured as fully-connected shallow networks
with three hidden layers, utilizing continuously measured FET transfer curves as input data. Both the kinetic data
input and the network architecture underwent optimization through a 4-fold cross-validation on the validation set
of plasma samples (refer to the Data Processing and Deep Learning Analysis section for detailed procedures).

The optimized network was subsequently tested on 30 additional samples from the testing set, never used before.



For DL analysis, transfer curves measured over 5 minutes for each plasma sample were transformed
into a 2D heatmap (Figure S6). This heatmap for each test visually represented all enzymatic kinetic details,
encompassing characteristics observed in the sum of raw transfer curves (Figure S6a), such as potential drifts
during the measurement, initial Vi, and changes in Vi, electronic mobility, and G due to enzyme reactions
(Figure S6b). Notably, our preliminary observations underscored the significance of subtracting the initial transfer
curve data from the raw heatmap in Figure S6b. The initial transfer curves typically serve as a baseline for
conventional FET analysis to measure the relative change in target-specific signals, which could be significantly
affected by pH, ion concentrations, and sample matrix effects. Thus, the raw heatmap (Figure S6b), after
subtracting the initial transfer curve properties and referred to as the signal heatmap (Figure 3c), encapsulated
pure kinetic information primarily associated with enzymatic reactions, and remained, by and large, unaffected
by interference from varying pH levels in plasma samples. Using this signal heatmap as input resulted in a
substantial improvement in the neural network inference, reducing the CV from 20.1% to 8.5% and increasing

the r? from 0.698 to 0.904 (see Figure 3d).

DL was further applied to optimize the subset of kinetic signals containing concentration-specific
information within the signal heatmap. This optimization considered both the size of the Vs window (i.e., within
the 0-3 V range, Figure 4a-c) and the time window (i.e., within the 14-343 s range, Figure 4d-f). The selection of
the optimal model was based on achieving the lowest mean square error (MSE) and the highest r? values when
comparing predicted and ground truth cholesterol concentrations for samples from the validation dataset, with
variations in the sizes of V¢ windows. Consequently, the optimal Ve window was identified to be between 1.15
V and 2.45 V (Figure 4b). The predicted concentrations within this optimal V¢ subset still exhibited a high CV of
20.7% and a relatively low r? of 0.907. With a fixed V¢ window, an optimal time subset was determined to be
within the range of 91-119 s (Figure 4e). The network utilizing the optimized subset in Figure 4e demonstrated
improved quantification performance on the same validation set in Figure 4c, achieving an r? of 0.954 and a CV
of 11.4% (Figure 4f). This final optimized network was further utilized to generate blind testing results using

plasma samples never seen before, which will be detailed in the next section.

Blinded Testing Results. The optimized neural network model, incorporating the optimal architecture

and refined kinetic data input (refer to the Data Processing and Deep Learning Analysis section of the Methods
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for detailed model architecture), underwent blind testing to quantify cholesterol concentrations across 30 clinical
plasma samples from three distinct testing batches (Figure 4g). For each of the three testing batches, we trained
optimized models separately using samples from the same batch to minimize inter-batch variability. The blind
testing predictions exhibited a high correlation with the ground truth cholesterol values, with an r? value exceeding
0.976 for all three batches (Figure 4h). Additionally, the neural network models’ inference results demonstrated
low variations in predictions, with a maximum CV of 6.46% over different cholesterol concentration ranges
(Figure 4i). Importantly, blind testing predictions from the models using the optimal subset in the signal heatmap
(Figure 4q) outperformed other models, including the model that used the entire raw heatmap (Figure S7a), the
model with a 2x larger window size than the optimal subset in the signal heatmap (Figure S7b), and the model
using the optimal subset in the raw heatmap (Figure S7c). Therefore, this optimized concentration inference
method not only better utilized the enzymatic reaction kinetics of our FET-based sensor but also improved the

robustness of the network predictions, making them more resistant to variations induced by sample matrix effects.

For the same blind testing set, a single model trained on samples from all three baches (Figure S8) had
inferior accuracy (r?: 0.886 excluding outliers) and precision (CV of 10.85 %). Higher variations of this single
neural network model between different batches originate from additional variabilities in PSM and reagent
batches used during different testing days. In future iterations of assay development, incorporating batch-
specific information along with the sensor data can be used to create a more robust inference model that

generalizes to different batches with the same superior performance.

Scalability to Immunoassay. Our detection platform has the potential to be adapted for immunoassays,
which holds significant promise in a wide range of biomedical applications. To illustrate this adaptability, we
conducted a proof-of-concept experiment involving electroactive enzymatic signaling on our platform (Figure S9).
In this experiment, we utilized the interaction between horseradish peroxidase (HRP)-labeled anti-mouse 1gG
(Ab-HRP), hydrogen peroxide (H202), and 3,3',5,5'-tetramethylbenzidine (TMB) — a combination that has long
been established and widely used in conventional enzyme-linked immunosorbent assays (ELISA) for detecting
biomarkers in sandwich immunoassays using the resultant colored product of TMB.*® TMB and HRP reactions
also produce protons®, which serve as a target signal in our detection platform. This phenomenon is depicted

in Figure S9, where increased concentrations of Ab-HRP decrease Vi levels of the FET upon the injection of
10



H.O, (Figure S9a) or TMB (Figure S9b). TMB and HRP signaling can be integrated into the LFA framework,
complemented by zones dedicated to capture antibody, detection antibody, and chemical substrate. This design
could be particularly beneficial for immunoassays that require high sensitivity, such as troponin | and metabolite

assays, as well as for the rapid detection of infectious diseases.

DISCUSSION

Our integration of an LFA component, specifically the PSM, with a FET yields synergistic benefits and
multiple advantages, effectively overcoming limitations inherent in each of the two components when used
individually as diagnostic platforms. The FET sensing mechanism can potentially be used to enhance the
sensitivity of paper-based analytical devices and enable the measurement of kinetic data within the PSM. On
the flip side, the intricate surface chemistry required for FET sensors to immobilize biomolecules like enzymes
and antibodies is replaced by the straightforward dry chemistry of the LFA technology. Furthermore, building
upon the utilization of an electroactive enzymatic signal, such as protons, as opposed to label-free FET detection,
our approach eliminates the requirement for conventional microfluidic systems to regulate reagent supply to FET
sensors, effectively addressing Debye length issues. This strategic choice enables a simplified operation down
to a single sample injection step, eradicating the need for a complex microfluidic system. This integration goes
a step further in mitigating critical commercialization risks associated with FET sensors, including shelf-life,
production costs, and contamination of the FET sensing surface, all of which have hindered the widespread

adoption of FET biosensors in the market.

Despite effectively addressing the aforementioned risks, some challenges still persist, particularly in
terms of reliability, impaired by sample matrix effects and batch-to-batch variations. The enhanced sensitivity of
FET sensors, advantageous for detecting target signals, introduces susceptibility to interference from non-
specific binding or unintended interactions, which can complicate the interpretation of results and impact the
accuracy of the sensor. Various strategies, such as surface modifications, advanced coatings, or the use of
blocking agents, have been explored to enhance the specificity of FET sensors. However, the translation of their

performance from laboratory-scale studies to practical applications remains a challenge.
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Our DL-based analysis, coupled with a meticulous optimization process, proves instrumental in mitigating
variation issues arising from sample matrix effects and reaction rates. This approach enhances the ability to
discern and interpret complex interactions of the testing environment within the DL model, allowing for a more
precise analysis of the intricate but insightful kinetic FET data. While our DL technigques showed competitive
cholesterol quantification in samples within the same batch (i.e., models for each of the three batches were
trained independently), the scalability of our DL-based FET sensor between different batches was limited (i.e., a
single model trained on all three batches showed inferior performance, r? < 0.9) due to additional factors affecting
inter-batch repeatability. These factors include the varying properties of ITO used in different testing batches,
variations in enzyme and reagent concentrations due to handling issues, limited control over environmental
factors such as temperature and humidity, variability between reagent batches, residual non-specific binding of
proteins in plasma on the ITO, and varying enzyme activity influenced by the pH or ion concentrations of plasma
samples. These factors can be addressed in future iterations through quality controls implemented in the
fabrication and assembly processes. Additionally, assay and environmental factors that have a direct impact on
the captured data can be added to the input of future inference models to improve the generalizability of the

concentration inference model to different batches.

The potential incorporation of our platform into immunoassay technology will open up a myriad of
biomedical applications, including disease diagnosis, biomarker detection, and therapeutic drug monitoring. The
demonstration of electroactive enzymatic signaling between anti-HRP and TMB (Figure S9) underscores the
versatility of our platform in LFA-based immunoassay techniques. Measuring electrical signals of the commonly
used clinical immunoassays by our FET biosensor offers significant advantages, such as high sensitivity,
enhanced accuracy through kinetic information, and data-driven analysis. Expanding on the potential benefits,
the ability of FET sensors to conduct multiplexed immunoassays could be a critical advancement, enabling the
simultaneous detection of multiple biomarkers within a single sample input. This capability is essential for
achieving comprehensive disease profiling, providing a more nuanced understanding of an individual's health
status. By facilitating the detection of a spectrum of biomarkers within a single diagnostic measurement, our
platform, once fully developed, might contribute to more holistic and efficient diagnosis and monitoring of various

diseases.
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CONCLUSION

Our research showcased a seamless integration of FETs, paper-based analytical devices, and DL
methodologies, effectively addressing persistent challenges associated with FET sensors, such as sample matrix
effects and variations in reaction rates, while simplifying operational complexities. The inclusion of a PSM in the
FET sensing zone streamlined the sensor operation into a single-step, cost-effective testing process. The
synergistic interplay between FETS' kinetic data and DL methodologies was further demonstrated through
guantitative diagnostics, notably in the proof-of-concept quantification of cholesterol concentration in patient
plasma samples. For blinded cholesterol tests, this approach yielded a high precision (CV < 6.46%) and a decent
accuracy (r? > 0.976). The integration of immunoassays into our detection platform could potentially achieve a

significant advancement in medical diagnostics, promising improved healthcare outcomes.
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EXPERIMENTIAL PROCEDURES

Sensing Solution Preparation. A sensing solution included enzymes, a stabilizer, and buffer solutions.
300 U/mL cholesterol esterase (Toyobo, COE-311), 300 U/mL cholesterol oxidase (Toyobo, CO0O-321), and 300
U/mL peroxidase (Toyobo, POX-301) were dissolved in PBS, piperazine-N,N'-bis(2-ethanesulfonic acid) (PIPES),
or PBS/PIPES (45/55% ratio) buffer solution, respectively. Triton X-100 (Sigma Aldrich, SLBM3869V), tween 20
(Surf's Up surfactant Kit, K40000), and 10% BSA (Thermo Scientific, WL335677) were mixed with the enzyme
solution at a 0.5% (v/v) for each.

Cartridge Fabrication. ITO (Sigma Aldrich, 639303) cleaned with isopropanol for 20 min was utilized
as the SE. ITO was further incubated with 10% BSA solution for 4 hours to achieve a blocking layer on the ITO
surface. The final sensing solution described earlier was fully spread over each PSM made of an asymmetric
super micron polysulfone membrane (Pall, TOEXPPA0045S00M) with a 0.45 um average pore size and a
nitrocellulose membrane with a 0.22 um average pore size (Sartorius, 11327-41BL). Each PSM was fully dried
for 20 min using nitrogen gas and stored under silica gel for 2 hours. Dried PSM was sliced to a 6 mm diameter
circle for the cartridge component. The ITO was taped on an acrylic sheet substrate (1 mm-thick, 1.5 cm by 1.5
cm) using double-sided tape. Another double-sided tape (50 um thickness) was mounted on the ITO with an
opening window for PSM placement. PSM and chamber were sequentially added on the top of double-sided
tape. The ITO electrode was connected to the gate of MOSFET using an alligator clip for electrical
measurements. All components, including ITO, acrylic sheet and double-sided tapes, were fabricated by a laser
cutter (60 W Speedy 100 CO;, laser, Trotec, USA).

Electrical Measurement System. The ITO of the cartridge was connected to the gate of a commercial
n-type metal-oxide-semiconductor field-effect transistor (MOSFET) (CD4007UB) using an alligator clip. The
same MOSFET was used over all measurements consistently. A 20 pL volume of plasma was injected into the
inlet of the cartridge. An Ag/AgCI reference electrode contacted the plasma, applying the Vg in a range from 0
to 3V for all measurements. All transfer curves were measured using a Keithley 4200A semiconductor analyzer
with a source-drain voltage set at 50 mV, and the V¢ fixed in the double-sweep mode. Transfer curves of the
FET were repeatedly measured for 5 min under each plasma sample. The Vi was calculated as the Ve

corresponding to an Ip of 1 pA in each transfer curve. Standard pH buffer solutions were used to evaluate the
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pH sensitivity of the ITO in Figure S1. Each solution was removed by pipetting after each measurement. For
HRP response tests in Figure S9, 10 mM H.O. in PBS was mixed with IgG-HRP (Southern Biotech, 1030-05)
on the bare ITO surface, sequentially, with increasing concentrations of IgG-HRP in a range from 16 ng/mL to
50 ug/mL in PBS. Also, TMB (Thermo Scientific, 34028) was added to goat IgG-HRP solution in a range from
16 ng/mL to 10 pg/mL in PBS before testing.

Clinical Sample Tests. Lithium heparin plasma from leftover patient samples collected at The University
of Chicago Medical Center with cholesterol concentrations ranging from 100 to 300 mg/dL were de-identified
and stored at -20 °C until use. Samples were collected under a quality assurance protocol, which qualified for
an institutional review board waiver and no patient identifiers were collected. Cholesterol concentrations were
guantified using the Roche CHOL?2 enzymatic colorimetric assay on the ¢701 module of the Roche Cobas 8000
analyzer system (Indianapolis, IN, USA). After thawing, the samples were stored at 2—8°C for up to seven days.
Lipoprotein-free human plasma was purchased from Kalen Biomedical, LLC as control. In order to evaluate LOD
(Figure 2d), 312 mg/dL clinical plasma sample was diluted by lipoprotein-free human plasma. The CV values
(Figure 2e) were obtained from at least 3 testing cartridges for the same human plasma sample.

A total of 179 plasma samples were tested within 3 testing batches, including 86 plasma samples in the
first batch, 57 plasma samples in the second batch, and 36 plasma samples in the third batch. In the first testing
batch, 61 plasma samples were used for training, with 17 samples for validation and 8 samples for blind testing
of the deep learning model. In the second batch, 42 samples were allocated for training, with 15 samples for
blind testing, and in the third batch, 29 samples were reserved for training, with 7 samples for blind testing. This
split was dictated by the uniform coverage of cholesterol concentration (in 100-300 mg/dL range).

Data Processing and Deep Learning Analysis. For each sample, the transfer curves of the FET sensor
were repeatedly measured over 49 cycles with 7 sec per cycle (i.e., a total of 343 s period). Before applying DL-
based analysis, the first captured cycle was subtracted from all 49 cycles within the raw heatmap (Figure S6b),
yielding 48 cycles within the heatmap, termed signal heatmap (Figure 3c). For DL analysis, the signal heatmap
was converted into a 1D array and input into the processing neural network. The neural network architecture
was optimized through a 4-fold cross-validation on the validation set, and the optimal model represented a

shallow neural network with a fully-connected architecture with 3 hidden layers (128, 64 and 32 units), each
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followed by batch normalization and 0.5 dropout. All three layers used RelLU activation functions and L2
regularization. The loss function (L) was MSE compiled with Adam optimizer, a learning rate of 10, and a batch

size of 5, i.e.,

N
1 N2
L= NZ(yi_yi)l
=1

where y; are the ground truth analyte concentrations, y’ are the predicted concentrations, and N is the batch size.

The input signals into the neural network were further optimized by selecting a subset of current values
from the total operating range (i.e., 14-343 s time range and 0-3 V Vg range). The optimization was done in two
steps through a 4-fold cross-validation (see Deep learning-based optimization of the kinetic data for more details)
on 17 samples from the validation set (see Clinical Sample Tests section for more details). This optimized model
architecture (i.e., the model with optimal input subset and architecture) was further used at the blind testing

phase.

The blind testing set included 30 samples (not seen during network optimization) from three different
testing batches. For each batch, the final optimized models were independently trained using samples from the
same batch (see Clinical Sample Tests). Training times for batches 1 to 3 were 113 s, 143 s, and 145 s,
respectively. Irrespective of the batch number, blind testing of the trained model averaged 110 ms per sample
for a batch size of 1, and this time decreased to 35 ms per sample when using a batch size of 10. Data
preprocessing and training/testing of neural networks were performed in Python, using OpenCV and TensorFlow
libraries. Training/testing of the neural networks was done on a desktop computer with a GeForce GT 1080 Ti

(NVIDIA).

Deep learning-based Optimization of the Kinetic Data. The neural network input optimization process
was performed through a 4-fold cross-validation on the validation set and was conducted in two steps: first,
optimizing the V¢ subset within 0-3 V range (Figure 4a-c), and second, optimizing the time window within 14-
343s range (Figure 4d-f). In each step, the optimal model was selected based on the MSE and r? values between
the predicted and ground truth cholesterol concentrations for 17 samples from the validation dataset (see the

Clinical Sample Tests subsection for further details on the split between training, validation, and testing sets).
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At the first step, the optimal Vg operating range was determined to be between 1.15 V and 2.45 V centered at
1.8 V (Figure 4b). The predictions generated by the model with the optimal Vs window exhibited a strong
correlation with the ground truth with an r? of 0.907, however a CV of 20.7% was still high (Figure 4c). To further
enhance the performance, we determined the optimal time range for a fixed optimal Ve window by evaluating
MSE and r2 maps generated on the same validation dataset with 17 samples (Figure 4d). The optimal time range
based on lower MSE and higher r? was selected between 91 s and 119 s centered at 105 s, reducing the overall
assay operation to < 2.5 minutes (Figure 4e). The predictions of the model with optimized V¢ and time subsets
on the validation set showed an r? value of 0.954 and a CV of 11.4% with respect to ground truth measurements

(Figure 4f), and the model with this input subset was further used during the blind testing stage.
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Figure captions
Figure 1. Schematic images of (a) the diagnostic platform combining the FET detection system with an actual
photo of the components of a single-use paper-based analytical cartridge. (b) Detection mechanism of

cholesterol around PSM and SE within the cartridge. (c) Overview of DL signal processing framework.

Figure 2. (a) Representative real-time Vy curves in response to enzyme reactions based on the cholesterol
concentrations in human plasma. (b) Initial Vi, distributions of cartridges dried with different buffer components
such as PBS, PIPES/PBS, PIPES. CV values of initial Vi, were compared. (c) AV variation of the cartridge with
bare ITO and BSA/ITO for the injection of lipoprotein-free plasma. AV, was defined as the difference between
the initial Vi» and Vi for a specific time of each cartridge. (d) LOD evaluation measured by using a diluted clinical
plasma sample with lipoprotein-free plasma. (e€) AV distribution of 178 testing cartridges with plasma samples
of varying cholesterol concentrations. (f) CV values of AVwin Figure 2(e) calculated from at least 3 repeated

tests for the same plasma.

Figure 3. (a) Schematic of transfer curve changes over different stages of the enzymatic reaction on the
cartridge. (b) Representative Gn variation over the enzymatic reaction. (c) Transfer curve heatmaps after
subtraction of the first cycle signal. (d) Comparison of cholesterol concentrations predicted by the neural network

using the pure signal and raw heatmap.

Figure 4. (a) MSE and r? maps for the validation dataset from models with different Vs subsets; (b) Optimal Vg
subset selected as a local extremum on MSE and r> maps. (c) Predictions on the validation dataset for the model
with the optimal V¢ subset; (d) MSE and r?> maps for the validation dataset from models with different time subsets.
(e) Optimal time subset within Vs subset selected as local extremum on MSE and r> maps. (f) Model predictions
on the validation dataset for the model with optimal Vs and time subsets. (g) Final model predictions on the blind
testing dataset composed of 30 clinical samples from 3 different testing batches. (h) r? values expanded over 3
testing batches for models with different input subsets. (i) CV values for the optimal model expanded over

different cholesterol ranges for blind tests.
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Capacitive coupling study of the HERD SCD
prototype: preliminary results

Ruo-Si Lu, Rui Qiao, Ke Gong, Wen-Xi Peng, Wei-Shuai Zhang, Dong-Ya Guo, Jia-Ju Wei, Yi-Ming Hu,
Jian-Hua Guo, Qi Wu, Peng Hu, Xuan Liu, Bing Lu, Yi-Rong Zhang

Abstract—The Silicon Charge Detector (SCD) is a subdetector
of the High Energy Cosmic Radiation Detection payload. The
dynamic range of the silicon microstrip detector can be extended
by the capacitive coupling effect, which is related to the interstrip
capacitance and the coupling capacitance. A detector prototype
with several sets of parameters was designed and tested in the ion
beams at the CERN Super Proton Synchrotron. The capacitive
coupling fractions with readout strip and floating strip incidences
were studied using the beam test data and SPICE simulation.

Index Terms—Silicon microstrip detectors, Capacitive cou-
pling, Capacitance

I. INTRODUCTION

HE High Energy Cosmic Radiation Detection (HERD)
facility is a dedicated particle and astrophysical experi-
ment for the Chinese space station. It aims to achieve several
key scientific objectives, including indirect searches for dark
matter, precise spectroscopy, and composition measurements
of cosmic rays, and monitoring high-energy gamma rays [1].
One of the unresolved phenomena in cosmic ray detection is
the “knee”, which refers to the steepening of primary cosmic
rays near the PeV energy range [2]. The operation of HERD
is expected to make significant contributions to understanding
this phenomenon.
The HERD facility comprises a 3-D cubic imaging
calorimeter (CALO) surrounded by five sides of trackers, Plas-
tic Scintillator Detector (PSD) and Silicon Charge Detector
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Silicon Charge
Detector(SCD)

Fig. 1. Schematics of the HERD detector.

(SCD) [3]. The envelope size of the HERD facility is 3.0 x
2.3 x 1.7 m3. SCD is located at the outmost of HERD, as
shown in Fig. 1.

The SCD is designed to measure the charge of high-energy
cosmic ray nuclei ranging from Z of 1 to about 28. The SCD
is composed of a Top-SCD unit covering an area of 1.8 x 1.8
m2, and four Side-SCD units with an area of 1.6 x 1.1 m?
each. Each SCD unit consists of eight layers of single-sided
silicon microstrip detectors. The adjacent layers are installed
in orthogonal directions to identify the charge and trajectories
of incoming charged particles [4].

A silicon microstrip detector can be modeled as a network
of capacitors, which includes the bulk capacitors, the interstrip
capacitors, and the coupling capacitors [5,6]. When a charge
signal is generated within a strip that has been hit, it can
be capacitively coupled to neighboring strips through the
capacitor network. This capacitive coupling effect is negligible
when the coupling capacitance is significantly larger than the
interstrip capacitance. On the contrary, this capacitive coupling
effect can be enhanced by using smaller coupling capacitors
as discussed in this paper.

The electronic design of SCD is inherited from the Silicon
Tungsten Tracker of the Dark Matter Explorer (DAMPE),
whose linear dynamic range can only directly measure the
signal of Z = 1 ~ 6. The SCD is proposed to increase the
dynamic range to measure the signal of Z = 1 ~ 28 by
enhancing the capacitive coupling effect. The small signals
from low-Z particles can be easily measured using the fired
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Fig. 2. The capacitive coupling fractions of set 2 a) and set 4 b). The definition
of the two sets will be discussed below

strip. The large signals from high-Z particles could saturate
the readout electronics of the fired strip, but the capacitively
coupled signals of the neighboring strips are not saturated.
The total signals can be reconstructed as the coupled sig-
nals divided by the coupling fractions. This helps the SCD
to measure high-Z particles and extend the dynamic range.
However, if the capacitive coupling fractions are too small
(Fig. 2a), the coupled signals may be too weak and the signal-
to-noise ratios are poor. The capacitive coupling fractions of
SCD are preferred to be larger by approximately one order
of magnitude than the fractions without external capacitors
(Fig. 2b). The dependence of capacitive coupling fractions
and the capacitor network of the SCD prototype detector was
investigated through ion beam test and SPICE simulation.

II. THE SCD PROTOTYPE DETECTOR

The single-sided AC-coupled prototype detector (Products
ID: O00-2), ordered from MICRON semiconductor in 2021
[7], has a thickness of 300 um and an active area of 6 cm
x 3.2 cm (Fig. 3). The full depletion voltage of the sensor is
30 V and it was biased at 80 V during the experiment. Fig.
4 illustrates a cross-section of the silicon sensor. The junction
side of the detector has 400 p+ strips. The implantation
and readout pitch are 80 pm and 160 pm, respectively. The
detector is divided into two groups: the first half with 200
strips have a width of 60 pm, while the remaining 200 strips
have a width of 25 pym. Half of the implantation strips are AC-
coupled to the front-end electronics and amplified by four 64-
ch IDE1140 ASICs [8], while the other half implantation strips
remain floating. These two types of implantation strips are
referred to as the readout strips and floating strips, respectively.
This interval readout design allows for achieving good spatial
resolution using limited readout channels [9,10].

In order to investigate the dependence of capacitive coupling
on the coupling capacitors, the 100 readout channels in each
group are divided into five sets (Fig. 5). Each set consists of
20 readout channels coupled to various external capacitors, as
listed in Table 1.

The readout channels of both set 1 and set 10 (with 68
pF external capacitors) are connected to two different ASICs.

Fig. 3. View of the SCD prototype detector.

Ce= readout pitch | Ce Ce=r readout pitch | Ce
=160 um N » =160 um N
> >
R F R F F R F R
[ | ¥ 7z | ¥ /|
implantation implantation implantation implantation
width pitch pitch width
=60 um =80 um =80 um =25um

R: readout strip
F: floating strip

Fig. 4. Layout of the silicon microstrip sensor.

This can introduce a bias in the capacitive coupling effect due
to the different ASIC gains. Besides, strip width of 60 pm
is closer to the final design. Consequently, only the analysis
results of set 2 to set 5 are presented and discussed.

III. CAPACITANCE MEASUREMENT

The bulk capacitance, coupling capacitance, and interstrip
capacitance of the SCD were measured using an Agilent
4980A LCR meter. The detector was biased at 80 V using
a Keithley 6487 picoammeter. An Agilent 16065A external
voltage bias fixture was used to prevent the bias voltage from
damaging the LCR meter. For each type of capacitance, the
mean value and the error were calculated through five mea-
surements. In addition, an Agilent 16380A standard capacitor
set was used for calibration before each measurement.

The coupling capacitance (C.) was measured by probing the
AC pad and DC pad of the same strip. The equivalent parallel
capacitance (Cp) and series capacitance (Cs) were read from

TABLE I
PARAMETERS FOR EACH SET OF THE DETECTOR

Set Strip width (pm) External capacitors (pF)
1 60 68
2 60 N/A
3 60 47
4 60 20
5 60 100
6 25 100
7 25 20
8 25 47
9 25 N/A
10 25 68
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Fig. 6. The coupling capacitance dependence on the frequency.

the LCR meter within a frequency range from 100 Hz to 2
MHz, as shown in Fig. 6. At low frequencies, C;, and C were
the same and independent of the frequency. As the frequency
increased, the resistive implantation strip gradually blocked
the AC signal, causing a decrease in the measured capacitance
[5]. The measurements at 600 Hz were chosen to evaluate the
coupling capacitance.

The total bulk capacitance was measured by probing the
bias ring and the backplane of the detector. The bias voltage
was scanned from 5 V to 80 V at a frequency of 600 Hz,
as shown in Fig. 7. Two linear fits were conducted, and the
full depletion voltage was approximately 29.9 V. The bulk
capacitance of a single strip (Cy) is calculated by dividing the
total bulk capacitance by the number of strips.

Three methods were used to measure the first interstrip
capacitance (Cj;) by placing the probes on the pads of two
adjacent strips: a) AC-AC pads, b) DC-DC pads and c) AC-
DC pads. The measurements were conducted with 10 kHz
where the capacitance was independent of the frequency. The
capacitance obtained from the three methods were 6.18 + 0.16
pF, 6.27 + 0.27 pF, and 6.35 £ 0.27 pF, respectively. They
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Fig. 7. The total bulk capacitance as a function of the bias voltage.

TABLE II
THE CAPACITANCE MEASUREMENT RESULTS
Capacitance Value (pF) Error (pF)
Cc 575 0.65
Cb 1.66 N/A
Cil 6.27 0.29
Ci2 0.26 0.30
Ci3 0.21 0.12

agreed with each other within the range of error. Therefore,
only the AC-AC pads were measured for the second interstrip
capacitance (Cjp) and third interstrip capacitance (Cjz). The
final results were shown in Table 2.

IV. ION BEAM TEST RESULTS
A. Experimental setup

An ion beam test was conducted at the CERN Super
Proton Synchrotron (SPS) in October 2022 to investigate the
response of ions for all the HERD prototype detectors. The
test involved a 150 GeV/n lead primary beam directed at a
4 cm thick beryllium target. The secondary particles were
selected using magnets and then directed towards the HERD
prototype detectors. The SCD was mounted on a moving
platform perpendicular to the ion beam, and the height of the
platform was adjusted during the test to ensure that most of the
detector sets received illumination from the small collimated
beams.

B. Raw data process and event selection

The raw data processing consists of three steps: pedestal
subtraction, common noise subtraction, and cluster finding.
Firstly, the pedestal of each channel was determined by
calculating the average ADC value recorded during a pedestal
run for that specific channel. This pedestal value was then
subtracted from the channel amplitude in every beam run
to remove the baseline. Secondly, the common noise, which
is caused by power supply fluctuations, was calculated as
the average ADC value of each ASIC and then subtracted
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Fig. 8. The 7 distribution of the detector set 4 with lithium nuclei incidence.

event-by-event [11]. Lastly, a cluster finding algorithm was
applied to identify all the clusters [11], and the maximum
cluster is selected. The amplitudes of the maximum channel
within the cluster (known as the seed channel) along with its
eight neighboring channels were preserved for further analysis.
Events with readout strips or floating strips incidences were
selected based on the impact position 7, defined as:

% if PHgeea—1 > PHgeeat1 )

Hsse(H»l s
PHurt Piicars 1 PHseea1 < PHiceats

77:

where PHceq, PHgeeq—1 and PHgeeq41 are the signal am-
plitudes of the seed channel and its two neighboring channels
after pedestal and common noise subtractions, respectively.

When a particle hits a readout strip, the majority of the
charge is collected by the seed channel, resulting in the 7
value close to O or 1. On the other hand, when a particle
hits the floating strip, the charge is capacitively coupled and
distributed almost equally between the two adjacent readout
strips, leading to the 7 value close to 0.5. Fig. 8 illustrates
the distribution of 7 values for incident lithium nuclei on the
detector set 4. The readout strip incidence is identified with
n values within the range of [0, 0.15] and [0.85, 1], while
the floating strip incidence is identified with 7 values between
0.45 and 0.55.

C. Capacitive coupling analysis

A typical capacitive coupling effect of readout strip inci-
dence is shown in Fig. 9b. The seed channel collects around
90% of the total cluster amplitude. The neighboring channels
only share a few percent of the total cluster amplitude, and
the sharing fraction decreases as the distance increases. The
first neighboring channel contributed approximately 7% of
the total cluster amplitude. Fig. 9a depicts the capacitive
coupling fractions of each channel when lithium nuclei hit
the floating strips of detector set 4. The charge collected
by the fired floating strip is shared among its neighboring
channels, with the sharing fractions decreasing as the distance
increases. The fractions of the first neighboring channels
amount to approximately 6% of the total cluster amplitude.

fraction(%)

-35-25-15-05 05 15 25 35 -4 =2 0 2 4
channel(refered to impact position)

Fig. 9. The capacitive coupling fractions of the detector set 4 with lithium
nuclei incidence on the floating strips (a) and the readout strips (b). The color
refers to the number of entries in each bin.

The spectra of the capacitive coupling fractions for the first
neighboring channels were accumulated for each ion and each
detector set with either readout or floating strip incidences.
Each spectrum was fitted with a Gaussian distribution and the
Gaussian mean and sigma values were evaluated. A Gaussian
fit result of the first neighboring channel of detector set 4
with floating strip incidences is shown in Fig. 10. Fig. 11a
shows the independence of the capacitive coupling fractions
of first neighboring channels on the type of light ions with
floating strip incidences. This independence can be explained
as follows. The capacitive coupling is affected by the incident
angle, the charge diffusion during carrier drifting and the ca-
pacitor network. During the ion beam test, the SCD prototype
detector was installed perpendicular to the beam direction, and
the charge diffusion diameters of light ions are negligible with
respect to the implant pitch [12]. As a result, the capacitive
coupling should only depend on the detector sets. The final
capacitive coupling fractions were evaluated as the weighted
mean of the capacitive coupling fractions from Z = 1 ~ 7, as
shown in Fig. 11 in the dashed lines. It should be noted that
the capacitive coupling fractions of ions heavier than nitrogen
were not considered due to electronics saturation.

The same evaluation process of the capacitive coupling
fractions of detector set 4 was applied to other detector sets.
The relationship between the reciprocal of capacitance values
and the capacitive coupling fractions of the first neighboring
channels will be discussed in the next section. Fig. 12 shows
the relationship between the reciprocal of capacitance values
and the capacitive coupling fractions of the first neighboring
channels of four detector sets with readout strip and float strip
incidences. For both readout and floating strip incidences, a
smaller external capacitor increases the capacitive coupling
fractions of the first neighboring channels.

V. SPICE SIMULATION

In order to obtain the theoretical capacitive coupling frac-
tions, the SCD prototype detector was modelled as a SPICE
circuit, as shown in Fig. 13. The second and the third interstrip
capacitors were included in the circuit but not shown in Fig.
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Fig. 10. The capacitive coupling fraction distribution of the first neighboring
channels for the detector set 4 with lithium nuclei incidence on the floating
strips.
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Fig. 11. The capacitive coupling fractions of the first neighboring channels
with (a) floating strip and (b) readout strip incidences for the detector set 4.

13 for clear vision. Each readout strip was connected to
a preamplifier through an intrinsic coupling capacitor (C.)
and an external coupling capacitor (C.). The incidence of
a charged particle is simulated as a current pulse connected
on both sides of a bulk capacitor. The measured capacitance
values shown in Table 2 were used in the simulation. The
simulation results are shown in Fig. 12 in dashed curves. The
SPICE simulation results are consistent with the measured
capacitive coupling fractions which depend on the external
coupling capacitor.

VI. CONCLUSION

The HERD SCD should have a large dynamic range to
measure the charge of Z = 1 ~ 28 cosmic rays. The large
dynamic range is proposed to be covered by enhancing the
capacitive coupling effect. A HERD SCD prototype detector
has been designed to study the capacitive coupling effect
dependence of the detector parameters. The detector is divided
in several detector sets, and each set has various external
capacitors. The detector was illuminated by the ion beams
in CERN SPS and the capacitive coupling fractions with
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Fig. 12. The relationship between the reciprocal of capacitance values and the
capacitive coupling fractions of first neighboring channel with readout strip
(a) and floating strip (b) incidences in SPICE simulation and in data.
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Fig. 13. SPICE equivalent model of the microstrip detector.

readout strip and floating strip incidences were evaluated. The
capacitive coupling fractions were not sensitive to the species
of ions, but were dependent on the impact position. As the
distance to the impact position increases, the capacitive cou-
pling fractions decrease. In addition, the detector parameters
and the external coupling capacitors also affect the capacitive
coupling fractions. A SPICE simulation has been implemented
by modelling the SCD detector as a capacitor network, and the
simulation results were consistent with the measurements. The
knowledge of the capacitive coupling effect dependence to the
detector parameters helps to optimize the design of the SCD
detector.
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Abstract

The lowering of the energy threshold in the Nal detector is crucial not only for
comprehensive validation of DAMA /LIBRA but also for exploring new possibil-
ities in the search for low-mass dark matter and observing coherent elastic scat-
tering between neutrino and nucleus. Alongside hardware enhancements, ex-
tensive efforts have focused on refining event selection to discern noise, achieved
through parameter development and the application of machine learning. Ac-
quiring pure, unbiased datasets is crucial in this endeavor, for which a waveform
simulation was developed. The simulation data were compared with the exper-
imental data using several pulse shape discrimination parameters to test its
performance in describing the experimental data. Additionally, we present the
outcomes of multi-variable machine learning trained with simulation data as a
scintillation signal sample. The distributions of outcomes for experimental and
simulation data show a good agreement. As an application of the waveform
simulation, we validate the trigger efficiency alongside estimations derived from

the minimally biased measurement data.
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1. Introduction

Since DAMA /LIBRA claimed the observation of an annual modulation sig-
nal attributed to dark matter (DM) [1, 2, 3], no signal supporting the DAMA /LIBRA’s
observation has been substantiated, and the DAMA /LIBRA signal has been in-
validated by many experiments based on various models [4, 5, 6, 7, 8]. Several
research groups are presently conducting experiments using the same Nal(Tl)
crystal detector as DAMA/LIBRA in attempts to replicate and test the sig-
nal [9, 10, 11, 12, 13]. Recently, COSINE-100 and ANAIS-112 published results
from their model-independent annual modulation analyses [14, 15]. Although
inconclusive at present, more definitive results are expected to be reached within
the next few years.

When interpreting those results, one noticeable challenge is lowering the
analysis threshold. Since DAMA/LIBRA’s quenching factor measurements are
more than twice as large [16, 17, 18, 19], the direct comparison would require
less than half of their analysis threshold. Additionally, DAMA/LIBRA have
recently presented the annual modulation results with an energy threshold down
to 0.75keV [20].

The low energy threshold presents additional opportunities, such as the
search for weakly interacting massive particles (WIMPs) and the observation
of coherent elastic neutrino-nucleus scattering (CEvNS). As sodium and iodine
are both odd-proton elements, a synergy with the low energy threshold provides
competitive sensitivity for spin-dependent interactions of low-mass WIMPs with
protons [21]. Simultaneously, there are efforts to observe CEvNS of reactor neu-
trinos using Nal detectors [22]. This experiment aims to enhance our under-
standing of reactor neutrinos and provide complementary insights into CEvNS
involving relatively lightweight nuclide. The essential element of the CEvNS
observation lies in achieving an extremely low energy threshold. The efforts to-

ward lowering the energy threshold from a hardware perspective have brought



significant enhancements in encapsulation design [23], and concurrent endeavors
on the software front via low-energy event analysis need to be pursued alongside.

To improve the analysis of low-energy event, we devised a waveform simula-
tion reflecting the scintillation characteristics and incorporating a data acquisi-
tion (DAQ) system. This simulation contributes significantly to refining event
selection aimed at lowering the energy threshold by enhancing our understand-
ing of detector responses. This is demonstrated through the development of
parameters for pulse shape discrimination (PSD) and their utility in generating
pure samples for multi-variable machine learning (ML) applications.

Additionally, the analysis of extremely low-energy events much account for
the trigger conditions used to filter out electronic noises. These are more preva-
lent at lower energies and may obscure the real scintillation events. Thus, the
fraction of triggered scintillation events, referred to as trigger efficiency, should
be considered in low-energy analysis. Measuring trigger efficiencies requires
obtaining minimally biased samples, independent of triggers, and as free from
noise as possible. We utilized samples generated from multiple v rays emitted
by a 22Na radioactive source for this purpose.

The waveform simulation was optimized to accurately replicate the exper-
imental data and is detailed in Sec. 2, along with its implementation process.
In Sec. 3, we perform a comparative analysis between the experimental and
simulation data using several PSD parameters to validate the simulation. Fur-
thermore, we present the outcomes of utilizing the simulated data as a training
sample for ML. The dataset used in Secs. 2 and 3 was taken from the NEON
experiment, with comprehensive details of the experimental setup available in
Ref. [22]. Meanwhile, another experimental setup for measuring trigger effi-
ciencies is outlined in Sec. 4, accompanied by an explanation of the estimation
method. We also present trigger efficiencies derived from noise-free simulated

data compared to real data for enhanced confidence.



2. Waveform Simulation (WFSim)

We have developed a simulation tool named WFSim to thoroughly compre-
hend the detector response and secure pure samples of scintillation events. Typ-
ically, a full simulation for a scintillation calorimeter involves emulating the
detector, including the optical process of scintillation photons, and the DAQ
process. However, due to the resource-intensive nature of tuning the simula-
tion and generating events, our focus was on crafting a fast and uncomplicated
simulation tool tailored specifically to our requirements.

The detector simulation utilizing GEANT4 [24] yields the energy deposited
by the interaction of particles. Photons are then generated according to the
light yield of the scintillator, which is the number of photons produced relative
to the energy deposited. The generated photons go through an optical process
and hit the PMT’s photocathode, which creates photoelectrons (PEs) based on
its quantum efficiency. Here, the number of photoelectrons generated within an
event is referred to as the NPE, and the number of photoelectrons generated
relative to the energy deposited is defined as the “effective light yield”.

WFSim focuses on photoelectrons instead of photon, bypassing the optical
process. To do this, we derived the expectation value of NPE from experi-
mental data, and a value of NPFE serves as input to the WFSim for each event,
drawn randomly from a Poisson distribution with the expectation value as the
mean. Subsequently, WFSim generates waveforms identical in dimensions to the
experimental data.

The process to compute physics quantities, such as charge and PSD parame-
ters, remains consistent because the simulated waveforms match the dimensions
of the physical data. This allows direct comparison between the physics quan-
tities derived from the simulation data and those from the experimental data,
enabling the simulation data to function as scintillation signal samples for ML or
deep learning (DL). By employing WFSim, we can efficiently and precisely simu-
late the detector response, significantly supporting research and facilitating the

development of effective analysis methods for Nal(T1)-based experiments.



2.1. PMT Simulation

The photomultiplier tube (PMT) serves to amplify PEs emitted upon pho-
ton interaction with the photocathode. This amplification, occurring through
multiple dynode stages, generates a large quantity of electrons from the PEs,
eventually converted into electrical pulses upon reaching the anode. Typically,
a single PE (SPE) undergoes amplification by a factor of 10 to 107 electrons,
referred to as the PMT gain G. Various factors, such as voltage differences,
material properties, and dynode geometry, influence the amplification factor at
each dynode stage. While these factors may vary across stages in real-world
scenarios, WFSim assumes these as constant values due to complexity.

To stochastically determine the number of electrons amplified at stage ¢ for
an electron from stage ¢ — 1, it is assumed to follow a Poisson distribution,

Ne,i
Ae —A,

ne’i!

famp (ne,i| G7 nstage) = fpois(ne,i| Ae = Gl/nsmge) = (1)

where n.; denotes the number of electrons amplified at the ith stage, Nstage
is the number of dynode stages, and A, represents the amplification factor of
each stage. We assume each stage has the same amplification factor. For each
electron obtained in stage ¢ — 1, the count of electrons amplified in stage i is
randomly drawn from Eq. 1, and their sum constitutes the total electron count

in stage 1,
e, i—1

N,
Ne,i = ngen (2)

e,

&% represents the random number generated via Eq. 1 for each electron

e,

where n/
in stage ¢ — 1.

SPE pulses are often under-amplified due to cathode/dynode stage skip-
ping or inelastic backscattering [25]. Incorporating under-amplified SPE pulses
termed as low-gain (LG) pulses, WFSim assumes that these LG pulses have
skipped one dynode without amplification. We employ the same A, as normal-
gain (NG) pulses but reducing the number of stages to ngage — 1. Each SPE
pulse randomly chooses either NG and LG based on the measured probability



of LG for each PMT, and the PMT amplification process is executed iteratively
following Eq. 2.

LG fraction integrated into the simulation is estimated from experimental
data through modeling. The dataset used for the analysis is obtained by expos-
ing Nal(TIl) crystal to a 4! Am ~ray source, and PE pulses are identified from
the waveform via a clustering algorithm introduced in Ref. [26]. To select iso-
lated PE pulses, 59.5-keV 7 ray events were selected and a criterion was set with
a time window ranging from 2.6 us after to 4.6 us after the trigger time. The
charge distribution of those pulses can be depicted in Fig. 1, where the ADC
count is a charge unit and is covered in detail in Sec. 2.3. The model to describe
the data should reflect the characteristics of the NG and LG pulses. Notably,
pulses extracted from the data may not exclusively comprise SPE pulses. Over-
lapping of multi-PE (MPE) pulses may occur making them indistinguishable
and potentially biasing the results, so that we should account this effect.

The single-NG pulses can be modeled by a continuous Poisson distribution

using Euler Gamma function,

Mg{l/aq)

Fxn(alag, pn) = for(a/aqlin) = e, (3)

q/aq+1)
where ¢ represents the charge sum of the waveform and a, is a scaling factor.
A random variable Xy formalizes ¢ to describe the charge distribution of NG
pulses with p,, depicting the Poisson mean of g/a,. With the ratio of the mean
charge of NG to LG pulses py, the charge distribution of single-L.G pulses is

described as,

fx. (gl ag, pin, pnL) = fer(a/aq - pnL|pn). (4)

This expression assumes similarity in the charge distribution shapes for LG and
NG pulses, as their shapes are primarily determined by the first amplification
stage while subsequent stages smear the distribution.

The model to describe MPE pulses should also account for the characteristics
of NG and LG pulses. For MPE pulses composed of solely NG or LG pulses, a

Poisson distribution with u, multiplied by the number of PEs as the mean can
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Figure 1: Pulse charge distribution with the N-PE model. The distribution of experimental
data (black dots) of 59.5-keV yrays from a 241 Am source are represented by black dots with
error bars, while the solid thick red line illustrates the N-PE model as decribed in Egs. 3
to 5. The solid magenta, long dashed brown, dashed green, and dotted blue lines represent
distributions for low-gain (LG), normal-gain (NG), 2-PE, and 3-PE pulses, respectively. The
2-PE and 3-PE distributions encompass both NG and LG pulses, maintaining an identical

fraction of LG pulses.

be used. When MPE pulses are a mix of NG and LG pulses, a distribution with
the combination of Xy and X, as the random variable is needed for modeling.
For instance, a distribution like the following can be applied for a 2-PE charge

distribution consisting of an NG pulse and an LG pulse,

fY(Q) = /fXN(t‘ Qg, Mn) X fXL(q - t‘ Qqy Hn, pNL) dt, (5)

where Y is the random variable representing the sum of Xy and X (Y =
Xn + X1).

By extending this approach to encompass the charge distribution up to 3-
PE pulses, the model adequately represents the data as shown in Fig. 1. The
estimated fraction of LG pulses from this model fit is (6.79 + 0.46)%, and the



effective light yield given the fraction can be estimated as,

0(59.5keV)/(59.5 keV)
(1- fre)ang + fucauc’

NPE /keV = (6)

where Q(59.5keV) is the charge corresponding to the 59.5-keV ~ ray from 24 Am
and frg denotes the LG fraction. The mean charge of NG and LG pulses are
represented by gng and qpg, respectively. These can also be obtained from
the model fit as gng = pnaq and gue = Hnaq/pnr- The information such
as SPE gain, LG pulse probability, and effective light yield is used as input
to the simulation. These processes are conducted individually to reflect the

characteristics of each PMT and the results are utilized in the PMT simulation.

2.2. Waveform Generation

Waveform generation in WFSim involves the stacking of SPE and random
pulses on the pedestal followed by the analog-to-digital converter’s (ADC) sam-
pling. The following subsections explain the implementation of these compo-

nents and the extraction of essential data-derived information.

2.2.1. Pedestal

The waveform is discretized with a time interval of 2ns, aligning with the
500-MHz ADC sampling rate of our DAQ system. Each time bin’s pedestal
value is drawn randomly from a Gaussian distribution,

(q— /J/ped)2‘|

e ( | ) 2
; d q /'1/ ed> 0 ped e::p
P P \ 2’7 U]CBZl 20' 1

(7)

where fipeq and opeq denote the mean and root-mean-square (RMS) of the
pedestal, respectively. During data processing for each event, the pedestal mean
is computed and subtracted from the waveform before deriving physics quanti-
ties. Therefore, maintaining a constant fipcq does not introduce any difference
from the experimental data.

Conversely, if the pedestal RMS differs from the experimental data, it may

impact the waveform; thus, it should mirror the data. Given the asymmetric
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Figure 2: Comparison of the pedestal RMS distributions between the experimental data (black
dots) and the simulated data (solid blue line), which are well agreed.

nature of the experimental data’s pedestal RMS distribution, we employed an

asymmetric Gaussian distribution to model the variations of oped,

2 (o'ped*;u'rr)2
= eXD [—7(, } (Oped < o),
f"ped (Jped| Moy O, UT) = Friorten) ( i )2 " (8)
Oped Mo

m eXp [_T} (Oped > fho),

where p, denote the most probable value of opeq. The dispersion of opeq is
represented by o; and o, when it is less or greater than u., respectively. For
each event, op,eq is randomly drawn from the distribution in Eq. 8 to generate the
pedestal values. These equation parameters were deduced from the experimental
data to feed into the simulation. Figure 2 illustrates a comparison between the
simulation and experimental data for the pedestal RMS distribution, showing a

good agreement between the experimental and simulation data.

2.2.2. SPE Pulse Generation

The initial step in generating an SPE pulse involves selecting the pulse type,
either NG or LG pulses, followed by obtaining the SPE charge. By default, the
SPE charge is acquired through the PMT simulation outlined in Sec. 2.1 for each
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Figure 3: (a) Mean and (b) RMS of the SPE height distribution as functions of the SPE
charge. The black dots with error bars depict parameters estimated using a Gaussian model
fitted to experimental data. These parameter values are modeled with first and second-order
polynomials (red lines) representing the variations in the mean and RMS as the SPE charge

changes, respectively.

event. Alternatively, templates obtained from 100 million PMT simulations,
including both NG and LG pulses, can be utilized to avoid repeated PMT
simulations. In this approach, the SPE charge is randomly extracted from the
template corresponding to each pulse type.

The SPE pulse’s height, the maximum amplitude of the pulse, is then de-
termined using a charge-height relationship.

Since the SPE height distribution for a given SPE charge was observed to
be Gaussian-like shape in the experimental data, the distribution is modeled by
a Gaussian distribution varying its mean and standard deviation depending on

the SPE charge ¢,
Jrn(hl @) = feaus[h| pa(a), on(q)], )

where h represents the SPE height and u; stands for the mean of the SPE
height distribution corresponding to a given ¢, while o}, represents the standard
deviation. The values of u; and oj in the Gaussian model vary with the change
in SPE charge indicating variations in the distribution as demonstrated in Fig. 3.
Those values are respectively modeled with first and second-order polynomial

functions pp(q) and op,(q), representing the charge-height relationship. Upon
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Figure 4: SPE shape distributions. We accumulated isolated pulses zeroing out the time when
they maximize for data distribution. The heights of all distributions were normalized to 1,

and the widths of the reference distributions were area scaled to be equal to the data.

randomly generating the SPE charge, the height distribution is determined and
the SPE height is drawn from this relationship.

To establish the SPE shape for a given SPE charge and height, several refer-
ence distributions were compared to the data. Isolated SPE pulses were stacked
to get the data distribution. To synchronize the pulse times before stacking, we
set the time of maximum pulse amplitude to zero. The reference models used

are Gaussian, Moyal [27], and their mixture model expressed as,

fmix (t| tspea O'spe)

1 { [ 1 (t - tspe + — L tspe >] + [ (t - tspe)Z] } (10)
= ———qexXp|—z | ——— +e ©spe exp |—f——=——1| ¢,
vV 87T0'5pe 2 Ospe 20-s2pe

where ts,c denotes the SPE hit time, and ogpe represents the dispersion of the

SPE pulse. As shown in Fig. 4, the mixture model was chosen because it
explains the shape such as asymmetry better than the two other models. Once
the charge and height of the SPE are determined, the SPE pulse is generated

at the specified SPE hit time detailed in the subsequent subsection.
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Figure 5: Waveform distribution comparison. The solid red line illustrates the waveform
accumulated from scintillation events in experimental data, the dotted green line represents
the waveform unfolded from the accumulated waveform, and the dashed blue line shows the

waveform reconstructed from the unfolded waveform.

2.2.3. SPE Hit Time

Obtaining the hit time of each SPE typically involves characteristics of scin-
tillation process such as rising and decaying times. However accurate simula-
tion of this process necessitates a comprehensive understanding of the detector
response, including scintillation process and optical properties of the Nal(Tl)
crystal. It also demands significant simulation time. To bypass these without
missing the scintillation characteristics of Nal(T1) crystal, WFSim introduced an
alternative method by extracting hit times from a data-driven time distribution
generated through a two-step process.

First, an average waveform was derived by accumulating scintillation events
within the [2,10] keV energy range, selected due to its representation of a rel-
atively low-energy area where noise is easily discriminated. To remove the
smearing effect caused by the time distribution of the SPE pulses, the itera-
tive Bayesian unfolding (IBU) method [28] was employed. The IBU method un-

folded the accumulated waveform, utilizing a migration matrix obtained through

12



simulations outlined in Sec. 2.2.2.
The unfolded waveform was reconstructed via the migration matrix to be
validated,

K2

wreeon — Z Mij w;nfold (11)
J
where w®®°® denotes the amplitude of reconstructed waveform for i*" time bin

while w;“ﬁ’ld represents the amplitude of unfolded waveform for j*" time bin,
and the migration matrix is indicated by M;;. Figure 5 shows that the re-
constructed waveform (dashed blue) closely matches the accumulated waveform
(solid red). The unfolded waveform is also depicted in the figure as a dotted
green line. The t,,. values in Eq. 10 are randomly drawn from the unfolded

waveform to determine the position of each pulse.

2.2.4. Random Photoelectrons

WFSim includes random PEs originating from sources such as Nal(T1) phos-
phorescences [29, 30] and PMT dark current. Given that the waveform recording
in the experimental data starts roughly 2.4 us before the trigger time similar as
the COSINE-100 DAQ system [31], the rate of random PEs can be estimated by
counting pulses within the [0, 2] us timeframe. These random PEs are assumed
to share the same shape and magnitude as the SPE pulses. The position is

randomly chosen to ensure an uniform distribution.

2.8. Digitization and Triggering

The PMT generates analog signal measured in volts, which is then digitized
by the ADC. The DAQ system used in the COSINE-100 [31] and the NEON [22]
experiments has a resolution (capc) of 12 bits and a peak-to-peak voltage (Vpp)
of 2.5V. The amplitude of the signal is therefore quantized at a voltage resolu-
tion of 2.5/22 V (~ 0.61 mV). This quantization occurs at a 500-MHz sampling
rate, discretizing the signal at 2-ns intervals. Upon satisfying specific local trig-
ger conditions with the digitized signal, the ADC transmits a trigger decision
to the trigger control board (TCB). Given that a Nal(Tl) crystal integrates two
PMTs to read scintillation light, the TCB generates a global trigger decision

13
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Figure 6: Waveforms generated by WFSim for an event. (a) and (b) represent the waveforms
for PMT channel 1 and 2, respectively. The solid red line denotes the trigger time, the dotted
red line shows the height trigger threshold, and the red shaded area illustrates the coincidence
window. Note that to increase the readability, the waveforms show zoomed-in view from

2000 ns to 3500 ns out of 8000 ns total readout window.

when both PMTSs’ trigger decisions meet a time coincidence criterion. Upon
generating the global trigger decision, the DAQ server records 8-us digitized
waveforms starting 2.4 us before the trigger time.

WFSim includes the discretization process by generating waveforms with 2-
ns time interval. The waveform then undergoes a quantization and triggering
processes similar to the DAQ system [31]. Since the output from the PMT sim-
ulation represents the amplified number of electrons, the amplitude is initially
expressed in units of charge, namely pico-Coulomb (pC). It needs a unit con-
version to match the quantization standards of the experimental data, and the
amplitude is converted into ADC counts, a unit that ensures the ADC’s voltage
resolution of 1. The factor Cpcoapc accounts for this conversion is expressed

as,
Q0ADC Rter (Q)

wy(ns) Vpp (V)

where Ry, is the terminal resistance of 50 €).

Chc2aDC = x 1072, (12)

After converting the waveform amplitudes into ADC count-based values,

each time bin’s amplitude is quantized into an integer. Local and global triggers
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Figure 7: Waveform examples. Pedestal subtracted waveforms from experimental and simu-

lation data are displayed in (a) (b) and (c) (d), respectively, for PMT channel 1 and 2.

that are integrated into the process are implemented as follows: the local trigger
deploys a height trigger condition upon amplitude threshold crossing. The global
trigger opens a coincidence window (CW) when a local trigger activates on a
PMT channel. If another channel triggers while the CW remains open, it flags
the event as triggered. The waveform is shifted to align the trigger time with
a specified time and is recorded, accompanied by a trigger bit indicating event
triggering status.

Figure 6 (b) demonstrates the waveform on channel 2 crossing the height
trigger threshold, initiating a 200-ns CW. This event is then triggered because
channel 1’s waveform also crosses the threshold within the CW as shown in
Fig. 6 (a). The local trigger time on channel 2 serves as the global trigger time
and is aligned to 2.4 us. Figure 7 displays waveforms from experimental and

simulation data as an example.
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3. Validation of WFSim

The primary objective of WFSim is to enhance event selection by analyzing
low-energy events. Simulation plays a crucial role in developing PSD parameters
by understanding the detector response to scintillation events. It is also essential
in training multi-variable ML models using PSD parameters. For this purpose,
the simulation must accurately represent the experimental data regarding PSD
parameters, ensuring consistency in ML outputs. Here we use boosted decision
tree (BDT) as used in the COSINE-100 event selection [32]. Since the simulation
generates waveforms based on SPE pulses, several variables characterizing the

waveform were compared between the simulation and experimental data.

3.1. SPFE Variables

Figure 8 displays three distributions of SPE variables using the dataset se-
lected for Fig. 1 in Sec. 2.1. To generate simulation data comparing with exper-
imental data under the same conditions, the following process was employed: a
Poisson distribution was initially defined with the NPE expectation value equiv-
alent to 59.5keV as the mean. A randomly generated NPE from this distribu-
tion was then fed into WFSim for each event to produce a waveform. Following
identical processing steps as those applied to the experimental data, the charge
distribution was obtained with isolated pulses between 2.6 and 4.6 us after the
trigger time within their respective waveforms.

As shown in Fig. 8 (a), the simulation accounting for only NG pulses (red
line) closely approximates the experimental data (black dots) across most re-
gions, but exhibits a noticeable differences in the low-charge region. Conversely,
the simulation considering both NG and LG pulses (blue line) aligns well even
in the low-charge region. Figure 8 (b) demonstrates the height-to-width ratio
distribution of the SPE, showing effective alignment between simulation and
experimental data. Here, the SPE width refers to the time interval from the
beginning to the end of the pulse. The SPE shape distribution of experimental

data is also compared with that of simulation data in Fig. 8 (c). The simulation
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Figure 8: Three SPE distributions. (a) The pulse charge distribution. Experimental data
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(b) The pulse height-to-width distribution. Experimental data (black dots) is compared with
simulation data (solid blue lines). (c) The pulse shape. Data distribution in Fig. 4 compared
with simulation distribution. For all distributions, the experimental data used is the same as

in Fig. 1.

pulse times were synchronized in the same way as the experimental data by

zeroing the time bin when the amplitude was at its maximum.

3.2. PSD Parameters

When a particle deposits energy in a Nal(Tl) crystal, scintillation light
is emitted, generating a scintillation signal characterized by a decay time of
250ns [33]. Conversely, PMT-induced noise (Type-I) exhibit a notably shorter
decay time of 50 ns or less. The low-energy region presents a greater challenge in
discrimination, as another type of noise events (Type-I1) emerges alongside typ-
ical noise events. Separating the scintillation events from these noise events is
crucial to lowering the energy threshold, thus COSINE-100 has focused on event
selection analysis via PSD techniques based on the waveform’s characteristics.
In this section, the simulation is compared to the experimental data in terms of
several PSD parameters used in COSINE-100’s event selection analysis [32].

Nal(T1) detectors in the NEON experiment were installed in liquid scintilla-
tor (LS) to reduce background by tagging radiation-related events [22]. Events

coinciding with LS are categorized as multiple-hit events and excluded when
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20 confidence interval of the simulation data.

forming the physics-search dataset. However, as these events exhibit relatively
low noise, they serve well for comparative distribution analysis with simulation.
Conversely, single-hit events without LS coincidences typically contain a higher
noise level, especially at lower energies, making them usable as noise samples
for BDT training. The analysis in this section uses 42 days of NEON data.

The charge-weighted mean time capitalizes on the differences in decay time,
exhibiting strong discrimination power against Type-I noise. Figure 9 displays
the two-dimensional distributions between the energy and the Meantime Pa-
rameter, which is a combination of charge-weighted mean times for the two
PMTs as defined in Ref. [32]. In Fig. 9 (a) derived from experimental data, the
scintillation events are distributed on the right, separated from the PMT-noise
events. This distribution notably aligns with the 20 confidence interval from
the simulation distribution, indicating the accuracy of WFSim in representing the
experimental data.

In addition to the Meantime Parameter, we validated the simulation by
comparing them to experimental data with six PSD parameters. The first one
is the Crystal-based Mean Time, defined as the charge-weighted mean time

of stacked waveforms from the two PMTs. The Likelihood Parameter were
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also used, which was key to reaching the 1-keV energy threshold in COSINE-
100. This parameter is a PSD parameter based on a likelihood method, which
was developed with a focus on Type-II noise discrimination [32]. The next
parameters used are the Maximum Cluster Ratio and the Charge-to-Height
Ratio, defined as the ratio of the charge of the largest pulse within an event to
the total event charge and the ratio of the charge integral within the first 5 us
of the waveform to the maximum amplitude, respectively. Lastly, there are two
more PSD parameters utilized for simulation validation through comparison:
Slow Charge and Fast Charge. The Slow Charge is defined as the ratio of the
charge integrated between 100 and 600 ns to that for the first 600 ns, while the
Fast Charge is defined as the ratio of the charge integrated over the first 50 ns
to that for the first 600 ns.

Figure 10 displays the comparisons between experimental and simulation
data distributions for the aforementioned six PSD parameters. For the com-
parisons, single-hit and multiple-hit events from experimental data and simu-
lated events were subjected to the two criteria: energies between 2 and 6 keV
and a Meantime Parameter greater than -2.2. The single-hit events contain a
considerable amount of noise, while notable agreement between experimental
and simulation data is observed upon applying BDT conditions described later.
Meanwhile, the simulation distributions align well with the multiple-hit event
distributions within the scintillation signal region thanks to the relatively lower
noise level. Contrary to the first four parameters, the Slow Charge and Fast
Charge are PMT-based parameters, thus the distributions are shown for each
PMT channel.

BDT stands as one of the multi-variable event selection techniques crucial
in achieving a lower energy threshold by effectively distinguishing scintillation
and noise events at low energy levels. In COSINE-100, BDT was utilized for
event selection, which was a significant improvements [34, 32]. The parameters
illustrated in Fig. 10 undergo training through the BDT method and are com-
bined into a single powerful discriminator. The simulated events were used as

samples of the scintillation signal for BDT training, while the single-hit events
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Figure 10: The distributions of PSD parameters used to discriminate scintillation events
from noise events. The black and red dots represent single-hit and multiple-hit events in
experimental data, while blue lines denote simulation data. The green dots with error bars
are single-hit distribution after applying the BDT cut. A condition was set that the Meantime

Parameter must exceed -2.2 for all distributions.

from the experimental data were used as background (noise) samples.

As shown in Fig. 11, the region where the BDT output is greater than 0.2
is dominated by scintillation signals and was set to the BDT conditions used
in Fig. 10. In this region, the simulation agrees well with the experimental
data and the chi-squares between them are 8.2 and 31.8 for the single-hit and
multiple-hit events, respectively, with 18 degrees of freedom. The relatively
large chi-square with the multiple-hit events is probably due to the fact that
the events were mostly triggered by other crystals, while the events in the other
data sets were all self-triggered. Consequently, WFSim accurately characterizes

the experimental data from various perspectives and contributes to lowering the
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energy threshold by favoring event selection, especially at lower energies. The
potential for an unlimited number of events as samples for ML or DL purposes

could lead to substantial improvements.

4. Trigger Efficiency

Measuring trigger efficiencies not only aids in the analysis of low-energy
events but also reflects the reliability of understanding the DAQ system and
the detector. The main challenge in measuring efficiencies lies in sampling
scintillation events that should satisfy two conditions: independence from the
trigger condition and inclusion of solely scintillation events without noise events.
To meet these criteria, we utilized 22Na data and selected events that met certain
criteria as described later. The trigger efficiencies are then estimated from
this sample of scintillation events. We also compare the efficiencies estimated
via simulation with actual measurements, taking into account that WFSim is

implemented based on the same DAQ system used for efficiency measurements.
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4.1. Experimental Setup

For the trigger efficiency measurement, Nal(Tl) crystals with light yield
larger than 25 PE/keV were employed to enhance trigger efficiency assessment
below 1keV region. The crystals were assembled using a new methodology [22],
directly attaching them to the PMTs, which minimized optical coupling, reduced
light loss, and ensured high effective light yield. Two measurements were con-
ducted: one on a rectangular crystal named Crystal A (20 mmx20 mmx15mm)
and the other on a cylindrical Crystal B (diameter: 25 mm, height: 38 mm).
Crystal A shared the same powder as Crystal 2, 5, and 8 in the COSINE-100
crystals, while Crystal B was grown using the powder same to that used for
Crystal 3 and 4 in the COSINE-100 crystals [10]. Their effective light yields
were 25.9 + 0.6 and 27.6 + 0.3PE/keV for Crystals A and B, respectively. The
measurements were conducted in the presence of the CsI(T1) crystal array, which
was used for the KIMS dark matter search experiment at the Yangyang under-
ground laboratory [35, 36, 9] as shown in Fig. 12. Approximately 40 days of data
taken from April to May and from October to November in 2020 were used for
the trigger efficiency estimation.

To accurately estimate the trigger efficiencies, the Nal(Tl) crystal was ex-
posed to a 2?Na radioactive source. The crystal was surrounded by twelve
CsI(T1) crystals, and the source was placed between the NaI(T1) crystal and
one of the CsI(TI1) crystals. About 90% of 22Na decays through positron emis-
sion to the 1275-keV level of ?Ne. Thanks to the short half-life (3.7 ps) of
excited ?2Ne, the yray with an energy of 1275keV is emitted almost simulta-
neously with the two 511-keV vrays from electron-positron annihilation. By
tagging coincident ~ rays, where multiple v rays from ?2Na are detected simul-
taneously by Nal(Tl) and CsI(Tl) crystals, enabled the collection of minimally
biased scintillation event samples for estimating the trigger efficiencies.

The NaI(T1) and CsI(T1) crystals each have two PMTs attached and share
the trigger condition that both PMTs must be fired within the crystal specific
CW. However, due to the difference in decay time of NaI(T1) and CsI(T1) crys-
tals, the lengths of the CW are different, 200 ns and 2 us, respectively, and there
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Figure 12: Schematic of the experimental setup for trigger efficiency measurement. The
Nal(T1) crystal (blue filled square) was encapsulated by a copper case (black circle), and it
was installed inside twelve CsI(T1) crystal detector array represented as black squares. 22Na,

radioactive source was placed between NalI(T1) crystal and one of CsI(T1) crystals.

are differences in the local trigger conditions for the PMTs. The local trigger
condition for Nal(Tl) crystal requires at least one PE pulse, as introduced in
Sec. 2.3, and is consistent with the COSINE-100 and NEON experiments as
well as WFSim. On the other hand, the local trigger condition for CsI(T1) crystal
demands at least two PE pulses to be read by each PMT within 2 us. Therefore,
to define an event, the global trigger is formed by a logical OR condition be-
tween the Nal(Tl) and adjacent CsI(T1) crystals and is recorded as waveforms
with a sampling rate of 500 MHz and a length of 8 us.

To compare trigger efficiencies among detectors with different effective light
yields, we need a variable other than energy. Since the triggering process relies
on NPE, it is used as a proxy variable for energy. As the true NPF is an
unknown variable, the NPE is converted by dividing the charge by the mean
of SPE charge, obtained through modeling of the SPE charge distribution as
depicted in Fig. 1. This approach for the NPFE calibration was applied equally

to simulation and experimental data.
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4.2. Estimation of Trigger Efficiency

As an initial step in event selection, a 511-keV v ray signal was required at
the CsI(T1) crystal with timing coincidence to the Nal(T1) crystal. Despite these
conditions, there are noise contamination mainly due to direct hits of energetic
~v on PMT glasses generating Cherenkov light as well as accidental coincidences
enhanced by external v source. Noise events are identifiable by their distinctive
pulse shape characterized by significantly large amplitudes, while randomly co-
incident events can cause bias as they are not identified. To mitigate the bias
caused by these events, we computed a variable termed the Minimum Time Dif-
ference (Atyin). The closest time between the pulse times of the two PMTs was
derived as Atpi, by identifying the pulse time of each PMT that represented
the moment the waveform crossed the height trigger threshold.

As shown in Fig. 13, the distribution comprises short and long decay compo-
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nents. Short decay component indicates strong correlation between the PMTs
due to scintillation events, while long decay component denotes accidental coin-
cidence. Modeling with an exponentially decaying function in the longer decay
range allowed estimation of the long decay components within the trigger region
(Atmin < CW) and the entire region. In Fig. 13, the fitted function is shown as
a solid line within the range to use for modeling and a dashed line extrapolated
outside the range.

There are events that have pulses in only one of the two PMTs. These are not
included in Fig. 13, but should be included in the estimation of trigger efficiencies
because they could contribute to inefficiencies. Based on the aforementioned

description, trigger efficiencies can be estimated using,

€ — Ntrg — nRC|Atmin<Cw’ (13)
(nan — nrc) + NgH

where n,); denotes the number of events that has timing coincidence with the
511-keV vyray signal in the CsI(TI1) crystal, while n., represents the events
triggered by DAQ system. The nrc stands for the estimated amount of random
coincidence events and ngy is the number of events registered in only one PMT.

Using NPE divided into six bins ranging from 3 to 21 PEs, the trigger ef-
ficiency for each bin was estimated via Eq. 13. Figure 14 shows the trigger
efficiency measurements along with their uncertainties. The uncertainties took
into account both uncertainty from noise estimation and statistical uncertainty
from event counts such as n, and nsy. The trigger efficiencies measured with
Crystals A and B are consistent, revealing low dependence on crystal shapes
and light emission quality. At 3 to 6 PEs, the efficiencies are 81.5 + 1.2% and
78.6 + 1.8% for Crystal A and B, respectively.

Figure 14 also includes a comparison with the trigger efficiencies estimated
with WFSim introduced in Secs. 2 and 3. With the advantage of noise-free simu-
lation, the trigger efficiencies can be estimated simply by the ratio of triggered
to generated events. To account for differences in the SPE size that could be
caused by differences in the PMT’s gain, the changes in trigger efficiencies for

halving and doubling the amplification factor were added to the statistical un-
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trons.

certainties and shown as a blue filled area.

Assuming the population has flat distribution and the probabilities of light
collection by both PMTs are similar, it is expected that a trigger efficiency
can be 85% at the first bin. However, the efficiency from WFSim is slightly
less than this at 81.15%, and the difference appears to be due to the CW of
200ns. Since the simulation was tuned to data from NEON, the dependence
on the crystal might be more pronounced. Nevertheless, the agreement of the
simulation with the measurements within 3% shows a low dependence on the
crystal, indicating that the results can be applied to Nal(T1) detectors in the

same DAQ environment.
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5. Summary

The Nal(T1) detector’s low energy threshold is crucial for the full validation
of DAMA/LIBRA, the search for low-mass DM, and observations of CEvNS.
To analyze low-energy events, we have developed a data-driven waveform simu-
lation. The simulation generates pedestals, SPE pulses, random photoelectrons,
and integrates them. The PMT amplification process is simulated and the pulses
are implemented using SPE variables estimated by modeling the experimental
data. The waveforms from the experimental data are used to place the pulses,
taking into account the scintillation characteristics of the Nal(T1) crystal.

Our simulation was compared to the experimental data, in terms of SPE
variables and PSD parameters as well as results trained with BDT technique,
and showed remarkable agreement. The simulation poised to enhance future
low-energy analyses in Nal(T1)-based experiments. Plans to employ DL to train
waveform for event selection underscore the simulation’s critical role.

Furthermore, we have measured the trigger efficiencies, which are crucial
for characterizing low-energy events. A 22Na source was utilized for minimally
biased samples, and the efficiency was estimated to be 80% at 3 to 6 PEs. Com-
parison with the waveform simulation presents excellent agreement proving re-
liability of the simulation. Our estimations from the two crystals and the sim-
ulation revealed low crystal dependency. These efforts will prove invaluable as

we make efforts to achieve to an extremely low energy threshold.
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Abstract

The detailed process of preparing enriched ®®Cd targets on mylar and copper
backing using the vacuum evaporation technique is described. These targets
were employed in an experiment to measure the proton capture cross-section
at energies significantly below the Coulomb barrier, for the astrophysical p-
process studies [I][2]. Due to the low melting point and high vapor pressure of
cadmium, some adjustments were implemented in the Telemark multipocket
e-beam setup. The target thickness was determined through the measure-
ment of alpha particle energy loss from a triple alpha source and also by
RBS measurements. The thickness of the 1°®Cd films varies between 290
to 660 pg/cm?, with a non-uniformity of approximately 10%. X-ray Photo-
electron Spectroscopy (XPS) and X-ray Fluorescence (XRF) analyses were
conducted to examine the presence of impurities and to assess surface mor-
phology, phase, and chemical composition.
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1. Introduction

In essence, a laboratory-based nuclear reaction is characterized by the
acceleration of mono-energetic particles, referred to as projectiles, which are
directed towards a target system consisting of other elements, which can
take the form of foil, pellet, or gas system. The resulting products from this
interaction are then detected using specialized detectors.

Effective target preparation plays a pivotal role in the success of nuclear
reaction cross-section measurements, with critical considerations of purity,
composition, thickness, and uniformity. In the context of astrophysical re-
actions, where reaction cross-sections are of the order of nano-barns to pico-
barns, the use of thin and enriched targets becomes essential for accurate
cross-section measurements [3][4].

Nuclear reaction measurements can be categorized as either online or of-
fline, depending on the resulting product nuclei and the specific measurement
objectives. Online experiments, requiring charge particle measurements, ne-
cessitate a thin target with a thickness of approximately 10-100 ug/cm?.
For neutron or gamma measurements, thicker targets of several hundreds of
pg/cm? to mg/cm? can be employed [5][6]. If the final product is radioactive
with a sufficiently long half-life, typically ranging from a few minutes to days,
an offline experiment can be conducted to measure the total reaction cross-
section. In the case of offline measurements, it is essential for the product
nuclei to remain within the target following the projectile bombardment [7].
Using a target with a catcher foil is a preferable option for these reactions as
it helps minimize the loss of product nuclei.

Various methods can be employed for target preparation, including vac-
uum evaporation and condensation, electrodeposition, rolling, tablet press-
ing, and others. The selection of the target preparation technique depends on
factors such as the material composition, physical form, desired target thick-
ness, uniformity, as well as the purity and availability of the target material
[5].

This paper provides a comprehensive description of the preparation of
enriched 1%Cd deposited on a mylar (HgC1O4) foil for the measurement of
198Cd(p,7)'"In cross-section, using the activation technique [7]. Addition-
ally, another target consisting of enriched ®®Cd on a copper backing was
prepared for the investigation of proton elastic scattering near the Coulomb
barrier. Both targets were fabricated using vacuum evaporation and conden-
sation method.



The purpose of preparing 1®Cd targets was to study Proton capture reac-
tion 1%¥Cd(p,y) using offline activation technique. The inverse reaction occurs
in supernova known as the y-process and the experimental determination of
the cross-section of this reaction carries great importance in astrophysics

M2158]-

2. Deposition setup

Two distinct types of targets were prepared: with depositing Cd on mylar
backing, and the other on copper backing. The target fabrication process
consists of two primary steps: preparing the backing material and depositing
cadmium onto it. For the copper backing, a self-supporting copper layer
was deposited using e-beam evaporation and condensation techniques. A
commercial mylar foil, with a thickness of 14.3 um, was used for the mylar
backing.

The deposition of self-supporting copper was performed using the ‘Hind
High Vacuum Pvt Ltd(HHV) Smart Coat 3.0A’ machine as shown in Fig-
ure [I This machine is equipped with three 5cc crucible pockets, and for
copper evaporation, a molybdenum crucible was employed, shown in Fig-
ure [3] It features a substrate holder positioned 22.3 cm above the crucible
pocket, which is attached to a rotating disk. To monitor the thickness of
the deposition, a quartz crystal was utilized, and an initial shutter was used
to prevent impurities from being deposited onto the substrate. To generate
the electron-beam, a tungsten filament was used, and a magnet setup guided
the trajectory of the electron-beam through a 270° arc to target the sample,
which was maintained at electrical ground potential. The deposited chamber
was evacuated using dry roughing (backing) and turbo molecular pump.

For the deposition of cadmium onto backing materials, the ‘Telemark
multipocket e-beam setup’ was employed, shown in Figure 2] A graphite
crucible compatible with the machine, initially having an opening diame-
ter of 28 mm, was modified to ¢4 mm and a depth of 8 mm, using pure
copper, as shown in Figure [l A pinhole-type modification was also made
to reduce the solid angle, resulting in a high-density vapor stream of cad-
mium. Furthermore, the substrate holder underwent modification to reduce
the separation distance from 17 cm to 5 cm from the crucible pocket and was
connected to a rotating disk. Notably, the quartz thickness monitor was not
utilized due to the reduced separation between the substrate holder and the
crucible pocket. Figure [5| shows a schematic view of the setup.
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3. Target fabrication methods

Cadmium targets on self-supporting Cu foils and Cd targets on Mylar
foils were fabricated using a metal ingot containing 66.3% enriched '°®Cd.
The isotopic distribution provided by the manufacturer has been tabulated
in Table [

Cadmium does not readily settle onto the substrate due to its high vapour
pressure [5][9] and low melting point of 321°C. As a result, some changes were
made to the Telemark multipocket e-beam setup.
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Table 1: Isotopic distribution of 66.30% enriched 1°8Cd
ISOtOpe 1060d IOSCd 11()Cd 111€d 112,113,11471160(1

Content(%) | 4.6 | 66.3 | 29.1 | < 0.0007 < 0.01

3.1. Deposition of Copper

The deposition of self-supporting copper foil for the target backing was
conducted using the Hind High Vacuum Pvt Ltd Smartcoat 3.0A setup,
shown in Figure [Il In this process, three glass slides, each measuring 76
mm X 25 mm, were meticulously cleaned with ethanol and were used as sub-
strate.

Before depositing the copper or any self-supporting foil, it is necessary
to apply a suitable releasing agent. In this process, BaCly was utilized as a
water-soluble releasing agent. Initially, BaCl,; pellets were prepared using a
hydraulic press. These BaCly pallets were then positioned in one graphite
crucible, placed in ‘pocket 1. Simultaneously, a separate molybdenum (Mo)
crucible was used to contain a pure copper metal ingot with a purity level of
99.99%. This copper filled crucible was placed in ‘pocket 2’.

The vacuum within the chamber was about 3x107% mbar. Once the de-
sired pressure was attained, the substrate began to rotate at a speed of 5



revolutions per minute (rpm). Subsequently, a layer of BaCly was deposited,
with a thickness of approximately ~3 pum, using e-beam evaporation. Fol-
lowing a one-hour cooling period of the chamber, ‘pocket 2’ was positioned
at the e-beam gun point for the copper evaporation. The filament current
was gradually increased until a specific deposition rate was initiated. Ini-
tially, the deposition rate was 0.1 A /s, when the e-beam current was 60 mA
and then slowly increased to 80 mA in 2 mA increments. At this point, the
deposition rate reached 2.5 ;21/ s. The evaporation process continued until a
certain copper thickness, approximately 0.2 um, was achieved, as monitored
by a quartz crystal. Subsequently, the chamber was allowed to cool before
venting.

Table 2: Melting points, current required and the setup used for the e-beam evaporation
of different materials

MP(°C) Setup used Current(mA)
BaCl, 962 HHV’s Smart Coat 3.0A 10-15
Cd 321.1 Telemark e-beam setup 3-7
Cu 1085 HHV’s Smart Coat 3.0A 60-80

3.2. Fishing and mounting the backing on target frame
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catch the Cu foils

The glass slides were carefully removed and gently immersed in a distilled
water bath at an angle of ~35° with respect to water surface, as shown in

6



Figure [] When BaCl, dissolved in water, the copper foil floated on the
water’s surface. Target frames, each with dimensions of 26 mmx26 mm and
a central hole of diameter approximately ¢10 mm, as illustrated in Figure[7]
were used to collect the Cu foil. After allowing sufficient time for the foils to
dry completely, the thickness of the Cu foil was measured using the energy
loss of a known triple-alpha source, detected with 60 pum Si surface barrier
detectors. The details of the thickness measurement are discussed in Section

41

3.3. Heat test for Mylar backing

Hot plate o
|

Temperature §
sensor

Figure 8: Heat test of Mylar foils Figure 9: Deformation of Mylar
using hotplate foil at 155°C

While the melting point of Cd is 321 °C, Mylar foil has a lower melt-
ing point of 254 °C. Mylar foil can maintain its shape up to approximately
150 °C. however, it starts to deform above this temperature, as depicted in
Figure [§ and [0 To assess its sustainability at high temperatures, heat tests
were conducted using both an electric hot plate and an infrared (IR) lamp.
An electric thermometer was employed to monitor the temperature. The re-
sults indicated that the Mylar foil retained its shape for an extended period
at temperatures up to 150 °C. Beyond this temperature, the foil exhibited
deformation.

3.4. Deposition of Cd on Cu and Mylar backing

The deposition of Cd on the backing material was carried out using the
Telemark multipocket e-beam setup. For this process, a 38.7 mg sample
of enriched '®Cd metal was carefully placed in the modified Cu crucible,
as shown in Figure Prior to the deposition, the crucible and the entire
chamber were meticulously cleaned using ethanol and isopropanol to ensure
a pristine environment. In addition, commercial mylar foil was cut into 25

7



mm square shapes, and its thickness was verified by measuring the alpha
particle energy loss as discussed in Section Similarly, the thickness of
the self-supporting Cu foil was measured. The mylar foil and the target
frame, which contained the Cu foil, were securely attached to the modified
substrate holder. This substrate holder was then affixed to the rotating disk.

P

R
Stream of Cd at { ¢
| 4

4mA of beam

current

Cd on Mylar foil

Figure 10: While evaporation of Figure 11: Deposited Cd onto
Cd using Telemark multipocket the backing foil attached to the
e-beam setup substrate holder

The chamber vacuum 6x10~7 mbar. To ensure a uniform Cd deposition,
the substrate was set in rotation at 5 rpm. Subsequently, the tungsten fil-
ament was powered on with a voltage of 5.95 kV and a current of 17.8 A.
Cd evaporation commenced at a beam current of 3 mA, at that time the
chamber pressure reached ~3x10~% mbar, resulting in the visible appear-
ance of a distinctive blue stream, as depicted in Figure The e -beam
current was carefully increased to 10 mA, using 1 mA increments, over a
period of 30 minutes, during which the blue stream gradually dissipated.
After the deposition process was complete, the chamber was allowed to cool
for 4 hours. Following this, the chamber was vented, and the targets were
carefully removed from the substrate, and subsequently stored in a vacuum
desiccator.

Due to the highly toxic nature of cadmium, rigorous safety precautions
were meticulously observed throughout the deposition process [10].



Figure 12: Cd deposited on Cu backing and Cd deposited on Mylar backing targets

4. Characterisation of the targets

4.1. Thickness measurement using triple-o source

The target thickness was determined in two stages. Initially, the thickness
of the target backing was measured prior to the deposition of cadmium.
Subsequently, after the Cd deposition on the backing, the final thickness
was measured. The thickness of the Cd layer was estimated by subtracting
the backing thickness from the final thickness. The experimental setup and
schematic diagram are presented in Figure [13]

thickness
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N 255 N
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w2 o
0
Target to measure

Figure 13: Thickness measure- Figure 14: Thickness measure-
ment setup by detecting alpha ment at different positions of the
energy loss by target foil target



A triple alpha source (containing 2*Pu, *'Am and ?**Cm) with three
distinct alpha energy lines at 5155 keV, 5486 keV, and 5806 keV [11][12], is
positioned just below the collimator. The target foil is positioned above the
collimator, allowing for the measurement of a specific section of the target’s
thickness. A 60um Si-surface barrier detector made by EG&G ORTEC, USA
was employed to detect alpha particles.

The energies of the three o particles with and without the target were
measured using the silicon surface barrier detector. The shift of the energy
positions (AFE) is used to determine the thickness (Az) of the target from
the experiment, AR

A= B i) (1)
dE

where —%~ is the stopping power of the target at specific alpha energy, E,.
The stopping power is obtained from the code SRIM [13].

The chamber was maintained at a pressure of ~10~® mbar. Data acqui-
sition was performed with an MCA featuring MPANT version 2.1 software,
manufactured by FAST ComTec, Germany.

Thickness of the target number ‘Cd3’ (cadmium on mylar) and ‘317CuCd’
(cadmium on copper) has been tabulated in Table 3|

Table 3: Thickness of Cadmium targets by a-energy loss measurement

Backing a energy(keV)  a-energy % of backing  a-energy a-energy a-energy % of Cd Thicknessof avg thickness
thickness loss(backing+  (keV/pm) loss in back- loss in Cd falling on Cd (keV/um) Cd (pm) (pm)
(material) Cd) (keV) ing (keV) (keV) layer (keV)

5155 1825.9 116.0 1635.6 190.4 3519.4 361.6 0.53
14.1pm 5486 1728.8 110.9 1563.7 165.2 3922.3 343.2 0.48 0.46
(Mylar)

5805 1630.2 106.6 1503.1 127.1 4301.2 327.8 0.39

5155 205.1 3723 78.2 126.9 5076.8 300.2 0.42
0.21pm 5486 200.0 359.6 75.5 124.5 5410.5 290.2 0.43 043
(Cu)

5805 202.5 384.6 80.7 121.7 5724.2 281.5 0.43

For the uniformity check, the thickness was measured at three different
positions on the same target, as shown in Figure[I4] These positions, labeled
as (a), (b), and (c), allowed the alpha particles to pass through specific 3 mm
areas of the target.

4.2. Rutherford Back-scattering Spectroscopy (RBS)

The ion beam analysis (IBA) experiments involving backscattering spec-
trometry (BS) were carried out using the 3 MV Tandetron (HVE, Europa)
at the Surface and Profile Measurement Laboratory, NCCCM, Hyderabad.
The thickness of one of the Cd-deposited targets on Mylar was determined

10
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Figure 15: Thickness measurement by measuring energy loss of alpha particle, Cu foil, Cd
on Cu foil, Mylar foil and Cd on Mylar foil respectively

using Rutherford Backscattering Spectroscopy (RBS). This involved the use
of a 1 MeV proton beam and a 6 MeV Carbon beam, with a beam current
of 4 nA.

The Backscattering (EBS) measurements involved, bombardment of the
samples with a well-collimated beam of proton and carbons of energy 1 MeV
and 6 MeV, respectively, with a beam current of 5 nA (¢ = 2.0 mm). The
scattered particles were detected at a backward angle of 170° with a Si sur-
face barrier detector. The detector subtends a solid angle of 1.2x1073 sr.
Each spectrum was collected by impinging the sample with about 3.0 uC
of charge, sufficient to produce statistically significant spectra. The spectra
were acquired by 8K-PC based MCA. These were simulated using SIMNRA,
a computer code for simulating the energy spectra of charged particles, for
qualitative and quantitative analyses [14].
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Figure 16: RBS spectrum of enriched '98Cd target deposited on mylar backing

For simulation of RBS spectra using SIMNRA, following conditions were
adopted: (a) simulations were continued by refining each layer composition
and thickness for the best fit, (b) among the many stopping power data, we
have used Ziegler-Biersack data which is more accurate and reliable as the
selection of electronic stopping power data has a large influence on the shape
of simulated spectra, (c) for Energy-loss straggling, Chu + Yang’s theory
was used. The refinement of layer composition was stopped when reduced y?
(the quadratic deviation between experimental and simulated data) reached
less than 5.

The simulation results show that the thickness of the ®Cd layer is ap-
proximately 487 nm (areal density ~421 pg/cm?). The measurement come
with an associated uncertainty of nearly 10%.

4.8. X-ray Photo-electron Spectroscopy (XPS)

XPS measurements were used to examine the surface chemical composi-
tion of the prepared target. For these measurements, the XPS setup provided
by VSW Ltd., UK, was utilized. A base pressure of 5 x 107 mbar was at-
tained with the aid of a 1250 [/s turbo molecular pump, complemented by
a dry-scroll pump during the measurement process. The chamber and X-ray
gun were connected to a Varian, Inc. ion pump through a Tee setup, where
the X-ray gun was differentially evacuated. A monochromatic Mg K, X-ray
source with an energy of 1253.6 eV was utilized for the XPS analysis. The
XPS unit comes with a twin-anode X-ray gun and a hemispherical e-analyzer

12
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Figure 17: (a) Full survey of XPS spectra

with a radius of 150 mm. Electrons emitted from the target are extracted by
a cylindrical electromagnetic lens and directed into the hemispherical ana-
lyzer’s entrance slit. To capture the photoelectrons, a multichannel detection
(MCD) device was used. Using a 20 eV pass energy, XPS spectra of Cd 4d,
Cd 3d3/2, Cd 3ds/2, C 1s, and O 1s were obtained within different energy win-
dows. The energy resolution of the XPS system was 1.88 eV, and no charge
neutralizer was used throughout the measurements. The XPS spectra were
analysed using the XPSpeak41 software, and the binding energy of the C 1s
and O 1s peaks was utilised to calibrate the raw spectrum’s energy [15][16].

4.4. X-ray Fluorescence (XRF)

The XRF (X-ray Fluorescence) technique was used for the qualitative
elemental characterization of the Cd on Mylar and Cd on Cu targets. The
experimental setup, built by Moxtek,USA, consists of a 4W MAGNUM X-
ray source, a Si-pin detector, and a digital pulse processor. Figure 1 shows
a schematic diagram. The X-ray tube is equipped with an Ag anode and a
0.25mm thick beryllium window. The Si-pin detector has a DuraBeryllium
window 25 mm thick, with a detector thickness and active area of 625um and
6mm?, respectively. The MXDPP50 digital pulse processor, which includes
a 4k channel MCA, a detector temperature controller, and a detector power
supply, aided in data collecting. The SinerX software was used to control the
digitizer, detector, and X-ray tube parameters [17].

The presence of Cd in both targets is confirmed by the Cd La;, Cd Koy,
and Cd (; lines of Cd at 3100 eV, 22180 eV and 26102 ev respectively. In
the Cd on Cu backing targets, the Cu Koy, and Cu Kf; of Cu are attributed
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Figure 18: (b),(c) XPS spectra of Cls and O1s for the calibration of raw specrum, (d) and
(e) XPS spectra of Cd4d and Cd3d5/2 respectively

to the Cu backing of the target, and no impurity of heavy mass elements
are present. The Ag lines are observed due to the presence of the Ag anode
in the X-ray tube. The detector was calibrated using a Cu coin, and the
experiment was conducted in an on-air condition.

5. 198Cd(p,vy)'%In reaction with prepared targets

The cross-section of '®Cd(p,y)'In was determined through activation
techniques. A 7 MeV proton beam was provided by the K130 cyclotron at
Variable Energy Cyclotron Cetre (VECC), Kolkata, India and then degraded
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Figure 20: The offline y-ray spectrum from Cadmium (66.3% enriched °Cd) on Mylar
target irradiated by 5.19 MeV of proton beam

to 6.85 MeV to 2.27 MeV using 99.95% pure Al foils. Each target setup
was irradiated for a duration of 10-15 hours at a beam current of 150 enA.
Following the irradiation period, the targets were allowed to cool to minimize
unnecessary gamma peaks. Subsequently, the targets were placed in front of
an HPGe detector at the Analytical Chemistry Division, BARC at VECC,
Kolkata, India for gamma counting. Throughout the irradiation, a constant
flow of chilled water was maintained for target cooling. After irradiation, no

damage was observed on the targets.

Figure 20| illustrates the spectrum of offline gamma rays measured from
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target number Cd3 (Cadmium on Mylar) irradiated by a 5.19 MeV proton
beam for 6 hours and 7 minutes. The ~v-rays were recorded for 1003 seconds
after a 2-hour cooling time. The target comprises 29.1% of '°Cd. In the
reaction 19Cd(p,y)!!'In, 1 In produces y-rays at 171.28 keV and 245.35 keV
with relative intensities of 90.7% and 94.1%, respectively. Additionally, from
the reaction ®Cd(p,v)'%In, %In generated predominantly emits v-rays with
relative intensities greater than 0.2%, with the most prominent ones being
at 203.3 keV and 623.8 keV, having relative intensities of 74.2% and 5.64%
followed by 1 decay with a half-life of 4.159 hours [2]. Other gamma rays
originate from natural radioactive isotopes.

6. Summary and conclusion

This paper presents the fabrication method of *Cd on Mylar and %Cd
on copper backing. The optimization process involved adjusting parameters
such as the distance between the crucible and substrate holder, the dimen-
sions of the crucible opening, the e-beam current, and the evaporation time.
Ultimately, 38.7 mg of 66.3% enriched '®Cd was utilized with a beam current
ranging from 3 to 7 mA and a deposition time of 30 minutes. The separation
between the crucible and substrate holder was set at 5 cm. The thickness of
the cadmium targets was determined through a-energy loss measurements
and validated by RBS measurements. We utilized eight different Cadmium
targets with thicknesses ranging from 0.33 ym (surface density, 288 ug/cm?)
to 0.76 um (656 pg/cm?) on a Mylar backing during the °8Cd(p,y)!*In
reaction measurement.

The non-uniformity of the target thickness was observed to be 10%. Ad-
justments to the thickness of the targets can be made by using an appropriate
amount of material during the evaporation process. Alternatively, other pro-
cesses, such as electrodeposition, can be used for the fabrication of cadmium
targets [18][19][20].

The absence of impurities was confirmed through RBS measurements.
XPS and XRF measurements provided insights into the quality of the pre-
pared targets, evaluating both surface morphology and bulk composition.
The targets exhibited no significant elemental impurities, apart from the
presence of carbon, hydrogen and oxygen.
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1 Introduction

The Standard Model (SM) is the current apex of theoretical physics, describing the elec-
tromagnetic, weak and strong interactions with unparalleled precision. Unfortunately, it
is still far from complete, as several phenomena remain unexplained. In order to create a
“theory of everything”, one would not only need to combine the SM with general relativity,
but also provide an explanation for many other issues, including the existence of neutrino
masses, the origin of the matter-antimatter asymmetry, and most importantly, the origin
of dark matter. To solve these problems, researchers are collaborating to formalise new



theories, design, build and carry out new experiments, as well as simulate and analyze
research data.

One of the most renowned experimental facilities, the Large Hadron Collider (LHC)
was constructed with the purpose of testing the SM in the high energy regime. The last
elementary particle predicted by the SM, the Higgs boson, was discovered in 2012 [1, 2].
Since then, LHC research has shifted towards precision measurements and searches for
beyond the Standard Model (BSM) effects.

Many extensions of the SM imply the existence of as yet undiscovered massive particles,
often associated with proposed new symmetry groups. If a new particle has a narrow
decay width, the straightforward method is to search for a resonant peak in the spectrum
of a mass-like observable, such as the invariant mass of a dijet event. However, such a
bump hunt is not completely free of assumptions. Often complex analytical functions
need to be chosen to model the background distribution, with the possibility to introduce
spurious signals and varying sensitivity under the assumption of different functional forms.
Furthermore, additional observables or fiducial cuts need to be chosen and optimised to
enhance sensitivity in the case where potential signal yields are low, causing searches to
become more model-specific.

Over the past decade, machine learning-based algorithms have become increasingly
popular for solving a multitude of problems. Deep learning, in particular, has gained pop-
ularity for various tasks, with large neural networks being utilised. For example, many
methods were implemented to perform anomaly detection (AD) tasks in various indus-
tries. Some of these AD methods have been repurposed and extended to support BSM
searches [3-79] (see Refs. [80-83] for a comparison of various ML assisted BSM methods
and Refs. [84, 85] for a comparison of weakly supervised and unsupervised approaches).
The ATLAS collaboration produced the first experimental results for such searches applied
to experimental data using weakly supervised methods [86] and unsupervised ML anomaly
detection methods [74, 87]. However, these efforts have not observed any significant devi-
ations from the SM expectation.

Many AD approaches rely on the assumption that any new signal would form a set of
outliers. However, in a bump hunt the assumption is instead that any new signal would
be localised in some feature space, in particular in an invariant mass spectrum. Weakly
supervised approaches, on the other hand, aim to enhance the sensitivity by applying a
cut on a classifier trained directly on the data. However, in both instances the same bump
hunt restrictions apply with either functional forms or input observables impacting the
sensitivity to a model.

In this work we introduce a new data-driven method, cluster scanning (CS), which
builds on the foundations of the bump hunt but addresses several limitations. By leveraging
more information from the event CS is able to enhance sensitivity to potential signals
without enforcing any model specific assumptions, and can also provide a direct estimate
of the background distribution. The proposed approach complements existing techniques
and is designed to be computationally efficient.

The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we briefly describe the LHCO R&D
dataset [88], commonly used to benchmark the performance of anomaly detection tech-



niques, and introduce our data preprocessing steps. Section 3 touches on the general topic
of bump-hunting strategies in the literature, introduces the novel CS method, and discusses
similarities and differences between them. In Section 4 we provide the results of applying
CS in an anomaly search. Finally, we draw conclusions in Section 5.

2 Dataset

The LHCO R&D dataset consists of one million background Standard Model dijet events
(also subsequently referred to as QCD) and 100000 signal BSM Z' — XY events, where
massive particles with mx = 500 GeV and my = 100 GeV decay into quark-antiquark

pairs. The resonance itself has a mass of myz = 3.5 GeV. This anomaly model is discussed
in detail in Ref. [89].

All the events were produced using PyTHIA 8.219 [90] and DELPHES 3.4.1 [91-93] using
default settings. The jets were clustered using an anti-kp algorithm [94] with R = 1 using
FASTJET [95] with a python interface provided through the pyjet library in ScikiT-HEP
[96]. Jets are required to have pp > 1.2 TeV and fall within |n| < 2.5.

2.1 Jet images

In addition to the di-jet invariant mass (m;;) of the event, used in a bump hunt, we extract
additional information from the image representations of the two jets. This allows for a
more model agnostic approach than selecting specific jet substructure observables. The jet
images are processed following a prescription similar to that used in Ref. [6, 97-99] from
the 1, ¢ and pr of the jet constituents. Individual jet images are centred, rotated, and
flipped in order to provide a consistent input to a convolutional neural network, reducing
the number of symmetries the ML method would need to learn.

The jet images are cropped to [—0.8,0.8] x [—0.8,0.8] in 7 — ¢ space relative to the jet
centre, binned with a 40 x 40 pixel grid, and normalised such that the sum of all pixels is
equal to one. Fig. 1 shows the average jet images for QCD background, and the separate
averages of all lighter (mostly Y') and heavier (mostly X) jets in each Z’ event.

Despite being used in many applications, the jet image representation has two main
drawbacks, namely the sparsity of non-zero pixels (see app. B) and the imbalance in
the magnitudes of their intensities. This is particularly problematic for approaches that
depend on the Lo (Euclidean) distance. We address both of these problems with the
solutions introduced in Refs. [57, 100].

To take the soft constituents into account, which have intensities orders of magnitudes
lower than hard constituents, we apply a non-linear scaling to all pixels of I;; — IZJ To
address sparsity we convolve (smear) the whole image with a two-dimensional Gaussian
kernel with an isotropic standard deviation oj. We find that using a value of v = 0.5 for
the pixel scaling alongside o, = 1 for the Gaussian kernel provides a adequate solution to
both issues without excessive impact on the structure of the jets.
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Figure 1: From left to right: average of all 2M available QCD jet images, average image
of all 100K lighter jets in a Z’ event and average image of all 100K heavier jets in a Z’
event before smearing and pixel scaling.

3 Method

3.1 Bump hunt

The bump hunt approach is a standard method used to search for excesses over a non-
resonant background in HEP (high-energy physics) data. This method usually follows
four main steps that we briefly discuss below. Each of these steps is a complex topic in
itself with several different approaches in the literature, thus for our study, we choose only
simplified and basic approaches.

3.1.1 Signal enrichment

Signal enrichment, in general, refers to the selection of a subset of experimental data in
such a manner that the fraction of signal events in it is increased compared to the initial
sample. Most often, this is done by cutting out a region of the observable space where
the signal is expected to be abundant compared to the rest of the space, typically using a
theoretical model of the signal of interest.

These approaches, despite being sensitive to specific signal processes, make the search
less model-agnostic and are ill-suited for general anomaly detection searches. Alternatively,
one can hope to define a signal-rich region of the experimental data using a plethora of
unsupervised ML (machine learning) techniques, which are expected to provide enhanced
sensitivity over a wider range of potential signal processes.

In our particular example of LHCO data, we choose to explore a wide, smoothly falling
region of the spectrum of dijet events with invariant dijet mass m;; from 3000 GeV to
4600 GeV. We choose this lower bound to avoid the turn on curve of the mass distribution,
resulting from the jet trigger, and the upper bound is selected to remain in a region
with relatively high statistics, so that we work in the region where the fit functions from
Subsection 3.1.2 are applicable. This interval contains, in total, around 380,000 QCD
events and nearly all Z’ events. We divide this region into 16 non-intersecting bins with
100 GeV width each, as in Ref. [101, 102].



3.1.2 Background estimation

To perform a hypothesis test, one must first postulate a null hypothesis, which in counting
experiments takes form of the expected background coming from the Standard Model pro-
cesses. Often the background prediction relies on a theoretical basis to calculate the cross
sections of the hard process and a simulation to account for detector response and mea-
surement uncertainties. Still there are a number of searches where theory and simulation
cannot provide a reliable background estimate. In these cases the background has to be
estimated from the data itself in an empiric manner, using some general assumptions.

In dijet-like searches a background is often estimated by fitting a function of the form
f(x) = p1(1 — z)P2aPstpa In(z)+ps In(z?) (3.1)

to a smoothly falling part of the dijet mass distribution [103-119], where x = m;;/+/s.
This function is referred to as the “n-parameter dijet fit function”, where n is the num-
ber of nonzero free parameters p; used in the function. Despite being a good fit to the
simulated data, this functional form is still an empirical assumption and thus is subjects
to a systematic error. Furthermore, after applying some selection criteria on the events
which could be correlated with m;, this function may no longer well describe the resulting
distribution.

More advanced methods of fitting, such as the Sliding Window Fit (SWIFT) [120]
and the ABCD method used in [121, 122] are other methods that reduce the assumption
of a functional form but introduce their own assumptions instead. However, due to the
simplicity and wide use of the n-parameter fit function, we choose to use global 3-parameter
and 4-parameter function fits as the benchmark analysis strategy. Further details of the
(pseudo-)analysis on the LHCO R&D data performed using these background estimates
are given in Appendix A. To access the upper bound on the performance of all background
estimation methods, we use the underlying background distribution as an idealised fit,
i.e. a fit with no systematic error. The (pseudo-)analysis using this is also described in
Appendix A.

3.1.3 Test Statistic definition and calibration

There are several ways to calculate a global test statistic for two spectra. In HEP one
of the more popular tests in model agnostic searches, called BumpHunter [123], relies on
the maximal local significance (MLS) as the test statistic, where it is computed using a
range of different windows over the spectrum. One of the benefits of the MLS test statistic
is its simplicity and that it is well suited for signals that give rise to narrow, localised
resonances. Here the MLS is applied to the binned mj; distributions of the data. Given a
set B = {b1, ..., bp,,,. } of non-intersecting bins with N, ; events or jets from the signal-rich
(experimental) distribution and Nygp events or jets from the background estimation, the
MLS can be written as

_ _ -1
MLS = rgleaBXZb = rgleaBX(CDFN(OJ)(CDFPoisson(kag,b)(NSigJ?))) ) (32)



where CDF is the cumulative density function of the respective distribution. In equation
3.2 only overdensities are taken into account, i.e. Z > 0 only for Nggp > Npkgp as we are
searching for a resonance.

For bins with N kg > 1 one can approximate the Poisson distribution with a
normal distribution N (Ngg bikg,b> 1/ Nsig/bke,b)- Edquation 3.2 then reduces to a much simpler
form

Nokg,p — Nsigp
MLS = rglaé(Zb = max——22 282
e

beB  \/Npkgpb

Although some test statistics, like x2, have well-known distributions, other more un-

(3.3)

usual test statistics, like the BumpHunter test statistic, require calibration. This is com-
monly done by modelling its distribution using Monte Carlo simulation.

Moreover, as systematic uncertainties arise from the definition of a signal region selec-
tion and the background estimate, this calibration should be performed even in the case
where the distribution is known a priori. The calibration for the BumpHunter test statistic
is performed in Ref. [123] by running pseudo-experiments in which the counts in each
bin are varied according to Poisson’s law. This can be extended to higher dimensions by
resampling the background events with bootstrapping. By calculating the test statistic for
each of our bootstrapped background-only pseudo-experiments, we obtain the distribution
of the test statistic in the background-only hypothesis. To ensure good modelling of the
tail of the test statistic distribution, which corresponds to large significance values in the
presence of signal, a large number of pseudo-experiments is required.

3.1.4 Significance evaluation

To obtain a calibrated p-value for a given value of the test statistic ¢, one counts the number
of background only pseudo-experiments exceeding this value N~ and divides it by the total
number of pseudo-experiments done, Ny.

The (one-sided) significance is computed using the inverse cumulative density function
of the normal distribution Z = CDFxfl(OJ)(l — p-value).

In the case of Ns; = 0 arising from the limited number of pseudo-experiments, we
instead set a lower bound:

1 1
— Z>CDF} . (1——
p< J\rtot7 - N(O’l)( Ntot

). (3.4)

For every experiment with added signal events, we still bootstrap the background (for
consistency) and combine it with a given number of signal events chosen at random from
100,000 signal events (around 5% of events fall outside of the evaluation region). Due to
statistical fluctuations we also perform several pseudo-experiments in the signal enriched
case in order to obtain a robust estimate of the significance for each level of signal doping.

3.2 Cluster scanning

In this section we present a novel approach called Cluster Scanning, which follows the
same bump hunting scheme, but relies on a distinct set of assumptions than the commonly



employed methods and thus has several favorable characteristics. Our approach can be
divided into several key steps given below, with the hyperparameters chosen in order to
search for narrow resonances in the m;; spectrum of the LHCO R&D data. The motivation
for these hyperparameters in each step and the argumentation on how to choose them for
a different application case is given in App. C.

Training region selection: We select a narrow m;; window [3000, 3100] GeV for train-
ing of the k-means algorithm. This window contains 56,486 original background events. In
this publication, we focus on relatively small signal injections that include only 5% or less
of the total number of 7’ signals available. Therefore the training region is expected to
contain 89 signal events or less, which can be regarded as negligible. Despite observing a
qualitative improvement in performance in case the training region matches the resonant
peak and thus has a larger portion of signals events involved in clustering, in an actual
analysis the position of the peak will be unknown, thus we choose to discuss a more repre-
sentative case given here, when the training region happens to be in the tail of the signal
peak and thus has a negligible number of signal events.

K-means Clustering: We apply a mini-batch k-means clustering algorithm with & = 50
implemented in the SCIKIT-LEARN [124] library, with a batch size of 2048 on the set con-
taining jet images of the leading two jets from each event in this m,;; window. The mini-
batch implementation is chosen due to its computational speed. The seeding of the cluster
centroids is performed using the K-MEANS++ prescription described and motivated in
Ref. [125].

Cluster Spectra: After performing the fit of k-centroids to the data in the training
region, we fix the centroid positions and evaluate how many jet images from each of the
16 m;; bins of the evaluation region, defined in Subsection 3.1.1, fall into each of the k
clusters N;, where ¢ € {1...k}, b € {1..npins}. Fig. 2 shows the resulting 50 normalised
cluster spectra N;p/ >, (Nip) for one pseudo-experiment with signal injection.

Per bin standardisation: We note that in each bin the normalised cluster spectra follow
an approximately normal distribution with several outliers from the anomalous clusters (see
discussion in App. D). Therefore we standardise the normalised cluster spectra in each bin
using outlier robust estimators (described in App. E) for mean and standard deviation
with an outlier factor of 0.2. Here we make the assumption that the majority of the signal
is located in a small number of clusters, and the rest of the clusters are signal depleted.
Figure 3 shows the cluster spectra from Fig. 2 after normalising with the outlier robust
estimator.

Selecting anomalous clusters: Utilising the assumption that the signal is localised
in m;;, we select potentially signal-rich cluster spectra as those with a deviation of more
than a threshold value of # = 3 standard deviations from the robust mean in the positive
direction as we are only interested in a resonance leading to excess of events. The rest
of the clusters are labelled as signal-depleted. The threshold and the selected signal-rich
clusters are shown in Fig. 3 in red.
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Figure 2: The m,; distributions for the jets in each of the 50 clusters, each normalised
to unity. Here, 5,000 signal events have been injected into the evaluation dataset, which
corresponds to 5% of the total available signal events.
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Figure 3: Spectra in Fig. 2 standardised over clusters in each bin. Potentially signal-rich

cluster spectra are shown in red.



Signal-rich and signal-depleted regions: After the selection, we combine the non-
normalised distributions corresponding to our selected signal-rich clusters. This results in
a signal-rich spectrum Ngig ;, with an example shown in red in Fig. 4.

The remaining cluster spectra are combined to form a signal-depleted spectrum Npgor p-
The estimate of the background is then constructed by normalising it to the same total
entries as in signal-rich spectrum, namely Nyygp = Npoor’b%. It is shown in blue in
Fig. 4.
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Figure 4: Curves corresponding to the sum of signal-rich and signal-poor spectra in Fig. 3.
The blue signal-poor curve is rescaled to have the same total jet number as the signal-rich
curve. The coloured region around the blue curve is a opigp = \/m Poisson deviation
after recaling used to compute MLS.

Test statistic: As previously discussed, to test the significance of an observed excess we
use the simple maximum local significance, as defined in Equation 3.2. It may occur that
no cluster is selected as anomalous. In this case we assign a default value of 0, in order to
show good agreement with the null-hypothesis expectation. This is similar in motivation
to setting the value for an observed deficit in events to zero. Following the discussion in
Subsection 3.1 for the calibration process, we construct 3,900 pseudo-experiments using
bootstrap resampling on 1 million background events. The distribution of the test statistic
is discussed in App. F.

Ensembling: Different initialisations lead to a broader distribution over the final test
statistic obtained with cluster scanning. In order to obtain a final value for the test statistic,
the cluster scanning method is performed 15 times with independent initialisations. The



mean of the test statistic from all the runs forms the final ensembled test statistic. The
distribution of this statistic is presented in app. F.

3.3 Discussion

As we can see, CS follows the general bump hunt strategy, but introduces novel approaches
for the first two steps of this strategy. First of all, CS selects the most anomalous looking
clusters to define the signal-enriched region, and constructs a background estimate from the
rest of the clusters. Notably though, this selection is completely data-driven and does not
target a specific family of signal models. However, CS relies on a set of assumptions that
fundamentally differ from those commonly used in other anomaly detection approaches.

Search for overdensity instead of outliers: Most anomaly search methods like Au-
toencoders [100] and SVDDs [82] rely on outlier detection, namely, identifying the data
instances that lie in a region of very low probability density or outside the support of the
“normal” distribution. Notably, while all normal events share similar characteristics and
exhibit easily recognisable trends, anomalous data, such as defects or fraud, can differ in
numerous ways and are thus given a wide prior. Although model-agnostic searches should
accommodate a wide range of possible anomaly models, it is usually assumed that a signal
is produced by only one or a few unknown BSM process. Thus, all anomalous events have
many features in common and exhibit some similarity to SM events, as any new particle
must radiate and decay into SM particles to be detectable.

Therefore we use the localisation of anomalies in both low-level (e.g. jet images) and
high-level variable (e.g. m;;) space as the first main assumption of the CS method. Local-
isation of anomalies in low-level variable space means that only a few out of all clusters
contain a fraction of anomalies much higher than the rest of the clusters. This way clus-
tering plays a role of data-driven binning in low-level variable space. Localisation in my;
gives us a possibility to distinguish these anomaly rich clusters from the rest, namely, by
searching for an overdensity in m;; in one cluster spectrum compared to all others. Thus,
CS is able to select a signal-rich region of events by leveraging the assumption of signal
being localised rather than consisting of outliers.

Although semi-supervised methods based on CWoLa (see Refs. [101, 102, 126-130])
and density estimation methods are also sensitive to overdensities, they usually require
construction of a background template, which until recent developments [129, 130] was
preferably constructed for a smooth distribution of low dimensionality, typically using a
few high-level observables. In this publication, we show that CS is able to draw significant
improvement from a high-dimensional distribution of low-level jet observables. In this way,
it can be considered less signal-model dependent than the methods that rely on hand-
crafted high-level observables.

Assume cluster mass independence instead of smoothness: CS proposes a solution
to the second step of the analysis, namely, it estimates the form of the background by
combining the signal-depleted clusters. In this way, we do not rely on any assumptions
on smoothness or on a particular functional form of the background-only spectrum in
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m;j, which are heavily relied upon by most other bump hunt methods, such as the global
functional fit mentioned in Subsection 3.1, SWIFT [120] and even Gaussian processes [131].

Instead, the second main assumption of CS is that in the background-only case, the
assigned cluster centroid is approximately independent from m;;. Ideally, we would want
the distribution of background events over m;; in each cluster to be identical within sta-
tistical uncertainty, such that the probability of a jet belonging to a cluster and having
a specific mass factorises, p(i, m;;) = p(i)p(m;;), or at least that the correlation is weak.
This would minimise the rate of incorrectly identified signal-enriched clusters. In practice,
although Fig. 2 shows that the distributions all follow a similar trend, there are still some
systematic deviations. These are a result of the finite width in m;; of the training window
and slight correlations between the distribution of the jet constituents and m;; arising from
the transverse momenta of the two non-resonant jets depending on m;;. Therefore, for the
selection of the clusters, we estimate the full uncertainty (including Poisson fluctuations
and uncertainty from mass dependence) separately for each experiment and for bin based
on the sample of our k cluster spectra values.

Unlike in methods with sliding window approach [102, 120], in CS the fit only needs
to be performed once. Moreover k-means clustering is a simple classical algorithm that
typically requires less training than deep learning approaches, making CS a relatively fast
analysis method. This is important in the context of the ensembling and calibration,
which both require a large number of analysis iterations, and are thus a notable obstacle to
incorporating deep learning in HEP analysis under the constraint in computing resources.
Fast analysis is also advantageous for testing its efficiency for simulated BSM events in
order to produce the exclusion limits (see the RECAST [132] framework). Moreover, CS
avoids other disadvantages inherent to sliding window approaches, such as limited search
range due to the definition of the sidebands and the need to optimise sideband and signal
window widths.

3.4 Idealised CS

Despite choosing a narrow m;; window to reduce mass dependence systematics, the vari-
ables that we use for clustering are in general not independent of m;;. Thus, we observe
the background-only spectra of some clusters do not just statistically fluctuate around the
expected shape of the background, but exhibit some degree of smooth mass sculpting. This
affects the performance of the method by introducing false positives at the cluster selection
stage and increasing the discrepancy between signal and background spectra when evalu-
ating the test statistic. This may be partially remedied by a more sophisticated method of
selecting anomalous clusters or a better background estimate, both of which rely on more
assumptions. These studies are outside the scope of this publication. However, to give an
upper bound on the performance one may achieve with such improvements we propose an
idealised version of clusters scanning.

Idealised CS version requires us to modify the distribution of the jets between the
clusters. First, we count the numbers of jets that fall into each cluster in the first m;;
bin. If no mass dependence were present, the fractions of QCD jets in each cluster
rqQep,ip = Nqcep,is/ Y.; Nqocep,ip should be independent of bin number b within statis-
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tical uncertainties. To simulate this case in all the consecutive bins except the first we
distribute the QCD jets in these bins among clusters using a multinomial distribution with
weights equal to the fractions obtained in the first bin zqcp,;p = zqQcp,i,1, thus generating
cluster spectra that follow the original background spectrum with statistical fluctuations,
i.e. the case with no mass dependence. The signal jets are distributed as before according
to which cluster they belong to, such that the fractions of Z’ jets may differ between differ-
ent bins. This is done because we assume that only the background is distributed roughly
proportionally between clusters, which is equivalent to assumption 2, but not the signal.

This distribution of jets creates idealised cluster spectra for each clustering, and the
rest of the algorithm remains unchanged.

4 Results

As a proof of concept we perform an analysis applying CS and global fit based bump-hunting
with the above mentioned hyperparameters to the LHCO R&D dataset with different
amounts of signal injection, given in figures either as an absolute number of injected events
€ or as a signal to background ratio S/B of events in the considered [3000, 4600] Gev
m;; region. For each pseudo-experiment with signal injection we calculate the significance
Z as discussed in Subsection 3.1.4 using the calibration test statistic distribution. For
each signal injection level we run 100 pseudo-experiments with bootstrapped background
data and randomly sampled signal events. As a reference for the significance and its
statistical variation for each contamination level, we report the median significance of these
pseudo-experiments and 0.25 and 0.75 quantiles. We define the ratio between the median
significance provided by CS to the significance of a baseline method as the significance
improvement (SI). We also quote the relation between the number of events needed to
obtain a 3o evidence in each analysis strategy.

Figure 5a shows how the global significance of CS and the parametric fit-based meth-
ods depends on the signal contamination in the pseudo-experiment. It characterises the
performance of these realistic analysis strategies, which do not use any truth information
for the evaluation of the test statistic, thus including all the systematical uncertainties
coming from partially fulfilled assumptions needed for the respective method.

We observe that although 3- and 4-parameter fits give approximately the same results,
CS outperforms them by a significant margin in the region from 1500 to 4000 signal events.
Beyond 3000 signal events, the significance yield from CS is limited by the number of
bootstrap pseudo-experiments in the calibration set, but the lower bound on its significance
still remains substantially higher than the significance of the parametric fits. This is the
most interesting region as there the transition between non-significant signal (below 1o)
and new physics evidence (above 30) takes place. Looking at the lower subplot in Fig. 5a
we see that CS gives us an SI of 2 and higher on the majority of regions of interest. We
can also see that CS produces a 3o evidence for only 61% of the events needed to obtain
this evidence with the parametric fit. This shows that although both suffer from fit and
assumption induced systematic uncertainties, CS has a clear advantage over parametric
fitting procedures.
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Figure 5: Upper figure: Median and the quartile bounds of global significance of the signal
contaminated pseudo-experiments as a function of the number of signal events € injected
shown for the (a) realistic and (b) idealised analysis methods. The dotted lines mark lower
bounds, as there was not enough statistics to access higher significance levels. Bottom
figure: Significance improvement of the CS method compared to the 4-parameter fit for
the (a) and the significance improvement of idealised CS compared to idealised fit for the
(b) as a function of the signal-to-background ratio S/B.

Above we have also described the idealised version of the cluster scanning method
and in Appendix A the analysis with an idealised background fit. Both methods rely
on event labels to remove systematic uncertainties introduced by the limitations of the
assumptions of our methods and to make the background estimate in both cases close to
the true background, with only statistical fluctuation taken in consideration. This is done
to separate the influence of additional information, namely the low-level observables used
in the analysis, from the systematic uncertainties introduced by the fits, and to construct
the upper bound on the performance of our methods.

Figure 5b shows how the global significance of both idealised methods depend on the
signal contamination in the pseudo-experiment. It can be seen that one needs substantially
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less signal for it to be significant in the idealised methods compared to the realistic methods,
as it removes false-positives induced by systematic uncertainties in the fits. Still, we see
that the idealised CS outperforms the idealised functional fit on the majority of the interval
between 1000 and 2200 signal events. Looking at the lower subplot in Fig. 5b we see that
by using CS in the region of interest we gain a significance improvement factor of up to 1.5.
We can also see that CS produces a 30 evidence with only 69% of the events needed to gain
this evidence with the idealised fit. This shows that in the case of negligible systematic
uncertainties, CS gives an improvement over any smooth fit as, in addition to just using
information from my;, it also makes use of the low-level event information. From the
difference between idealised and non-idealised CS we can see that there is some room for
improvement of CS to reduce the false positive rate, and improve the analysis efficiency.

5 Conclusions and outlook

This paper is a first proof of concept for the cluster scanning anomaly search method,
which is designed to search for resonant overdensities on the distribution of an observable
using clustering techniques in auxiliary observables.

We found that it outperforms the widely used bump-hunting method, which relies on
the functional background fits, in several metrics relevant to an analysis. In the transition
region, where the benchmark algorithm achieves 1o to 3o significance, CS improves the
result by a factor of 2 or more for the realistic case, or by a factor of 1.5 for the idealised
comparison. This reduces the number of signal events required to produce a 3o significance
by a factor of 0.61 in the realistic case and by a factor of 0.69 in the idealised case. The
former factor of improvement should be expected in a real application. We also discuss the
comparison of cluster scanning with other anomaly detection algorithms in Subsection 3.3,
outlining its advantages and limitations.

The CS method should not be seen as a direct competitor to background fitting meth-
ods, but rather as a complementary approach that relies on a different set of assumptions
about the nature of the anomaly and the background distributions, which are not well
known.

There remains a large unexplored field of potential extensions and improvements to
this method or synergies with other methods. Straightforward follow-up studies can explore
the use of clustering methods other than k-means. One can look for other ways of selecting
the anomalous clusters, alternatives to the one proposed in Subsection 3.2, that would rely
on different assumptions. For example, one can require that all anomalous clusters are
neighbors in the space of clustered inputs. One can also unify the assumptions of CS and
functional fits to produce separate background estimates for each of the clusters separately,
greatly reducing the m;; dependent systematic uncertainties.

CS could benefit from using features developed by other algorithms that have already
been optimised for other tasks, such as flavour tagging, or even using unsupervised learning
for feature extraction.

Furthermore, since many other ML approaches to improve sensitivity in model-independent
searches rely on a bump hunt for the final statistical analysis, CS could also be used to
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further enhance sensitivity. This could be of particular interest when the background
distribution is no longer well described by simple, smoothly decreasing functional forms.
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Appendix
A Idealised fit and n-parameter fit pseudo-analysis

In general, if a distribution H; of a background events is perfectly known a-priory, given
a binning for this distribution, one can calculate the expected number of events in each
bin. Being provided directly from the true underlying Hp, this background estimate will
on average provide the most efficient tests to discriminate samples drawn from H; from
samples drawn from an alternative hypothesis Hpys with signal, compared to any other
estimate of the expected background for these samples. Hence we call the expectation from
Hp an "idealised fit”.

As discussed extensively in section 3.1, estimation of the expected background is
only one step of the analysis. To create a benchmark, we do pseudo-analysis on LHCO
R&D dataset represented by spectrum Nyig origp using the other choices defined in sec-
tion 3.1. Namely, we generate pseudo-experiments by bootstrap resampling the events
from Npig origs and add a number of signal events if needed. The "idealised” background
estimation for every pseudo-experiment is equal to Npig orig,p itself (as the samples were
generated with these expected values). Following the discussion in subsection 3.1.3 we use
MLS test statistic between this estimate and the generated pseudo-experiments, to gener-
ate null-hypothesis test statistic distribution and its value for signal contaminations and
thereafter estimate the significance. Depending on the number of doped signal events, the
median and quartile region significance given by this test is provided in the main text in
Fig. 5b.

Unfortunately the background model is usually unknown, so for each experimental
sample the background should be estimated in some less precise way relying on weaker
assumptions.

~15 —


https://github.com/IvanOleksiyuk/jet_cluster_scanning
https://github.com/IvanOleksiyuk/jet_cluster_scanning

As a realistic benchmark to our method we explore how sensitive the analysis is using
global n-parameter functional to the kind of signal presented in LHCO R&D dataset. We
use the binning with 16 bins defined in subsection 3.1.2 and count the number of background
events in each bin to get an original background spectrum Nyig orig,b-

For all the fits in this studies, we use Trust Region Reflective nonlinear least squares
fitting algorithm implementation from SciPy python package [133]. The chosen bins gen-
erally contain more than 5000 counts, so the Poisson distributions of these counts can be
well approximated by a Gaussian distributions with the variances equal to the bin counts.
Using variances to scale the summands in the least squares objective we make it equivalent
to the maximum likelihood objective for this setup.

First, we fit our 3- and 4-parameter functions to the spectrum to see if the fit is valid.

2 2
Resulting fits with 13 and 12 degrees of freedom score Xz;i";” ~ 1.201 and X;Zi”;” ~ 1.338
that correspond to p-values of 0.275 and 0.182 which signify validity of these fits.

Unlike the CS method that doesn’t generally rely on the smoothness of the back-
ground, global n-parameter takes it as the main assumption, so as Npkg orig,p already has
some statistical fluctuations a distribution resampled from it will have even larger statis-
tical fluctuations than the ones expected for Poisson distribution. To simulate the proper
scale Poisson fluctuations in the chosen region for our pseudo-experiments we resample
events not from Nyg origp but from the best possible fit. This also negates the systematic
error from null-hypothesis not corresponding to the empirical functional form, so these ex-
periments can be viewed as semi-idealised. In a more realistic cases, the space of functions
given by all possible parameter values, does not contain the true form of null-hypothesis
distribution and can only yield an approximation of it with limited precision. It is usual
for fit functions with a small number of parameters, but with increasing number of pa-
rameters the function fit problem becomes over-defined and the function can fit the signal
bump as well. Experimentally we have observed only insignificant increase in performance
when comparing sampling from Nykg origp Or from the best fit distributions. On top of
the resampled background events we add a number of signal events from signal’s original
distribution when needed.

The initial parameters of the fit in each experiment are chosen to be equal to the opti-
mal parameters of the initial fit discussed above, so that one gets an ”idealised” background
fit if no optimisation is done. However, because of the statistical fluctuations and/or added
signal contamination, the maximisation of likelihood results in a different set of parame-
ters for this functional form. This error of background mismodeling under its statistical
fluctuations and addition of the signal is exactly the type of error we want to demonstrate
with this pseudo-analysis.

The results of such analysis for different signal contamination is given in Fig.5a. We
can see that the 3-parameter fit provides a slightly better result than 4-parameter fit as the
latter has more flexibility to overfit the signal and the statistical fluctuations. This is so
because the samples are drawn from 3- and 4-parameter functions with fixed parameters
themselves. If we were to sample from other distribution the error coming from mismatch
in true end expected functional forms may switch this ordering but it will reduce both
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performances. Therefore, the curves shown in Fig.5a are upper limits of these realistic
n-parameter fit analyses achievable only when the true distribution is described by one of
the functions in the chosen parameterised space.

B Sparsity of the jet images

Fig. 6 show that the jet images are very sparsely populated ususally having less tha 100
non-zero pixels per 1600 pixels total.
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Figure 6: Distribution of images in QCD and top datasets from top-tagging task vs the
number of non-0 pixels in them.

C Hyperparameter selection and motivation

In this appendix we give motivation for every not yet discussed choice of hyperparameter
in our pseudo-analysis. All the hyperparameter suggestions are done in an unsupervised
way coming from general assumptions about signal and background and are not optimised
using the truth information from LHCO R&D data. As such the levels of significance
improvements may be further increased by performing a dedicated parameter scan for a
specific application, however, we recommend to follow the same reasoning when applying
CS in other analyses.

Training region: Training on the full spectrum would likely result in each cluster cor-
responding to a specific mass region, thus the background spectrum for each cluster would
not be close to the original mass spectrum. Therefore we perform clustering in a narrow
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mass window [3000, 3100] GeV. We choose this window as it lies in the studied region
defined in subsection 3.1.1 and has the largest statistic of all other 100 GeV windows.

Number of clusters: The most important parameter we had to choose is the number
of clusters k. Two factors play the key role in this choice. On one hand, the number of
clusters has to be as large as possible to better narrow down the anomaly-rich region. On
the other hand, for a given number of events in the evaluation region and the binning of this
region one has to take the number of clusters sufficiently small so that the least populated
clusters in the smallest m;; bin ;r%n(N,(m]])) still has enough statistics for a meaningful
statistical analysis. We assume thzjijt ]:nm(NZ(m”)) = O(50) should be sufficient. Using

M54
a coarse search, we determine, that for our choice of binning and overall statistic at hand

choosing k = 50 gives a good trade-off as it has a median of 55 events in smallest cluster-bin
and it goes below 20 only 1 time in 1000 pseudo-experiment runs, as can be seen in Fig. 7.
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Figure 7: Distribution of the number of jet image counts in the least populated bin of
the least populated cluster in each of the 1000 random background only runs of the CS
algorithm on backround only data.

Batch size: Scikit-learn [124] documentation states that the parallelisation is performed
on all available Ngyes computing cores if the batch size is Nepres - 256 or larger. We
performed all computations with 8 core parallelisation, thus the natural choice of a batch
size was 2048. It is also important to maintain the batch size much larger than the number
of clusters to ensure faster convergence.
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Outlier fraction: To quantify the performance of our method we introduce the signal
fraction improvement score (SFI) that characterises a subset S of the events in evaluation
set £ by the relative increase in the signal to background ratio

SFI(S) = Niig(S) Nacp(€)

= Nocn(®) Neg@) (€

Our main assumption is that the signal is distributed in clusters unevenly and there only
several clusters have a significantly large SFI. To put it in numbers, we assume that not
more than 20% of clusters have SFI of 2 or more. Following this assumption we choose the
outlier fraction of 0.2 for outlier robust estimators. This is an ad. hoc prior assumption
about the data at hand, and it has to be made prior to analysis and has no way to be
validated without knowing the truth lables. Still we can show that this assumption is
satisfied in our case with a margin for the pseudo-experiment shown on all the figures of
section 3. 5000 signal events were giving an overdensity on the original spectrum that was
not identifiable as a deviation from smooth background by human eye (without knowing
the background truth), but in Fig.2 one can easily notice two spectra with a significant
bump around 3.5 TeV that stand out of the crowd of other spectra. Unsurprisingly these
two spectra have SFIs of 9.1 and 8.9. Three more clusters also have a visible overdensity at
this position possessing SFIs of 6.3, 5.6, 4.4. In total, exactly 8 clusters have SFI > 2. Still
as we will see later only 3 of these clusters have a signal significant enough to be selected
as anomalous, showing that our assumption is quite conservative in its limit and either the
threshold SF'I can be increased or the percentage of clusters to path the threshold reduced
for it to still remain a valid assumption. Runs of the analysis on other (pseudo-)experiments
behave in the similar manner.

Cluster selection threshold #: First of all, we use the threshold only for positive
deviations as we only search for excesses of events. Apart from the signal-rich outlier
clusters the threshold can be passed by signal poor clusters, but only with an expected false
positive rate of 1— (1 —p-valueys( 1)(#))"=. Then for large enough thresholds the average
number of false positives can be estimated as k-np;,s-p-value N(0,1)- Higher thresholds result
in lower false positive and lower true positive rates. To retain the sensitivity for statistically
small signal we choose to use § = 3 that will result in approximately 50-16-0.00135 = 1.08
signal poor cluster being assigned a false positive label on average. Fig.3 shows 4 clusters
being chosen using this threshold. Three of them have an overdensity at 3.5 TeV and one
does not, implying that it is a likely false posive.

Ensemble size: We recommend to take the ensemble size as high as possible, for given
computation resource constrains to reduce the width of the test statistic distribution (see
appendix F).
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Parameter ‘ value ‘ motivation

k 50 ”}%”(Ni,b) = O(50) with binning below
mini-batch 2048 Neores 256, must be > k
Training region | [3, 3.1] TeV narrow mass window with high statistic
Evaluation region | [3, 4.6] TeV the n-parameter fit is applicable
excluding low statistic regions
Bin width 100 Gev broad enough to have sufficient statistics in each bin
outlier 0.2 consistent with assumption
fraction f on the maximum number of signal clusters
Cluster selection 3o low enough to let trough many true positives
threshold 6 but high enough to filter most false positives
Test statistic MLS simple and specialised for local excesses
Default TS 0 minimal test statistic possible
Ensemble size 15 As large as possible realistic compute limitations

Table 1: Summary of the hyperparameters used in cluster scanning.

D Gaussianity of cluster scanning bin entries

Assumption on the Gaussianity of cluster spectra in each bin can be shown to be valid
by standardising the background-only cluster counts in each bin and checking if these
distributions match A(0,1). 50 samples are usually not enough to determine whether
the distribution is Gaussian or not, but by marginalising over 16 bins we get 800 sam-
ples in total. Fig.8 shows the said distribution for background only spectra that fits the
N(0,1) distribution well visually and by a consensus of 3 normality tests Shapiro-Wilk,
Kolmogorov-Smirnov and Jarque-Bera (note that the p-values for all the tests are high).
The same distribution with added signal has some clear outliers, which reflects in lower
p-values for the normality tests, but apart from these it still can be well approximated by

a unit Gaussian.

E Outlier robust estimators

While searching for outliers, it is preferred to use outlier robust estimators for standard
deviation (SD) and mean. We define them as follows: given a sample of observations
S ={x1,z2,... vy} we find a median med(S) (which is itself an outlier robust estimator) of
this sample and take a subsample S ¢ that is constructed from S by discarding a fraction
0 < f < 1 of all samples that have largest absolute distance to this median. In this
way we have discarded the outliers. After that we construct estimators ji; = mean(S )
and 6; = SD(Sy) - g(f). If S is a sample from N (u, o) it is obvious that with lim iy =

n—o0

lgm mean(S) = p. If one takes S from N (0, 1) and rescales z; — ox;, then both estimators

transform as 6y — 0y and SD(S) — 0SD(S) by definition, so both estimators 7, and
SD(S) are proportional to a true ¢ of the Gaussian distribution.
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Figure 8: Histogram of deviations from the average of normalised cluster spectra measured
in standard deviations of each bin. Blue histogram gives it for signal-free case and orange
histogram for case with 5000 injected signal events. Red line show the expected normal
distribution.

Both 65 and SD(S) are independent of p and there are no other parameters of
the normal distribution for estimators to depend on, therefore for a family of Gaus-
sian distribution estimators 6y and SD(S) are proportional to each other by some con-

stant factor g(f) in the limit of infinite sample. In other words, adjusting numerically

g(f) = i’?(%(&ll)))) = &f(/\fl(o,l)) is sufficient to sattisfy Yfingo&f = lim SD(S) = o. So iy

n—oo
and oy are unbiased estimators of x and o of a normal distribution, although depending

on f they are less efficient than usual non-robust mean and SD.

Fig.9 shows us the cluster spectra from Fig.2 with subtracted normalised original
spectrum (which is only needed for better visualisation as this step has no effect on the
standardisation). Fig.9 also shows the conventional and the outlier robust estimations of
mean and SD of the cluster spectra values in each bin. As expected for lower m;; the
SD is higher as these deviations is partially caused by the Poisson fluctuations which are
proportional to \/m We can also see the conventional estimators have a bump around
3.5 TeV that is induced by our outlier signal-rich clusters, while the robust estimators are
unaffected by the outliers.

F Calibration distributions

The distribution of the test statistics given by CS without ensembling for all background
only pseudo-experiments is shown in Fig.10a as a histogram. We see that around 300
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Figure 9: Normalised spectra with subtracted normalised original m;; spectrum. Amount
of signal is 5000. The selection of the anomalous clusters is taken from Fig. 4.

of those were assigned test statistic of 0 as they had no clusters selected as anomalous.
Other cases where one or more anomalous clusters were selected form a smooth continuous
distribution.

The median CS test statistic for 100 signal contaminated pseudo-experiments is repre-
sented in Fig. 10a by a vertical line, and the vertical band represent the region between the
quartiles of such a test statistic sample. For each signal-doped pseudo-experiment we cal-
culate significance as it is described in subsection 3.1.4. The median significance is quoted
in the legend of the figure.

Fig. 10b shows the distribution that is analogous to the one in Fig.10a, but with an
ensemble of 15 runs of CS algorithm for each pseudo-experiment. We notice that the dis-
tribution in Fig. 10b is significantly narrower than in 10a which reduces the frequency of
background only experiment having large test statistic, thus increasing the sensitivity to
signal injection. An additional benefit is that the uncertainty region (between two quar-
terlies) for each signal doping have significantly decreased which is important for lower
uncertainty in the analysis on experimental data on the excess significance or on the ex-
clusion limits.

This motivates, that in general the ensemble size should be taken as large as reasonably
possible. Our choice of ensemble size 15 together with the number of pseudo-experiments
3900 were dictated by the computing time and storage memory limits as the amount of full
CS algorithm iterations is the product of those numbers (excluding the pseudo-experiments
with signal injection)

Finally, Fig. 10c shows that for idealised CS without systematics introduced by mass
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Figure 10: Histogram of the CS test statistic for pseudo-experiments with bootstrapped
background only samples. Vertical lines and vertical bands show median and region be-
tween lower and higher quartiles of test statistics for pseudo-experiments with signal injec-
tion. Several signal injection levels are represented by different colours. Panel (a) shows a
case with only 1 initialisation of clusters in CS per pseudo-experiment, panel (b) shows a
case for ensembling 15 runs of CS with different intialisations per pseudo-experiment and
panel (c) shows a case for ensembling 15 runs of idealised CS with different initialisations
per pseudo-experiment.
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correlations the MLS between our signal spectrum and background estimate is lower. More-
over, as expected, it improved the sensitivity of the method to the signal. Obviously this
technique cannot be utilised in an actual analysis as jet labels are needed to distribute
signal and background jets in a different manner. Moreover, as expected, it improved the
sensitivity of the method to the signal. Obviously this technique cannot be utilised in
an actual analysis as jet labels are needed to distribute signal and background jets in a
different manner.
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We present a model calculation of T-odd transverse-momentum-dependent distributions of gluons
in the nucleon. The model is based on the assumption that a nucleon can emit a gluon, and
what remains after the emission is treated as a single spectator particle. This spectator particle is
considered to be on-shell, but its mass is allowed to take a continuous range of values, described
by a spectral function. The final-state interaction that is necessary to generate T-odd functions is
modeled as the exchange of a single gluon between the spectator and the outgoing parton.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The multi-dimensional distribution of partons within a nucleon can be parametrized in terms of several sets of
functions, encoding different correlations between the momentum and spin of the parton and its parent nucleon. In
particular, the 3-dimensional distribution in momentum space is encoded in the so-called Transverse-Momentum-
Dependent Parton Distributions (TMD PDFs or TMDs) [1]. In simple terms, TMDs extend the conventional 1-
dimensional collinear Parton Distribution Functions (PDFs) into three dimensions, including also the dependence on
the partonic transverse momentum.

The endeavor to constrain TMDs is a crucial step toward unraveling the multi-dimensional structure of the nucleon,
and gaining deeper insight into Quantum ChromoDynamics (QCD) and color confinement. The field of TMDs has
witnessed remarkable advancement in recent years, predominantly in the quark sector. Progress within the gluon
sector has been relatively restrained, owing to the challenges associated with probing gluons in high-energy processes.

Gluon TMDs at leading twist, first analyzed and classified in Ref. [2], are shown in Tab. I in terms of both the
polarization of the gluon and of its parent hadron. In this paper, our focus centers on (naive) time-reversal odd
(T-odd) gluon TMDs, highlighted in red in Tab. I. A notable example of a T-odd TMD is the gluon Sivers function,
denoted as flLTg. This function describes the distribution of unpolarized gluons in a transversely polarized nucleon
and has a crucial role in the description of transverse single-spin asymmetries (see [3] and references therein). As
in the case for quark TMDs, T-odd gluon TMDs are generated by the presence of initial and/or final state QCD
interactions between incoming or outgoing partons and the target fragments. These interactions also underlie the
peculiar process-dependence of gluon TMDs.

gluon polarization

8 U circular | linear
=
slul s i
Q
Lg: L gy hi?
ST A o | Mmd

Table I. Gluon TMD PDFs at twist-2. We adopt here the notation suggested in Ref. [4], similar to the quark case. U, L, T
depict unpolarized, longitudinally polarized and transversely polarized nucleons. U, ‘circular’, ‘linear’ describe unpolarized,
circularly polarized and linearly polarized gluons. Functions in blue are T-even. Functions in black are T-even and survive
transverse-momentum integration. Functions in red are T-odd.

Experimental information on gluon TMDs is very scarce, and particularly so for T-odd ones. Ref. [5] presented
the first attempt to reconstruct the unpolarized gluon TMD, f{. Phenomenological studies of the T-odd gluon Sivers
function were published in Refs. [6-8], but in processes where TMD factorization is not guaranteed to be applicable.
An experimental measurement related to the gluon Sivers function was published by the COMPASS collaboration [9].
Several ways to experimentally access the gluon Sivers function have been discussed in the literature [10-16] and are
among the primary goals of new experimental facilities [17-20].

Pioneering calculations of gluon TMD distributions [2, 21, 22] were performed using the spectator-model approach
(see also Refs. [23, 24] for more recent versions). Originally conceived for studies in the quark-TMD sector [4, 25-29],
this approach rests on the assumption that the struck nucleon emits a parton, and the residual fragments are treated
as a single spectator particle, considered to be on-shell. At variance with those studies, in Ref. [30] we presented the
calculation of all T-even gluon TMDs in the spectator-model approach where the spectator mass is allowed to take
a continuous range of values weighted by a flexible spectral function. This modification encapsulates the effect of qq
contributions, and allows to effectively reproduce both the small- and the moderate-z behavior of the TMDs.

In this paper, we extend the results of Ref. [30] by providing a systematic calculation in the same spectator-model
framework of the complete set of all the four T-odd gluon TMDs at leading twist, including their process dependence.



II. THE SPECTATOR MODEL

Our model is based on the assumption that a nucleon can emit a gluon, and what remains after the emission is
treated as a single spectator fermionic particle (see Fig. 1). This spectator fermion is considered to be on-shell, but its
mass is allowed to take a continuous range of values, described by a spectral function. The nucleon-gluon-spectator
coupling is described by an effective vertex containing two form factors, inspired by the standard nucleon form factors.
Such model can effectively reproduce the known collinear (un)polarized gluon PDFs (the diagonal black entries f{ and
g} in Tab. I, that survive integration upon transverse momenta) and can be used to compute all T-even TMDs [30].

H v

\{

Figure 1. Tree-level cut diagram for the calculation of T-even leading-twist gluon TMDs. The triple line represents a spin-%
spectator. The red blob represents the nucleon-gluon-spectator vertex.

T-odd gluon TMDs vanish at tree level, because there is no residual interaction between the active parton and the
spectator; equivalently, there is no interference between two competing channels producing the complex amplitude
whose imaginary part gives the T-odd contribution. We can generate such structures by considering the interference
between the tree-level scattering amplitude and the scattering amplitudes with an additional gluon exchange, as shown
in Fig. 2. This corresponds to the one-gluon-exchange approximation of the gauge link operator. As we shall discuss
in detail, the exact form of the gauge link depends on the process and in our case leads to two different types of
functions.

A. Tree-level correlator

Following Ref. [30], we work in the frame where the nucleon momentum P has no transverse component:

M2
P= [W, PT, o] , (1)

where M is the nucleon mass. The parton momentum is parameterized as

b P’ +p7
2o P+’

xp-'r’ pT:| ) (2)
where evidently x = p™ /P is the light-cone (longitudinal) momentum fraction carried by the parton.

In the spectator-model framework one assumes that the nucleon with spin S in the state | P, .S) can split into a gluon
with momentum p and other remainders, effectively treated as a single spin—% spectator particle with momentum P —p
and mass M. Similarly to Refs. [25, 30], we define a “tree-level” correlator as (see Fig. 1) !

1
(2r)32(1—=x) P

1+4°8
2

O (2, pr, §) = +Tr|(P+ M) G (p,p) VI (0°) (P — p+ Mx) V) (p°) G**(p,p) | (3)

I We remark that in Ref. [30] there is an error in the position of the ) vertices and a typo in the definition of the G*# propagator.



where a, b are color indices (in the adjoint representation) and

(o 200) "

i
GHP -
(p.q) P pe

is a specific Feynman rule for the gluon propagator in the definition of the correlator [31, 32], with n” a light-like
unit vector of the light-cone basis, and m, a gluon mass regulator which will be set to zero in our calculations. We
model the nucleon-gluon-spectator vertex as

i
V) = 0% [ 007) 2+ 2 67) 57 o 6
where as usual 0,, = i[7,,7,]/2, and g1 2(p?) are generic form factors. In principle, the expression of yga (p?) could
contain more Dirac structures. However, with our assumptions the spectator is identified with an on-shell Spin—%
particle, much like the nucleon. Hence, we model the structure of yg“ (p?) similarly to the conserved electromagnetic

current of a free nucleon obtained from the Gordon decomposition. The form factors g 2(p?) are formally similar to
the Dirac and Pauli form factors, but obviously must not be identified with them. Similarly to our previous model
description of quark TMDs [25], we use the dipolar expression

2 2 2
p p?(1-x)
G12(P%) = K12 555 = K12 , (6)
[p? — A% ? (p7 + LY (A%))?

where k12 and Ax are normalization and cut-off parameters, respectively, and
LA(A%)=aM% + (1 —2) A% —2 (1 —x) M?. (7)

The dipolar expression of Eq. (6) has several advantages: it cancels the singularity of the gluon propagator, it smoothly
suppresses the effect of high p2 where the TMD formalism cannot be applied, and it compensates also the logarithmic
divergences arising after integration upon pr.

In our model, the overall color prefactor at tree level is
C =5t = 8. (8)

As a comparison, we will also discuss the quark-target model, which can be obtained from Eq. (3) simply by
replacing

Vo = geypt® 9)

with g, the strong coupling constant and ¢* a generator of color SU(3) transformations, and by setting M = Mx = m,
everywhere. In this case, the overall color factor is

1 4
CO = — Tro[t"t"] = ~ 10
q NC I'C[ ] 37 ( )

where N¢ is the number of colors and Tre indicates the trace upon color indices.

B. Additional single-gluon exchange

In general, T-odd TMDs arise only when there is a residual interaction between the active parton and the spectator.
More specifically, they arise from the imaginary part of the interference between the tree-level channel and the channel
describing this residual interaction. Following our model calculation for quark TMDs [25], we generate this interference
by describing the residual gluon-spectator interaction through the exchange of a soft gluon (see Fig. 2). This one-gluon
exchange results from the truncation at the first order in the expansion of the path-ordered exponential that defines
the gauge link as the sum of infinite gluon rescatterings [33].

In the general definition of the parton-parton correlator ®, the gauge link is a necessary ingredient to make the
correlator color-gauge invariant. However, the sensitivity of TMDs to the transverse components of the gauge link
introduces a process dependence, contrary to the case of collinear PDFs. While T-even quark TMDs are independent
from the direction of the color flow in the involved hard scattering, T-odd quark TMDs change sign when moving



Figure 2. Diagram for the calculation of the gluon-gluon correlator including the single-gluon exchange contribution, necessary
to obtain T-odd TMDs. The eikonal propagator arising from the Wilson line in the operator definition of TMDs is indicated by
a gluon double line. Only the imaginary part of the box diagram on the left-hand side of the cut is relevant for the calculation
of T-odd functions. The red blobs represent the nucleon-gluon-spectator vertex with color indices ce and ba, respectively, while
the green blob stands for the spectator-gluon-spectator vertex with color indices edb. The Hermitian-conjugate diagram is not
shown.

from final-state interactions with future-pointing ([+]) Wilson lines (like in Semi-Inclusive Deep-Inelastic Scattering
- SIDIS) to initial-state interactions with past-pointing ([—]) Wilson lines (like in Drell-Yan processes) [34-36].

The gluon case is more intricate, due its color-octet structure, and leads to a more diversified form of modified
universality with respect to the quark case. There is a gauge link with color flowing through a closed path pointing
to the future, corresponding to final-state interactions between the spectator and an outgoing gluon, like in SIDIS
production of two jets or heavy-quark pairs [37]. This gauge link is usually denoted with the [+, +] symbol. Conversely,
initial-state interactions are described by gauge links with past-pointing close Wilson lines ([—, —]) and occur, for
example, in Higgs production via gluon fusion (g9 — H) [38, 39]. The gluon TMDs originating from these gauge links
are called Weizsiacker—Williams (WW) gluon TMDs, or f-type gluon TMDs because the color structure of the T-odd
ones involves the antisymmmetric structure constants f of the color gauge group SU(3). It turns out that T-even
WW gluon TMDs are symmetric with respect to the different paths ([+,+] = [—, —]), while the T-odd WW ones
change sign.

Moreover, color can flow through a closed path involving both initial and final states, like in photon-jet production
from hadronic collisions or SIDIS [40-42]. We remark that for this class of processes TMD factorization is not expected
to hold [43]; however, it is still possible to calculate the corresponding TMDs in the context of our model. Depending
on the direction of color flow, we have [+, —| and [—, +] structures and the corresponding gluon TMDs are usually
called dipole gluon TMDs, or d-type gluon TMDs because their T-odd color structure involves the symmetric structure
constants d of color SU(3). ? Similarly to the WW case, the dipole T-even gluon TMDs are symmetric with respect to
different color paths ([+,—] = [—, +]), while T-odd dipole ones change sign. But, more importantly, WW and dipole
gluon TMDs are not related to each other, and contain different physical information.

We first compute the gluon-gluon correlator corresponding to the [+, +] gauge link with future-pointing closed
Wilson path. The one-gluon exchange approximation of the gauge link amounts to compute the diagram depicted in
Fig. 2. The double gluon line represents the struck gluon described in the eikonal approximation, following the same
procedure of the quark case [25]. The Feynman rules to describe the eikonal gluon line and the eikonal vertex are
written in detail in Ref. [47].

The expression of the correlator turns out to be

1
(2r)32(1 —x) Pt Tr

il ([ —iXgte(?) —i iP—p—I+Mx) .. »
X/(27T)4< 12 —m? )(l++z’e> (P—p—l)z_M)Q(_i_ieyP ((p+0?) G (p,p+1)]|

@+ 4] (2, pr, ) = (P +00) 2 G )it (62) (P - pt M) (gun )

(11)

2 Due to the connection between the T-odd TMDs at twist-2 and the collinear PDF's at twist-3, the distinction between f-type and d-type
gluon TMDs appears already in the correlator of the Qiu—Sterman twist-3 collinear PDF [44-46].



where X% is the spectator-gluon-spectator vertex to be defined in Section 11 C.

The correlator ®**[=~1 for the [—, —] past-pointing closed Wilson path can be obtained by changing the sign of the
+ie term in Eq. (11).

The correlator ®**[+:~] for the [+, —] gauge link (leading to d—type gluon TMDs [48-50]) can be simply derived
by replacing in the eikonal vertex the antisymmetric color structure f9°¢ with the symmetric —id? in Eq. (11):

1
(2m)32(1 —x) Pt Tr

X/(d4l <—iXabde(12)>< —i ) z’(P—p—l+Mx)eysc((pﬂy)mp(p’p“) .

2m)A\ 12 —m2 It+ie) (P—p—102—M%+i

o, pr, ) = #+y 2 +275$ G (p,p) VI (07) (P — p+ Mx) (—igsn2 d?®c)

(12)

As for the WW case, the [—, +] correlator differs from the [+, —] one only by the sign of the +ie term in Eq. (12).

Our model agrees with the relations between gluon TMDs with different gauge link structures that have been
systematically studied in [51]. For example, for the T-even unpolarized function, f{, and for the T-odd gluon Sivers

function, flgTJ‘ , one has the following modified-universality relations [11, 40, 51]:

g = gy, gt = gy (13)
1g[+, 1g[—,— 1g[+,— 1g[-,
ng [+.+] _ _ 1Tg[ ] 7 fng +-1 _ _ 1Tg[ +] . (14)

As it turns out, in general f7 ! cannot be related to , and likewise for ff‘Tq. They encode different information

and require different extractions [3].

C. Spectator-gluon-spectator vertex

A key ingredient of our model is the spectator-gluon-spectator vertex X’¥  depicted by a green blob in Fig. 2. If
the nucleon-gluon-spectator vertex )¢ (red blob) connects a colorless initial-state (nucleon) to an octet state (gluon)
and an anti-octet state (spectator), the spectator-gluon-spectator vertex X’4¢ connects an anti-octet initial state
(spectator) to an octet state (gluon) and an anti-octet state (spectator). Since in our model the spectator is assumed
to be a Spin—% particle describing a collection of partons as remainders, the vertex X2% can in principle contain both
the f*¢ and db4¢ color structure constants, each one multiplying a Dirac structure similar to Eq. (5):

i

X0 (p?) = 2% gl (0%) Yo + 95 (0?) 5 Tap D’ ] — i de {g‘f(pz) Yo + 95(p%)

oM OapB pﬁ ) (15)

i
2M
where g{:g (p?) are a priori four different functions of p?. In principle, they are independent from the g; 2(p?)
form factors entering the nucleon-gluon-spectator vertex of Eq. (5). For the sake of simplicity, we will assume

gil,z(pQ) = g{,g(pQ) and we will get d-type densities equal to the corresponding f-type ones up to a color factor:

ClHH = facdfdca _ _QCE‘CF =24, (16)
4
C,H,f] _ (71' dacd) (77; ddca) —9 (4 _ 0124) Cp = ,EO . (17)

For this reason, in the following we will show results only for f-type gluon TMDs, and we will drop the [+, 4] index
when not needed.

In the quark-target model, we would replace the spectator-gluon-spectator vertex by X%% — (—ig,v,t?) and obtain
the color factors

[+ — _L Tro[t*ttd) Focd = LACF =-2 1
— 1 aycyd] jacd CF 10
C(EJF’ I = 77NC |rc[t tt }d = 9 (4 0124) (CA — QCF) = *3 . (19)

Note that the ratio of the two different gauge link structures remains the same in the two cases: [+, —]/[+,+] = 5/9.
With our simplified assumptions, therefore, the T-odd d-type functions are always about half of the f-type ones.



We further assume
gt o) = gl 2(P*) = 91.2(0%) - (20)

This means that the parameters entering our model for f-type and d-type T-odd gluon TMDs are fully determined by
those ones entering the T-even gluon TMDs that contain g 2(p?) through Eq. (5). The latter parameters have been
fixed by fitting the integrated T-even gluon TMDs on the known corresponding collinear PDF's [30] (see Tab. II).

D. Gluon TMD projectors

T-odd gluon TMDs can be extracted from the analytic structure of the gluon-gluon correlator by making use
of suitable projectors. Using Eqgs.(52-54) of Ref. [4] for the general parametrization of the gluon-gluon correlator
O (z, pr, S) for three different nucleon polarizations S = 0, Sy, St, it is possible to show that the four T-odd gluon
TMDs of Tab. I can be isolated through the following projections:

= Pfl}Tg] (@0 (z,pT, ST) — ®Yt (2, PT, —ST)]
= ]\246,;%9?" (@, (z, pT, ST) — @Y (T, P, —S7T)] (21)
h# = P'E;.:L]g] [‘bW(l’:pT, St) — ‘I)W(I,I?T, —S7)]
- ]]\,é: El%jsT (531”55; - 95?/) (@, (z,pT, ST) — ®W0 (T, PT, —ST)] | (22)
hi = P%{] (@0 (z,pT, ST) — @Yt (2, P, —ST)]
= %gfsT ;Tp‘%p% + fii —3g4" | @, (2, pT, ST) — @000 (2, PT, —ST)] (23)

hfl‘? = Pﬁ:}f] [(I)NV(IapTa SL) - (I);LV(mapTa _SL)}

1 M? Na
=T 9.4 6;‘uosz} [(bHV(x7pTa SL) - q)p,u(vaT7 _SL)] ’ (24)
St 2py

where €4 = e~ T v; w; with 4, j transverse spatial indices and etvB the antisymmetric Levi-Civita tensor, and

v v ]' v
vy’ = ot = orrdh’ (25)
g =g - ni“ n’} , (26)
vVt = vt + oY wh (27)

III. T-ODD GLUON TMDS: ILLUSTRATIVE EXAMPLES

A. Sivers function: g;-vertex approximation

Let us consider first the f-type Sivers function fllTH_’H with a simpler expression for the nucleon-gluon-spectator

vertex, where the term proportional to o#¥p, in Eq. (5) is neglected. In other words, the g2(p) coupling is set to zero
and the vertex reduces to

V= 8" g1(p%) 7 - (28)

We name this the “g;-vertex approximation”. We indicate the resulting Sivers function as fllT(gl)

all other TMDs computed in this approximation.

, and similarly for



Using for g;(p?) the dipolar form of Eq. (6), the corresponding projector of Eq. (21) specialized to a f-type gluon
Sivers and applied to the correlator of Eq. (11), we obtain

59 (2, pr) = Pff'ig] olH ) (2, pr, Sp) — ®LLH @) (2, pr, —Sr)

_ 48g.K{ M [Mx — M(1— )] P* R / dir epsr 1 1 1

 (2n)3 (p2 — A%)2 (2m)4 (12 =A%) 1t +ie(l+p—P)2 — M2 +ie[(p+1)2 — A% + ie](Q |
29

In Eq. (29), terms proportional to €/"-PF = e“”“ﬂlun,l,pan and €S vanish because the only component of [
contributing to the integral is the one parallel to p.

Similarly to the calculation of the quark Sivers TMD [25, 52-55], the non vanishing contribution to the integral of
Eq. (29) comes from the poles of the two [IT + ie] and [(I + p — P)* — M% + ie] propagators.

Using the Cutkosky’s rules, we can make the replacement

1 1
— —2mi (1™
I+ +ie miol™) (l+p—P)2— M2 +ic

— =2mid((l+p— P)* — M%) . (30)

Moreover, we can also make use of the spectator model relation

ki + LX (Ax)

B 31
X 1—=z ’ (31)
where k? generically refers to p?, 1% or (p + ()2, and k2 to the corresponding euclidean transverse parts.
The final result for the WW gluon Sivers function with only g; coupling is
3 5 p+
1 (1)  48gki M [Mx —M(1—z)] (1—-2)°P
z,pr) = — D p), 32
P = oy P+ TR (AP ) o
where
1 dle lT Pr 1 1
D = 33
)= 357 | G BT ARG T T e TR (%)
Introducing the Feynman parametrization, we can rewrite the integral as
1 d2lT lT'pT 604(1—0()
Ds(p) = / / da 34
2D =55 | @ ph o BT IROR (- o) [+ P+ BRI (3
After the change of variable Iy — I}, = lp 4+ (1 — a)pr, we have
d2l’ 6a(l—a)?
Dy(p) = 2 2 (A2
2PJr U2+ a(l — a)pz + L% (A%)]*
a(l—a)
= d
e / ot = a)ph + LX (3P (35)
1 120/ BRHIANR) Ipr]
57T | TR (%) [P + AL (A2 Vlprl 3 + 4L% (A T AL (%)

Combining Egs. (32) and (35) we get the final expression for our f-type Sivers function in the g;-vertex approximation

12gsk3 M [Mx — M(1 —2)] (1 —2)°

flJ_T(gl) (l‘, pT) =

(2m)* [p7 + L% (Ax)]? (36)
" L-2L5%(AY)/pr o PREHLR(AY) pr|
YA [p7 +4LX (A1 IprlP (7 + ALK (A )] P2 + AL (A%

In order to explore the effects of the g;-vertex approximation, we fix the model parameters by simultaneously
fitting the integrated unpolarized and helicity gluon TMDs onto the corresponding known collinear PDFs. Following



PVGlue20 PVGlue20glV

parameter mean |replica 11 mean |replica 11
A [GeV 1] 6.1 £ 2.3 6.0 43+ 1.5 4.29
a 0.82 £ 0.21 0.78]| 0.73 £0.14 0.73

b 1.43 4+ 0.23 1.38 1.34 + 0.13 1.33

C [GeV™Y 371 £ 58 346 349 £ 24 350
D [GeV] [|0.548 + 0.081 0.548(0.595 £ 0.049 0.586
o [GeV] 0.52 + 0.14 0.50(| 0.42 £ 0.08 0.41
Ax [GeV] |[0.472 £ 0.058 0.4481]0.398 £ 0.035 0.384
k1 [GeV?] 1.51 +£ 0.16 1.46 1.33 £ 0.08 1.28
k2 [GeV?] ||0.414 & 0.036 0.414 0.0 0.0

Table II. Mean values of fitted parameters with their 68% uncertainties, and corresponding values for the most representative
replica 11 (see text). The original fit of Ref. [30] and the “gi-vertex approximation” are labeled as PVGlue20 and PVGlue20g1V,
respectively (see text).

the methodology of Ref. [30], we first allow the spectator mass to take a continuous range of values by weighting
the gluon TMDs with the spectral function described in Eqs.(16,17) of Ref. [30], which is a way to effectively take
into account ¢¢ contributions. Then, we integrate the gluon TMDs upon the transverse momenta and we fix all the
model parameters by fitting the unpolarized collinear PDF from NNPDF3. 1sx [56] and the helicity collinear PDF from
NNPDFpol1.1 [57] at the indicated initial scale Qg = 1.64 GeV and in the range 1072 < z < 0.7. ¢ The only exception
is the parameter ko in Eq. (6) that controls the strength of the go coupling; here, it is systematically set to zero.
Statistical uncertainties are generated using the replica method, widely used in the phenomenological extraction of
quark densities from experimental data [56, 59-65].

In Tab. TI, we compare the obtained values (labelled PVGlue20g1V in the two rightmost columns) with the original
values from Ref. [30] (labelled PVGlue20 in the second and third columns from left). The 68% uncertainties accompa-
nying the central values are obtained by excluding the largest and smallest 16% of all 100 replica values, which would
correspond to 1o standard deviation for a Gaussian distribution. The columns labelled with “replica 11”7 show the
parameters of the most representative replica, because in both fits its parameter values have the minimal distance
from the mean values.

In Fig. 3, we show the results for the f-type unpolarized gluon TMD (upper panels) and the gluon Sivers function
multiplied by z|pr|/M (lower panels), as functions of p%, in the g;-vertex approximation. * Left (right) plots are for
TMDs calculated at # = 1072 (z = 107!) and at Qg = 1.64 GeV. As for the parameter values, the 68% uncertainty
bands are formed by excluding the largest and smallest 16% of 100 computed replicas. The black solid line is the
result of the most representative replica 11. Here, and in the following, the strong coupling constant is fixed to
gs = Vas(Qo) = 0.57583. The qualitative behavior of the TMD f{ stays practically the same with respect to the
original fit (see upper panels of Fig. 4 in Ref. [30]). The resulting gluon Sivers function decreases at low x. However,
this trend can radically change when including also the gy vertex, as shown in Sec. IV.

B. Sivers function: Quark-target model

In a similar way, we can also derive the results for the f-type gluon Sivers function in the quark-target model. We
indicate it with the superscript (¢). In this approximation, the incoming proton in Fig. 2 is replaced by a quark, and
similarly for the spectator remnant. Therefore, both the proton and the spectator mass, M and M, are set equal to
the target-quark mass, my, and the effective nucleon-gluon-spectator vertex is replaced by a QCD quark-gluon-quark
one. Starting from the expression for the [+, 4] gluon correlator in the quark-target model, we obtain

4 gt mgx(l—m)PJr

1
flT(q) (z,pr) = — (27)3  (m2a? +p2T) Dy(p) , (37)
q
where
1 d2lT lT - Pr 1 (1 — {,C)
D = - .
a(p) 2(1 — )P+ / (2m)2 p3 UG (Ir + pr)? + 2?m2 (38)

3 The > 0.7 tail was excluded to avoid large uncertainties [58] due to threshold effects and target-mass corrections, not accounted for
in our model.
4 Preliminary results for the f-type Sivers function in the gj-vertex approximation were previously presented in Refs. [66, 67].
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(91) 2 (91) 2
x f"" (z, pr) x f"" (z, pr)
8.0 T T T T 8.0 T T T T
68% of replicas 68% of replicas
xr = ]_()_3 replica 11 xr = ]_0_1 replica 11
6.4
4.8 t
3.2
1-6 '/\
0.0 = - - - - 0.0 - - .
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0. 0.6 0.8 1.0
P [GeV?] P [GeV?]
PT .1(g91) 2 PT .1(g1) 2
waIT "(z, pr) ‘Eﬁfu’ "(z, pr)
0.20 T T T T 0.20 T T T T
68% of replicas 68% of replicas
xr = 10_3 replica 11 xr = 10_1 replica 11
0.16 | 1 0.16
0.12 ¢ 1 0.12 ¢
0.08 | 1 0.08
0.04 | ] 0.04 ¢
0.00 [\ 0.00 : : : : :
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
pr [GeV?] pr [GeV?]

Figure 3. Transverse-momentum dependence of the [+, +] unpolarized TMD (upper panel) and gluon Sivers TMD multiplied
by z|pr|/M (lower panel) calculated in the gi-vertex approximation (see text), at x = 1073 (left panels) and x = 107" (right
panels) and at the initial scale Qo = 1.64 GeV. Uncertainty band by including the 68% of all computed replicas. Black curves
refer to the most representative replica 11 (see text).

Following similar steps as in the previous case, we obtain

1 1 pr+aPm]
D =— — 2 39
(I(p) 8w P+ p% n ZCng ’ ( )
and we get the final expression for our f-type gluon Sivers function in the quark-target model
1T »y PT (27()4 p%(mng +p%) meg )

which corresponds to Eq. (B12) of Ref. [4].



11

C. Linearity function: g;-vertex approximation

Let us consider now the distribution of linearly polarized gluons in a transversely polarized target, denoted as hq
in Tab. I. For simplicity, we will call it “linearity function” even if this terminology could be used for any A functions
in the rightmost column of Tab. . In spite of the similarity in notation, this function should not be confused with the
analogue of the quark transversity distribution. In fact, it does not survive transverse-momentum integration and is

T-odd.

In the following, we derive the f-type gluon linearity function in the g;-vertex approximation of our spectator
model. Using the corresponding projector from Eq. (23), the dipolar form for g;(p?) as in Eq. (6), and the [+, +]
gluon correlator of Eq. (11), we have

W™ (2, pr) = Pl [‘I)Lt’ﬂ @ (2, pr, St) — @} (2, pr, —ST)}

[h{] pv
| 96g.k3 MM — My (1 — x)] P*
(2m)? (1—2)p3 (0 — A (41)
d4l lT - pr 1 1 1
X 2Re 1772 _ A2\2 ~ 2 2 2 2 2"
@m)+ (12— A%)?2 1 +ie(l+p—P)?2— M3 +ie[(p+1)? — A% + i€

Following the same steps described in Section IIT A we obtain
(o) 96 9.3 M [M — Mx(1—2)] (1 - a)! P+
h"(, pr) = - 3 2 2 2

(2m) [p7 + L% (Ax)]

where Ds(p) is defined and computed in Egs. (33)-(35). The final expression for our f-type gluon linearity function
in the gi-vertex approximation is

(91)  24g,k3 MM — Mx(1—2)] (1—x)*
m@.pr) = 5 P2+ L% (Ax)P

1-2L%(A%)/pT
LE (A%) [P + 41X (A%))?

Dy(p) (42)

X

(13)
s PEHIR(AY) mh_1< p1] )]

[prl? [p7 + 4L (A%)]? pr +4L% (A%)

Preliminary results on the f-type gluon linearity function in the g;-vertex approximation were presented in Refs. [67,

D. Linearity function: Quark-target model

In the quark-target model, following an analogous procedure to the one in Section 111 B, we get
8gs _mgz P’

(q) _
hl (JJ,PT) - (27’(’)3 (m3$2 _|_p%)

Dy(p) - (44)

Combining Egs. (44) and (39), we get the final expression for our f-type gluon linearity function in the quark-target
model
2

g2 2z m; Pt +2°mg (45)

q
n
(2m)4 p%(m%xQ + p2) x%m2

WP (2, pr) =

which corresponds to Eq. (B17) of Ref. [4].

IV. T-ODD GLUON TMDS: RESULTS OF FULL CALCULATION

If we include the full structure of the nucleon-gluon-spectator vertex y};a in Eq. (5), a given T-odd gluon TMD,
generically indicated by F(z,p2), can be organized as

1,2

F(x,p7) = Z Cz[fk] (z, D7) gs Ki K5 Kk (46)
irdk



12

where r; ;1 are the coupling constants encoded in the dipolar form factors of Eq. (6) with the assumption made
in Eq. (20), and Cz[ﬁj are related coefficients. For each T-odd gluon TMD F(x,p32), the Cz[j;] can be split in eight

different contributions C’-[F]’l7 [ =1,..,8, and organized as linear combinations according to
ijk
1-— Z‘)4P+ 8 F,l
ol (@, ph) = ( >l (z, p3) Di(e, p 47
zgk(l‘va) (27T)3 [p% L%{(AX)P p ijk (J%pT) l(l‘;pT) ) ( )

where Dj(z,p%) are eight different master integrals that can be found in Appendix A. The final expressions of the

Ci[fk]’l coefficients for each T-odd gluon TMD F and for [ = 1,..,8 and i, j,k = 1,2, are listed in Appendix B.
We note that both the T-odd f-type hi; and h{; vanish in the g;-vertex approximation and in the quark-target
model, because the integral describing the loop in Fig. 2 would be proportional to [T, which is set to zero by the first

of the two Cutkosky rules in Eq. (30). This result is in line with Egs. (B16) and (B18) of Ref. [4], respectively.

In the following, we show the results of the full calculation of all the four T-odd f-type gluon TMDs that appear
at leading twist (see Tab. I). We recall that in our model T-odd d-type gluon TMDs turn out to be equal to the
f-type ones up to a color factor computed in Eq. (17), because in the vertices we take the same dipole-like couplings
g1.2(p?) for f-type and d-type functions. Moreover, the parameters of both T-odd f-type and d-type functions are
fully determined by those ones entering the T-even gluon TMDs. These parameters were fixed in Ref. [30] by fitting
the integrated T-even gluon TMDs onto the corresponding known collinear PDFs at the low scale Qo = 1.64 GeV;
their values are listed in the columns of Tab. IT labelled by PVGlue20.

It is convenient to start from the f-type gluon Sivers function fis in order to compare with the results displayed
in the lower panels of Fig. 3 using the g;-vertex approximation.

In the upper panels of Fig. 4, we display the T-odd f-type gluon Sivers function fi7. multiplied by z|pr|/M, as
a function of p2. at z = 1073 (left) and x = 107! (right) and at the scale Qo = 1.64 GeV. As in previous figures,
the uncertainty band is constructed by excluding the largest and smallest 16% of all 100 computed replicas, roughly
corresponding to 1o standard deviation. The solid black line is the result of the most representative replica 11. The
observed behavior in p2 clearly does not follow a simple Gaussian pattern, rather it shows a large flattening tail for
increasing p%. The f-type Sivers function is regular in p2. = 0, as it can be realized by inspecting the coefficients of
Egs. (46),(47) listed in Tabs. I1I-VI and the master integrals in Appendix A. Hence, the combination z|pr|/M fis
vanishes at p% = 0.

By comparing with the lower panels of Fig. 3 where the z|pr|/M f#g V) was computed in the g;-vertex approxima-
tion, we realize that the contribution of the g, coupling to the vertices y};a of Eq. (5) and X% of Eq. (15) completely
reverses the situation: the f-type gluon Sivers function now increases for decreasing x, thus supporting the statement
that spin asymmetries generated by this T-odd gluon TMD could be sizable also at small-x.

In the lower panels of Fig. 4, we show the result of the full calculation of the T-odd f-type gluon linearity function
hy multiplied by z|pr|/M, as a function of pZ at z = 1073 (left) and = = 10! (right) and at the scale Qp = 1.64
GeV. Notations are the same as in previous panels. The displayed trend is similar to the f-type Sivers function.
Namely, the linearity increases with decreasing x, actually having a size larger than the Sivers function. The linearity
is also regular at pZ = 0, hence vanishes at this point when multiplied by x|pz|/M.

In Fig. 5, we show for the first time the result of the full calculation of the T-odd f-type gluon hi; (upper panels)
and hi; (lower panels) functions. In particular, in the upper panel we display xp2/M? hi; as a function of p2 at
x =103 (left) and z = 107! (right) and at the scale Qo = 1.64 GeV. Notations are the same as in previous figures.
We note that the absolute size increases with decreasing x, but overall it is much smaller than the Sivers and linearity
functions. Interestingly, at 2 = 10~! the h{; function shows a very long tail in p% but changes sign having a node at
p% ~ 0.1 GeVZ2.

In the lower panels, the xp3./M? hi:. is displayed as a function of p2 at = 1073 (left) and x = 107! (right) and at
the scale Qg = 1.64 GeV. Notations are the same as in previous figures. The absolute size is one order of magnitude
smaller, raising doubts on the actual possibility of ever extracting the hllT from a spin asymmetry measurement.
However, it shows an interesting structure with a node at small p2 and z.

Using the T-odd gluon TMDs computed in our model, we can complete the tomographic picture of the nucleon
already discussed in Ref. [30]. To this purpose, we can construct 2-dim pp-distributions of gluons at different = for
various combinations of their polarization and of the nucleon spin state.

Excluding the case of a circularly polarized gluon for which no T-odd gluon TMDs occur (see Tab. I), we can

have in principle six combinations: two polarization states of the gluon (unpolarized, linearly polarized) for each
polarization state of the parent nucleon (unpolarized, longitudinally polarized, transversely polarized). However, the
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Figure 4. Transverse-momentum dependence of the [+, +] gluon Sivers (upper) and linearity (lower) functions multiplied by
z|pr|/M, as functions of p5 at = 1072 (left), and x = 10~ (right) and at the initial scale Qo = 1.64 GeV. Uncertainty band
from 68% of all computed replicas. Black curves refer to the most representative replica 11 (see text).

actual combinations are five, since an unpolarized gluon in a longitudinally polarized nucleon is forbidden by parity
invariance (see Tab. T).

For a unpolarized gluon in a unpolarized nucleon, we identify the 2-dim density as

zp(xvprapy) :‘Tfl(xap%’) ) (48)

where f; is the leading-twist f-type unpolarized gluon TMD. The upper panels of Fig. 6 show the contour plots for
the pp-distribution of xp from replica 11 at z = 1073 (left) and # = 10~ (right) and at the scale Qo = 1.64 GeV, for
a nucleon moving towards the reader. The color code identifies the size of the oscillations. For a better visualization,
ancillary 1-dim plots are attached, representing a “slice” of zp at p, = 0 or p, = 0. The 68% uncertainty band is
obtained as usual by excluding the largest and smallest 16% of 100 computed replicas; the solid black line is the result
of replica 11, actually corresponding to the 2-dim contour plot. Since both nucleon and gluon are unpolarized, the
2-dim density shows a perfect cylindrical symmetry around the direction of motion of the nucleon pointing towards
the reader.
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Figure 5. Transverse-momentum dependence of the [+, 4] gluon hiy, (upper) and hi7 (lower) functions multiplied by zp2 /M?
and z|pr|® /M3, respectively, as functions of p% at & = 10~° (left) and & = 10™" (right) and at the initial scale Qo = 1.64 GeV.
Notations as in previous figures.

For a unpolarized gluon in a nucleon transversely polarized along & (|Sr| = S;), the 2-dim density contains also
the f-type gluon Sivers function:

p

The lower panels of Fig. 6 show such density in the same conditions and with the same notation as before. Since the
nucleon is polarized along the & axis, the contour plot shows a distortion along the § axis. The asymmetry is clearly
visible at x = 10~! (right panel), and it is emphasized by the ancillary 1-dim plot at p, = 0. The distortion fades
away for decreasing x, as shown in the left panel at z = 1073,

If we consider the gluon also in a linearly polarized state, then the 2-dim densities for various nucleon polarizations
can become more complicated. The simplest case is for a unpolarized nucleon: the xp* is a linear combination of the
T-even gluon TMDs f; and hi, and it has been studied in Ref. [30] (see lower panels of Fig.5 there). If the nucleon
has a longitudinal polarization Sy, the 2-dim density xp;g is a linear combination of f1, hi and hi;. Finally, if the

nucleon has transverse polarization St the 2-dim density zp;”. is a linear combination of f, hi, fi, b1 and hizp,
the latter two ones entering with different coefficients depending on the relative angle between the nucleon and gluon
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Figure 6. Unpolarized gluon density for a unpolarized (upper panels) or transvsersely polarized nucleon along & (lower panels)
as a function of pr at Qo = 1.64 GeV and at x = 107 (left panels) and x = 10~ (right panels). The nucleon is virtually
moving towards the reader. Results from replica 11 (see text). Ancillary 1-dim plots for the density at p, = 0 and p, = 0 with
68% uncertainty band. Solid black line for replica 11 (corresponding to contour plot).

polarizations. Apart for the case of unpolarized nucleon xzp*’, the other 2-dim densities are thus superpositions of
three or more gluon TMDs, and their probabilistic interpretation becomes more involved.

Therefore, we prefer to isolate each T-odd TMD for linearly polarized gluons using the projectors discussed in
Sec. 1T D, and we plot them for nucleon polarizations along specific directions.

We first select the nucleon longitudinally polarized along its direction of motion towards the reader, and the
gluon linearly polarized along &. Using the gluon-gluon correlator ®**(S) in Eq.(54) of Ref. [4], the combination
P**(Sy) — ®**(—Sy) isolates the term hiy p,p,/2M?. In the upper panels of Fig. 7, we show the contour plot for the
pr-distribution of the f-type combination hiy pyp,/2M? from replica 11 at z = 1073 (left) and x = 10! (right) and
at the scale Qo = 1.64 GeV, scaled by a factor 10%. Because of the p,p, weight, the contour plot shows symmetric
oscillations along the p, = +p, directions, emphasized in the 1-dim ancillary plots and becoming more sizeable at
z = 1073, Sometimes in the literature, the function hfL is called “T-odd worm-gear” or “pseudo worm-gear” in
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Figure 7. The 2-dim density for linearly polarized gluons in polarized nucleons as a function of pr at Qo = 1.64 GeV and at
x = 1073 (left panels) and x = 107" (right panels). The nucleon is virtually moving towards the reader. Results from replica
11 (see text). Ancillary 1-dim plots for slices of the density at specific values of p or py, with 68% uncertainty band and solid
black line for replica 11. Upper panels: gluon linear polarization along & and nucleon longitudinal polarization, proportional
to hiy pepy/2M? scaled by 10%. Central panels: gluon linear polarization and nucleon polarization along &, proportional to
hir p2py /2M? scaled by 10%. Lower panels: gluon linear polarization along ¢ and nucleon polarization along &, proportional

to —hi1 py/2M scaled by 10.
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analogy with the corresponding quark function. However, we think that this nomenclature does not capture the main
characteristics of this function as it emerges from the upper panels of Fig. 7. Since the nucleon is spinning around
a direction pointing towards the reader, because of the displayed quadrupolar shape we propose for h{; the name of
“propeller” function.

If we keep the gluon linearly polarized along & but we consider the combination ®**(S, ) — ®**(—S,), we can isolate
the term hip p2p,/2M?3. In the central panels of Fig. 7, we show the contour plot for the ppy-distribution of the f-type
combination th pipy /2M3, scaled by the factor 10? and with the same notations as before. The pipy weight produces
oscillations symmetric with respect to the ¢ axis, emphasized in the 1-dim ancillary plots with slightly displaced slices
at py = —0.1 GeV and p, = 0.1 GeV. The T-odd gluon TMD hiz is sometimes referred to as “pretzelosity” in analogy
with the quark case. As for hf-L, we think that this nomenclature is misleading. The peculiar shape of the contour
plot in the lower panels of Fig. 7 suggests for hiz; the name of “butterfly” function.

Finally, if we turn the gluon linear polarization along the ¢ axis but keeping the nucleon polarization along &, the
combination ®¥¥(S,) — ®¥¥(—S,) isolates the linearity function through the term —hy p,/2M. In the lower panels of
Fig. 7, we show the contour plot for the pr-distribution of the f-type combination —hy p,/2M, scaled by the factor
10 and with the same notations as before. The p, weight produces oscillations symmetric with respect to the & axis,
emphasized in the 1-dim ancillary plots with slightly displaced slices at p, = —0.1 GeV and p, = 0.1 GeV.

V. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

In this paper, we have presented a model calculation of all four leading-twist T-odd gluon TMDs within a spectator
model approach, providing insights into the complex interplay among gluon transverse momentum, gluon polarization,
and nucleon spin, and offering a detailed (model-dependent) picture of the distribution of gluons in the nucleon. This
paper completes our previous work [30], where we computed all the leading-twist T-even gluon TMDs in the same
framework.

The model is based on the idea that a nucleon can split into a gluon and remainders that are treated as a single
spectator fermion. This spectator mass is allowed to vary within a continuous range, described by a spectral function.
Non vanishing T-odd structures are generated by the interference between the tree-level amplitude and an amplitude
with final-state interactions, which in our model are approximated as a single-gluon exchange between the gluon and
the spectator. The structure of interaction vertices reflects the nature of the involved particles. Since the spectator has
spin—%7 the vertices are modeled resembling the free nucleon electromagnetic current, replacing the Dirac and Pauli
form factors with dipolar functions g1 (p?) and go(p?). For sake of simplicity, all model parameters have been kept
the same as in our previous work on T-even gluon TMDs, where they were fixed by fitting the transverse-momentum-
integrated gluon TMDs onto known parametrizations of the corresponding collinear unpolarized and helicity gluon
PDFs at the lowest scale Qo = 1.64 GeV [30].

As it is well known, gluon TMDs have a more intricate dependence on the structure of the color flow (gauge
link), which in turn introduces a dependence on the involved process. There are two main classes of gluon TMDs,
the so-called Weizsécker—Williams (WW) gluon TMDs (also called f-type) and the dipole gluon TMDs (also called
d-type). In general, the two classes cannot be connected, as the WW and dipole gluon TMDs carry different physical
information and appear in different processes. Due to the simplifying assumptions in our model, the differences
between f-type and d-type gluon TMDs amount only to a calculable color factor: the size of the d-type gluon TMDs
is 5/9 of the f-type ones.

We have provided analytical and numerical results for the f-type T-odd gluon TMDs using two versions of the
model: a simpler version with a single form factor (g1, taking g» = 0) for the nucleon-gluon-spectator and spectator-
gluon-spectator vertices, and the full calculation with both g; and g» form factors. In the first case, we obtain
nonvanishing results only for the Sivers (fi7) and linearity (h;) functions. They turn out to be much smaller than
the T-even unpolarized TMD (f;), and they show a decreasing trend for smaller values of z. In the full calculation,
this trend is reversed and the size becomes comparable to fi, suggesting that sizeable asymmetries generated by
such functions could be measurable at small x. Moreover, we obtain non vanishing results also for the other two
T-odd gluon TMDs: the hi; (which we name “propeller”) and the hiz; (which we name “butterfly”). However, both
functions have a very small size, particularly the butterfly function, casting some doubts on the actual possibility
of ever extracting them from measured spin asymmetries. We computed the T-odd f-type gluon TMDs also in the
quark-target model. Only the Sivers and linearity functions are different from zero, and their expression matches
known results in the literature.

As a final remark, the magnitude of the T-odd gluon TMDs crucially depends on the model parameters. For
sake of simplicity, in this paper we have taken them equal to the model parameters of the T-even gluon TMDs [30].
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However, our model is flexible enough to account for different couplings and different color structures in the interaction
vertices, such that the differences between f-type and d-type gluon TMDs would not amount to a simple color factor.
Ouly future data from the Electron-Ton Collider [17, 18, 69-71] and new-generation machines [72-77] will help us to
overcome this limitations, and explore also the intriguing connections between our polarized gluon TMDs at small-z
and the small-z unintegrated gluon density within a hybrid high-energy and collinear factorization framework (see,
e.g., Refs. [78-80]).
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Appendix A: Master integrals

Here below, we list the master integrals involved in the expressions of our T-odd f-type gluon TMDs. We first

define
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Appendix B: Full calculation of gluon TMDs: The coefficients C.[ﬂ]’l

1,

In the following, we list the final expressions of the C’Z[ﬂ]’l coefficients in Eqs. (46) and (47) for each T-odd gluon

TMD F and for Il =1,..,8, 4,7,k = 1,2. We note that the C’{IHJ coefficients for the f-type gluon Sivers ([F] = [ff-T])
and linearity ([F] = [h1]) have already been derived when discussing the computation of these T-odd gluon TMDs in
the gi-vertex approximation (see Egs. (32) and (42), respectively).

1. Sivers function fit

L
In Tabs. ITI-VI, we list the coefficients C’i[f,?}’l fori,j,k=1,2and l =1,..,8.
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Table III. Coefficients functions of the f-type gluon Sivers TMD for ijk = {111,112}.
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l=4 0 12p2 (1 —z)
1=5 0 0
1=6 0 0
1=7 0 0
1=8 0 0
Table IV. Coefficients functions of the f-type gluon Sivers TMD for ijk = {121, 122}.
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M—M
=2 8 [-M2(2 —a)z (1 — )2 + M% (2 — @)z + p2 (22 — 10z + 8)] 3xTX [M2(1 — 2)? — M% + p2.]
xT
4 2
1=3 BPT (1 g 0
xT
2 3P2T .
=4 —6p7 (2 —x) ; [M (4 —3z) — Mx (z + 4)]
1=5 0 12p7 M1 — =) — Mx]
- M i X

1=6 0 0
1=7 0 0
1=8 0 0
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Table V. Coefficients functions of the f-type gluon Sivers TMD for ijk = {211, 212}.

[#i7] 0 g .
ik ijk = 211 ijk = 212
24 2 2 2 2
=1 7;[97(fo]\1 (1-2)%) + (2 — z) p7] 0
3
T []L13 2-2)1 -2
-5 [H (Mx — M(1 —2)) (M (1 - )z + Mx (4 — 3z)) +3M2 Mx (1 — 2)? 22
1=2 (1 -z
—p7 (z® — 8z + 8)] —M (M% z (32 — 4z + 2) + p> (2® — 6z + 4))
+M§( m2+MXp%~ (3.’£2 —8m+4)]
12p%
1=3 0 - Mx (1= 2) = M]
(2-=x)? 3zpZ
=4 6p> —T _[M(2-z)-M
Pr "0y Mz M@0 - Mxal
1=5 0 0
1=6 0 0
1=7 0 0




Table VI. Coefficients functions of the f-type gluon Sivers TMD for ijk = {221, 222}.

Fig| ot
CL;T] ijk = 221 ijk = 222
=1 0 0
3 2 2 2 2
e [a (M (1—-2) —MX)
X 2z'+x —3) + x(3—xz)x + 3 — 2z
M? (223 4 =2 AM M M3
3 M?(1 —2)® — M} +pT
xr
_ 2M (1 —z) )
l=2 —dap? (M2 (1—2)(a® — 50+ 6) — M Mx (3 — z)a>
X [M (1 —2x)(7—2z) — Mx (7 — 3z)]
+M% (2% + Tz — 6))
+p7 (22° — 327 — 24 + 32)]
SPQT 2 3 2
RV VeI R []V[ (1—2)z (22® 4+ 527 — 13z + 4)
12p2,
l=3 v Mx =M1 =) +8M My (1 — 2)a? + M2 z (22 + 11z — 4)
—p% (22° + 32% — 28z + 32)]
3p% 2 3 2
—— =T IM*(1-x)(22° — 52° — 16
SM2(1 — ) [ ( z) (2z x x + 16)
3z p2.
=4 m[]\4(171)(772a:)7MX(773x)] FAM Mx z (22 + x — 4) + M2 2 (222 + 13z — 6)
717% (2x271+8)]
i [Mz(l—t)Q(Q’I'Q—’I'—g)
8M2(1 — ) ’ T
=5 0 +16M Mx (1 — z) z + M2 (222 + 15z — 8)
+p% (62 — 11z + 32)]
=6 0 spy 20° —w 48
8M2  1—=
=7 0 0
6p7 2—x
1=8 0 Ve

2. Linearity function h;

In Tabs. VII-X, we list the coefficients C’i[;.z,i}’l fori,j,k=1,2and l =1,..,8.
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Table VII. Coefficients functions of the f-type gluon linearity for ijk = {111,112}.

clmt

i ijk = 111 ijk = 112
— 6 - .
t=1 0 - [w (4 - 32) (M2 (1-2)— 1\/[)2() + p2 (327 — 120 + 8)}
— y 6
l=2 —96M [Mx — M (1 —z)] —= [m (M? (32% — 62® + 112 — 8) + 8M Mx = — M% (8 — 32)) — p} (32 78z+16)]
1=3 0 asp2 1=
= D
=4 0 48p?.
1=5 0 0
1=6 0 0
1=7 0 0
1=8 0 0
Table VIII. Coefficients functions of the f-type gluon linearity for ijk = {121,122}.
ol ijk =121 ijk =122
1=1 0 0
6 2 2 3 2 2 2 2 2
2 [m (M (1—2)%(2+3z) — 16M Mx (1 — )z = [M Mx z(72® + 2z — 9) + Mz (5M (1-a)%+ 11pT)
1=2 ®
—M% (2 — 13z)) + p5 (52° — 2z + 8)] —M M% x (5 — 162) + IM% = + Mx p% (8 + a)]
_ A8p?2 6p2
l=3 Py PT 4M 2 + Mx (10 + )]
T M
— 6 2
L=1 0 PLAM(L - o) + Mx (2 + o)
1=5 0 6p7
= PL [4M (1 - @) + Mx (2 3a)]
1=6 0 0
1=7 0 0
1=8 0 _18pT My




Table IX. Coefficients functions of the f-type gluon linearity for ijk = {211,212}.

ijk = 211 ijk = 212
6 2 2 2
-2 [(M (1-2)?— MX) (4-32)z
r -9z [M? (1 - 2)*> — M% — p%]
+p% (32 — 12z + 8)]
6 2 2 2 3 3 2
- M> (1 - 7-2 - M- 9—4
=rr [+* (M? (1= 2)* (7 - 22) TR [M® (1= 2)” 2 (9 42)
—8M Mx (1 —a) + M% (1 + 2x)) +M? Mx (2z® + 52 — 6) + 3M M% (4 — 3z) z
+p% (22° — 72% + 16z — 8)] +M p2 (42 — 9z + 8) + Mx (M% + p2) (6 — z)]
0 —24p§1
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
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Table X. Coefficients functions of the f-type gluon linearity for ijk = {221, 222}.

ol ijk = 221 ijk = 222
1=1 0 0
3 2 2 3 2
- z (M?(1 —=z) (62> — 31 62 —4
, ] ] Ao [pha (M* (1= 2) (62 o® + 6z — 4)
M=o [2MX (M z(3+22) (1 - 2)
— T
+2M Mx (22 + 21z — 16) z + 2M% (2 +z) (1 + 3=
X
+p%~ (23:2+5w74))
I=2 —22 (M (1 — =) — Mx) (M?(@® + 2 —2)> — M% (4 — 17z)
+M (1 —z)z (=M? (6 —2) (1 — )% — p% (10 + z))
+M? Mx (322 — 18z +4) (1 — z) + M Mx (172% — z — 4))
+M M% (172 — 23z + 6)x — 6M% (1 — 2z) ]
+p7 (52° — 302% + 52z — 16)]
3P2T 2 3 2
—— T M2 (22® - 15 8z +2) (1 —
(1 —2)n [ (2z z°+8x+2)(1—x)x
— 2
l=3 —12p7 (2 - 2) —AM My (1 — z) 2% + M2 (42° + 52 — 2)
+p% (22 — 922 + 30z — 16)]
3p% 2 3 2
- \M*(32% -7 2z — 8) (1 —
4]\42(1—;v)[ (827 = 72" + 22— 8) (1 — x)
— 2
l=4 —12zp7, —24M Mx (1 — z)x — M2 (22 + 8z — 8)
+p% (32% — 122 + 8)]
3 2
—Pr [MQ(l—.r)Q(ac2—7m+2)+8MMX(1—m)r
_ 2M?2(1 — )
=5 0
—MZ (72? — 11z 4+ 2) — p% (2 —x — 6)]
1=6 0 3pr =
M2 1—g
1=7 0 3pr =@
M2 1—2x
__ [3(271;)@ (1\@(172@71\42(17@2)
_ 2M?2(1 — x)z
1=8 0
+p7 (32% — 18z + 8)]

3. Propeller function hiy

I,J'
In Tabs. XI-XIV, we list the coefficients CJ;,;L}’Z fori¢,j,k=1,2and 1 =1,..,8.
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Table XI. Coefficients functions of the f-type gluon propeller for ijk = {111,112}.

ozl ik =111 ik = 112

ijk v v
=1 0 96(1 — z) M?
=2 0 48M [3M (1 — z) — Mx]
1=3 0 96M [M (1 — z) — Mx]
=4 0 —48M [M (1 — z) — Mx]
=5 0 0
1=6 0 0
=7 0 0
1=8 0 0

Table XII. Coefficients functions of the f-type gluon propeller for ijk = {121,122}.

i |t
C,L[J;L]’ ijk = 121 ijk = 122
=1 0 0
=2 96(1 — ) M [M(1 — z) — Mx] —24 [M(1—2) (M(1-2)—2Mxz)— M% (1 - 2z) + p%]
48 2 2 2 2
1=3 96(1 — ) M [M (1 — ) — Mx] — [M Mx (1 - z)2® — M% 2® + p2 (1 — z)]
xr
24 2 2 2 2
=4 —48(1 —z) M [M (1 — z) — Mx] —= [M Mx (1 — z)a® — M%z® + 2p7 ]
xr
=5 0 —24p?2,
1=6 0 0
=7 0 0
=8 0 0
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Table XIII. Coefficients functions of the f-type gluon propeller for ijk = {211,212}.

[rip] B »
Ciin ijk = 211 ijk =212
=1 —96(1 — ) M? 0
=2 —48M [M (1 — z) + Mx] —48[M (1 — z) — Mx]
48 2
=3 0 7;[I(M+Mx)(]V[(lfw)fo)pr}
24 2
l=4 0 ;[a:(M+MX) (M (1 —z)— Mx) — 2p5]
=5 0 0
=6 0 0
=7 0 0
=8 0 0

Table XIV. Coefficients functions of the f-type gluon propeller for ijk = {221, 222}.

[nir] . .
Cijk: ijk = 221 ijk = 222
=1 0 0
-24 [M*(1-2)?-2M Mx (1 —2)z 24
1=2 57 (Mx + M) {z Mx (Mx — M (1 —z)) + pﬂ
—M3% (1 —2w) + p7]
24M
_ 48(1 — X 2
1=3 B Lo+ M) (M = M (1= 2) + 93] A [F (M M) (Mx = M (1 - ) + 297
xr
24 12 1, 5 5
-~ 1—=2)z(M+ Mx) (Mx — M(1 —z)) - [T Mx M (Mx + M) +x Mx (M2 — M?)
=4 ®
+p7 (2 — 2)] +(Mx — 3M) p%]
12p3
=5 0 %(M—&-Mx)
=6 0 0
=7 0 0
1=8 0 0

4. Butterfly function hiy

L

In Tabs. XV-XVIII, we list the coefficients C’i[;L];T]J fori,j5,k=1,2and [ =1,..,8.
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Table XV. Coefficients functions of the f-type gluon butterfly for ijk = {111,112}.

hin],
ci[j,jT] ijk = 111 ijk = 112
_ M? 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
=1 0 s 1-2) (M z (z 75m+4)72MXx+2pT(4fx))+z(a: +z—2)(Mx +p7)
2p3(1 — x)x
_ M? 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
1=2 0 - [(1—1) (Z\/I z (z —5r+4)—2MXI+2pT(8—z)>+z(z +z—2)(MX+pT)]
2p7(1 — x)x
1=3 0 _ap2l=®
T
=4 0 0
l=5 0 0
=6 0 0
=7 0 0
=38 0 0

Table XVI. Coefficients functions of the f-type gluon butterfly for ijk = {121,122}.

[h,liT},L . .
Cijk ijk =121 ijk = 122
=1 0 0
M
e = [MS w(1—2)>+ M (pzT (327 — 8x +4) — M2 xQ)
2epz (2~ 9@ (X +p7) ’
l=2 T —(1—=) (M*Mx (1—x)z+MM%z+ Mp5 (4 — 3z)
—(1-=)® (M?(2 - x)z +8p7)]
+4Mx p%) + M% @ — Mx p5 (4 — 52)]
AM2(1 — x)? 2 — 3z
=3 [l S - MMx
xT
2 —
1=4 0 2T M My
2
27
1=5 0 ~2 MMk
=6 0 0
=7 0 0
I—3 2—x

0 5 M Mx
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Table XVII. Coefficients functions of the f-type gluon butterfly for ijk = {211,212}.

C[h,liT] 0

ik ijk = 211 ijk = 212

M 2 2 >

Py {(171) <4M (1—2)"x+ 4pt (271)) M2
— Tp 2 2 2 2
1=1 T [M (1-2) —MX—pT}

4p2T
+3M2%2 22 (1—2)2 -2 (]\1}2( (4 — x) + 3p% z)]
M 2 3 2 2
oy [(1775) (M « (22 74I+3)+2MpT(27m))
M2

- [(1—;8)2 <A12x2—4p§ (2—x)> +2M3 22 (1 - 2)® = Mx (2—2)(1 —z) (2p5% + M*> 2 (1 — 2))

=9 p7(l —x)x
—z (M% z + p> (42 — Tz + 4))] —M M% x (3 — 2z) + M p2. (22° — 622 + Tz — 4)
+M3% (2 —z)z + Mx p> (a;2+4:1:—4)]

=3 0 —2M M x
=4 0 0
=5 0 0
=6 0 0
=7 0 0
=38 0 0
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Table XVIII. Coefficients functions of the f-type gluon butterfly for ijk = {221,222}.

hin ]l
C[ 7] ijk = 221 ijk = 222

1

2 2 3 2
- |prx (M° (1 —z)(22” — 32" + 8z — 4)
16(1 — z)zpZ [ T (

M

m [M3ac(3—ac)(1_m)3_(1_$) <2MM)2(ac2

—2M Mx (3 — ) 2® + 2M% (92° — 10z + 2))
—2M p3 (2 — 4z +2) — 3M% z + Mx p% (4 — 7z))
l=2 42 (Mz(l—a:)z—M)z() (—Mz(l—xg)
-M(1-12)* (Mxz (3Mx +M (3 —2)) +p> (4 —2))
+2M Mx (3 —z)x+ M2 (1-2))
+2M% 2 — 2Mx p% (2® — 4z + 2)]
+p7 (2 — 3% + 20z — 16)]

1
- [M2z(2z27:572)

1=3 —2MMx 8z
—M% (1 + 3z) — 2p% (8 — 32)]
1 2 3 2
—— M (1—-2)(z” —z" + 6z —8)
l=4 0 16(1—3:)[
+M% (52° — 122 + 8) + pF (a® + 8z — 8)]
1
i [a-2) (= (M (1= 2)* - M%)
t=5 0 +p3 (8= o)) +(2—x) (M2 (2—2) (1 - 2)?
—M% (2 - 52) + p7 (2 + 2))]
1=6 0 0
1=7 0 0
2z [Mz(lfa:)zszXOan:)z
1=8 0 8(1 — z)x

—p7 (4 — 5a)]
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decay further resulting in tree-like, hierarchical structures with a priori unknown
multiplicity. At the stable-particle level all decay products of a collision form per-
mutation invariant sets of final state objects. The analogy to mathematical graphs
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energy particle physics. In this paper we describe a benchmark test of a typical
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under study. As physics case we use the classification of the final state X produced
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1 Introduction

The continuous rise and flourish of deep learning has significantly impacted also
the community of high-energy particle physics, where modern algorithms of deep
learning —mostly in the form of various neural network (NN) architectures—
find applications as automation tools, for (multiclass) classification, parameter re-
gression, or universal function approximation. The Large Hadron Collider (LHC)
at CERN offers a unique test environment for such algorithms providing a large
amount of independent identically distributed (i.i.d.) data from proton-proton (pp)
collisions under well controlled laboratory conditions. These data feature a rich
hierarchical structure, optimally suited for the application of all kinds of general
methods of statistical data analysis. Moreover, the underlying physics laws and
statistical models, which have emerged over many decades of research, are scru-
tinized to a level that allows the reliable estimation of particle properties with a
relative accuracy ranging far below the per-mille level, in rare cases even below
10710 [1]. This circumstance offers a toolbox for generating a large amount of per-
fectly known, complex, synthetic data, with a high relation to experimental obser-
vations, through the application of Monte Carlo (MC) methods [2,3]. These data
are usually obtained as samples from an intractable though well-known likelihood
function £. This setup provides a unique opportunity to thoroughly benchmark
any kinds of machine learning (ML) algorithms under complex, real-life laboratory
conditions.

At the LHC, data analysts strive for the application of more and more sophis-
ticated ML-models with more and more not further processed —and in this sense
“raw”— input data. This strategy is fed by the belief that automated algorithms
might find ways of extracting information of interest to the analyst, which are
superior to selection strategies that are vulnerable to the bias of human prejudice.
On the other hand, ML-algorithms should not be forced to learn already known
and well-established physics principles, like symmetries inherent to the presented
task. While such information can only be insufficiently passed through the neces-
sarily finite training samples, it can be intrinsically incorporated either into the
loss functions used for training, or in the NN architectures.

At the large multi-purpose LHC experiments, ATLAS [4] and CMS [5], pp
collisions at a center-of-mass energy of, e.g., 13 TeV result in the creation of thou-
sands of collision products to be recorded by the experiments. Primary collision
products might decay further resulting in tree-like, hierarchical structures with a
priori unknown multiplicity. The collision process can be described in a factorized
approach:

During the hard scattering process, the fundamental constituents of the pro-
tons, i.e., the quarks and gluons which are also collectively referred to as partons,
interact via the fundamental interactions under investigation. We refer to the re-
sult of these interactions as the partonic final state. It cannot be observed directly
in an experiment. Rather, each parton undergoes a series of theoretically well-
known processes, setting in at lower energy scales, resulting in stable particles.
The inverse problem usually subject of high-energy particle physics is to infer the
presence and properties of the stable particles and eventually the partonic final
state from their observable energy deposits in the detectors.

At the stable particle level all decay products of a collision form permutation
invariant sets of final state objects, which may emerge from the collision in the form
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of collimated particle jets [6], forming well-suited proxies for strongly-interacting
final state partons, or individual, spatially isolated particles, like leptons. From the
preparation of the collision’s initial state and energy and momentum conservation,
physicists may infer the presence of non- or weakly-interacting particles, like neu-
trinos, in the collision’s final state, through the principle of missing transverse
energy (MET) [7]. A natural representation of this richly structured data is in
the form of mathematical graphs G, which are indeed also the basis of theoretical
amplitude calculations of the quantum-mechanical wave function in the form of
Feynman graphs [8].

Within the high-energy particle physics community, this observation has lead
to an increased interest in NNs based on mathematical graphs (GNNs) [9,10,
11,12,13], where nodes are usually identified by particles and edges potentially
by relations across particles. A comprehensive review can be found in Ref. [14].
However, on closer inspection, several features of GNNs that count for seemingly
obvious advantages reveal subtle challenges:

— The mathematical model to match physics entities like stable particles to the
graph G of the GNN, which is subject to mathematical operations, bears am-
biguities. The representation of particles by the nodes of G appears as an
obvious choice. This choice raises the question of the (potentially physical)
meaning to the connecting edges, which could represent mother-daughter re-
lations, or proximity in an arbitrarily defined space. This issue is emphasized
once mathematical weights or even trainable parameters (TPs) used during
node aggregation are assigned to the edges.

— Training and application imply the potentially complex and computationally
time-consuming task of building G, based on the physics inputs.

— In general, the more complex structure of the GNN compared to other NN
architectures complicates the users’ comprehension of how the GNN arrives at
its prediction.

In this paper we describe a comparison of typical GNN architectures with NN
models based on the deep fully-connected feed-forward architecture (DNN), which
has been studied intensely in the past. We aim at comparisons that are to best
effort unbiased in terms of expressiveness and information provided to the NN
models to solve a given task. In Section 2 we give an introduction to the task
that serves as benchmark for this comparison. In Section 3 the architectures and
training setups of the NNs under study are described. In Section 4 we present the
results of the comparison. We conclude the paper with a summary in Section 5.

2 Neural network task
2.1 Physics processes

As benchmark for the comparison we use the classification of the final state X
produced in association with top (t) quark-antiquark pairs (tt) in pp collisions at
the LHC, where X stands for a bottom (b) quark-antiquark pair (bb) produced
either through non-resonant gluon exchange or through the decay of a massive Z
or Higgs (H) boson as intermediate particle, as discussed, e.g., in Ref. [15]. Under
realistic conditions, the collision of interest might be overlaid by several tens of
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additional collisions, referred to as pileup. The complete detectable final state of
a collision of interest, including pileup, is referred to as an event, whose feature
vector x would be presented to the NN. An arbitrary number of such events may be
generated synthetically by evaluating £ of the full process via the MC method. In
this study, we focus on the classification of the underlying hard process neglecting
the effects of pileup.

The interest in the chosen classification task arose from studies of H production
in association with tt in the subsequent H — bb decay (ttH(bb)), for which tt
associated Z boson production (ttZ) in the Z — bb decay channel (ttZ(bb)) and
non-resonant bb production in association with tt (ttbb) are important background
processes. Exemplary Feynman diagrams of these processes in leading-order (LO)
of perturbation theory are shown in Figure 1. The decay products, resembled by
the outgoing lines in the diagrams, shown in Figure 1, represent the partonic final
state of interest to this study, which is the same for all processes. Therefore, the
processes can only be distinguished by the kinematic properties of the particles,
in particular b quarks. This situation is complicated by the fact that the t quark
also decays into b quarks radiating a quasi-real W boson with a branching fraction
of nearly 100% [16]. The W boson subsequently decays either into quarks, which
further on form jets in the detector, or leptons. For the presented study the semi-
leptonic tt final state has been chosen, in which the W boson of one t decays into
an electron or muon, further on referred to as ¢, and a corresponding neutrino vy.
The other W boson decays into quarks. Due to the radiation of additional gluons
and the splitting of gluons into quark-antiquark pairs additional colored particles
and consequently jets might emerge from the process. This constellation implies
a richly structured final state of an event with at least four b quark- and two
predominantly light-quark-induced jets; an ¢, which is spatially isolated from any
other activity originating from the hard scattering process in the detector; and
MET, due to the emitted v,. The b quark-induced jets, referred to as b jets in the
following, may be identified experimentally with a finite purity and efficiency, as,
e.g., described in Ref. [17]; the methods of how to achieve this are not subject of
this paper.

2.2 Sample preparation
Samples for all processes in question have been generated synthetically from a

corresponding likelihood £ using the MC technique. The tools used for event gen-
eration are the matrix-element generator MadGraph5_aMC@NLO [18,19] in ver-

ol o o T o £

Fig. 1 Exemplary Feynman diagrams for the processes of interest to this study: (left) ttbb,
(middle) ttH(bb), and (right) ttZ(bb).
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Table 1 Selection requirements on the reconstructed final-state objects. The quantity I rAelR
corresponds to the scalar sum of energy deposits detected within the radius AR around ¢ in
n-¢ divided by the pr of £, as defined in the text. A lower value of I rAelR implies less activity
in the spacial vicinity of ¢, indicating that ¢ originates from W — fvy. The variable 8 refers

to the working points of a specific b jet identification algorithm, as described in the text.

Object pr (GeV) [ I B
Electron > 25 <25 <0.12 (AR=0.3) —
Muon > 25 <24 <025 (AR=04) -
Jet (anti-kr, Ro=0.4 [22)) >20 <24 - -
b jet > 20 <24 - 8>2

sion 2.9.9 interfaced with the Pythia event generator [20] in version 8.306 to map
the partonic final state to the stable-particle level. All processes in consideration
have been generated at LO in perturbative quantum chromodynamics (QCD), in
the four-flavor scheme. The same setup has been used for the generation of all
samples to avoid spurious differences due to the use of different generation tools.

All generated events have been passed through a simplified simulation of the
CMS detector as configured during the LHC Run-2 data-taking period in the years
2016—2018, using the DELPHES simulation package [21]. For this study only re-
constructed leptons, jets, and MET are considered. All detected and reconstructed
final-state objects have been selected to fulfill a set of selection criteria typically
used for the analysis of data collected by the CMS experiment, as summarized in
Table 1. These selection criteria comprise the following observables:

— The transverse momentum pt and pseudorapidity 7 of the reconstructed ¢ and
jets.

— A variable IélR that corresponds to the scalar sum of energy deposits F; de-
tected within the radius AR = \/An? + A¢? around ¢, divided by the pr of
£, where An refers to the difference between E; and £ in 7 and A¢ to the
corresponding difference in azimuthal angle ¢, based on the coordinate system
deployed by CMS [5]. For ¢ originating from W — v, low values of IS are
expected.

— The output of a specific b jet identification algorithm represented by the dis-
crete observable 8 € {0, 1,2, 3} indicating whether an object has been identified
as a b jet under a specific working point « (8 > «). The value of « represents
(¢ = 1) loose, (¢ = 2) medium, and (o = 3) tight selection criteria, corre-
sponding to a rate of non-b jets wrongly identified as a b jet (false-positive
rate), of approximately 10%, 1%, and 0.1%, respectively.

All events have been selected to exhibit at least six and not more than eight
jets, at least four of which are assumed to be correctly identified as b jets according
to 8 > 2, and exactly one £, matching all selection criteria. The selection of one
¢ and six jets, of which at least four are identified as b jets, is motivated by the
partonic final state under study, as depicted in Figure 1. The selection of up to
two additional jets, increases the chance that the complete partonic final state can
be matched to the selected jets.

For each reconstructed jet the attempt is made to assign the initiating particle
of the partonic final state, based on the distance AR between the jet and the
corresponding parton. Only partonic final state objects with transverse momen-
tum of pp > 20 GeV and |n| < 2.4 are considered for this assignment. From the
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Table 2 Requirements for the jet-class definition, according to the matching to the partonic
final state, where b,qq corresponds to a b quark not originating from a t decay, bt 4 (btlep)
to a b quark originating from t — bW(qq’) (t = bW(£ry)), and qw,,, to a quark originating
from W — qq’. We note that the classes ADDB and HT'Q comprise two jets. Jets not assigned
to any other class are assigned to the NA class and sorted by decreasing pr. If no jet is found
to fulfill the corresponding AR criterion, the leading jet from the NA class is re-assigned to
the classes HTB, HTL, HTQ, in that order.

Class label ~ Assignment Description

ADDB AR(jet,baaq) < 0.4 b jets not from t decays
HTB AR(jet, by, ) < 0.4F b jet from tpaq

LTB AR(jet, byy,,) < 0.4 b jet from tjep

HTQ AR(jet, qw,, ) < 04" g jet from W

NA No match Additional jet

T'If no assignment by AR is found, the leading jet from NA is assigned.

assignment five mutually exclusive jet classes are build, referring to the (ADDB) b
quarks not originating from any t decay; the b quark originating from the (HTB)
hadronic and (LTB) leptonic t decay, (HTQ) quarks originating from the hadronic
W decay; and (NA) jets not assigned to the partonic final state.

The assignment of the partonic final state to the reconstructed jets may be
incomplete, for a given event. Events for which no or only one jet is assigned to
the ADDB class are discarded from the training and test samples. In all other
cases, if the assignment by AR did not result in one jet of class LTB, one jet of
class HTB, and two jets of class HTQ, the remaining not associated jets of class
NA are ordered by decreasing pr and the leading jets in pr are re-assigned to these
classes in the order of LTB, HTB, HTQ. A summary of all jet classes is given in
Table 2

2.3 Task definition

The NN models are supposed to perform a classification task, in which a given
event should be assigned either to ttbb, ttH(bb), or ttZ(bb). The physics process
from which the event was generated constitutes the ground truth information for
this task.

To simplify the task, the reconstructed jets are assumed to perfectly match the
initiating partons, whenever possible, through the parton association algorithm,
as described in Section 2.2. The ADDB class contains jets which stem directly
from the intermediate particle to distinguish the processes under study. The fea-
tures of these jets are assumed to provide the most decisive contribution to the
classification.

2.4 Training setup

All NN models are subject to a supervised training. The generated samples used
for this are split into a training, validation, and test sample, containing 60, 20,
and 20% of the generated events, respectively. Event numbers, split by process
and sample, are given in Table 3.
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Each training is performed for an ensemble of ten statistically independent
repetitions to obtain a rough estimate of the statistical spread of the trained
models, due to random choices in the training setup. Performance measures of each
model are reported as sample means p, of which the corresponding uncertainty
Ap is estimated from the square root of the sample variance. All repetitions are
based on the same training, validation, and test samples. Due to the large number
of events in these samples, randomization through data shuffling is assumed not
to change the conclusions of the studies significantly.

Each training is performed on CPUs through a distributed computing infras-
tructure, where each training is performed on a dedicated CPU. We ensure that
each step affected by random choices is based on a different random seed. The
library used to build the GNNs is PyTorch Geometric v2.0.3 [23] based on the
PyTorch library [24]. The same library is used, to construct the corresponding
DNNs under study. Further parameter choices of the training setups are given in
the upper part of Table 4. They are the same for both NN architectures.

3 Neural networks under study
3.1 Architectures

For the GNN models, a graph representation of the final state is obtained from the
reconstructed jets, £, and MET in an event. Each of these objects is represented
by a node ¢ in G. This set of nodes may be complemented by nodes for up to two
more jets in the selection. Accordingly, G has 810 nodes. For each i, a vector a;
of attributes with dim(a;) = n, Vi is defined, forming the embedding space. At
initialization time, the a; are initialized by the feature vectors x; with dim(x;) =
Nfeat, Vi. The following studies also comprise configurations with n > ngeat. In
these cases, attributes in the a; without correspondence in x; are set to zero (zero
padding), at initialization time.

Table 3 Numbers of events for each process, in the training, validation, and test samples.

Process  Training Validation Test Sum

ttbb 41650 13883 13803 69336
ttH(bb) 99695 33329 33229 166253
ttZ(bb) 88107 29272 29453 146832

Table 4 Common parameter choices for the NN architectures under study and their training
setup.

Parameter Setting(s)
Loss function Binary cross-entropy
Optimizer Adam [25] (v = 0.01)

Mini-batch size
Maximum number of epochs
Early-stopping

200
200
Aepochs = 15, Aloss = 0.001

Use of weights and biases

Number of outputs

Activation function (for hidden layers)
Activation function (for output layer)

Yes

1 (binary)
ReLu
Sigmoid
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All nodes are connected with edges, resulting in a fully-connected non-directed
graph without self-loops. Relational information between nodes i and j may be
assigned, in form of edge weights w;;. For this purpose three physics motivated
choices are made: (i) the invariant mass m; (ii) the distance AR; and (iii) the
reciprocal distance AR™! of the connected final-state objects. In addition, the
cases of a (one) constant, (rnd) random, and (zero) no edge connection at all are
studied, resulting in a total of six variants of edge connections. An illustration of
a resulting graph for an event with eight nodes and no additional jets is given in
Figure 2.

The GNN algorithm to process the graph data is based on the layered Graph-
Conv operation, as introduced and described in Ref. [26], using the sum over all ¢
as aggregation function. After initialization, & GraphConv operations are applied,
after which the resulting a; are transformed into a single vector of length n, aver-
aging over all 7. A linear combination of the components of this vector, which is
scaled to values between 1 (indicating ttbb as signal) and 0, for binary classifica-
tion, eventually forms the output § of the GNN. A graphical illustration of this
model is given in the lower part of Figure 2.

In a first study, the GNN are compared with corresponding DNN models with
k hidden layers, containing n hidden nodes, each. The values of k, n, and the
choice of weights, steering the exploitation of relational information by the GNN
models are varied, resulting in 36 variants of parameter choices, as summarized in
Table 5. We note that here, as in the following, n represents a tuple of length k. For
a GNN this tuple indicates the dimension of the embedding space per GraphConv
operation; for a DNN it represents the number of nodes per hidden layer. Other
parameter choices related to the NN architectures under study or the setup of the
NN training are made common and summarized in Table 4. Special care is taken
to compare the GNN with the corresponding DNN models on the same footing,
especially in terms of information about the feature space presented to them, as
discussed in the following section.

3.2 Presentation of the feature space

Primary features passed to the NNs are the invariant mass (m), energy (E), 7,
and ¢ of each reconstructed final state object. The reconstructed final state ob-
jects comprise £, MET, at least four b jets, two additional jets, all of which are

Table 5 Parameters varied for the comparison of GNN with corresponding DNN models,
where n corresponds to the dimension of the embedding space during a GraphConv operation
(number of nodes in a hidden layer) and k to the number of GraphConv operations (hidden
layers) in the GNN (DNN) case. The choices of n are motivated by the size of the input
vector ngeat to the GNN, as described in Section 3.2. The choices of one, rnd, and zero for
the use of edge information in GNN models are compared to DNN models without relational
information between individual objects. These DNN models are indicated by the label none,
in corresponding figures.

Parameter Setting(s)
2 1,2
n 13, 26, 39

Edge weights (w;;) m, AR, AR™!, one, rnd, zero
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From selected event to
graph G

From G to GNN
model

GraphConv — > i g €0, 1]

(k times) v

Fig. 2 Translation of an (upper part) selected event (without jets in the NA jet-class in
this case) into a (middle part) graph G and finally into the (lower part) GNN model. For
the indication of the partonic final state we do not distinguish particles from anti-particles.
The individual object-classes are indicated by different colors. The nodes of G are labelled by
i =1...8 and colored the same way as the object-classes. The boxes next to the nodes indicate
the embedding space of the GNN model. The GNN output is indicated by §.
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associated with the partonic final state, and potentially two more non-associated
jets from the event selection. For MET the features E and m are set to zero. The
primary features are complemented by (5. The selection requires values of 5 > 2
for identified b jets. For £ and MET g is set to zero.

We note that both NN architectures may profit from additional information,
which is not passed explicitly through x;, but implicitly through the way the
features are presented to the NNs. An obvious difference between the NN archi-
tectures arises from the fact that the GNN naturally supports processing of events
with arbitrary object multiplicities. The x; are transferred to the GNN through
the a;, during initialization. During the GNN processing the information per ¢ is
aggregated over all nodes. In the DNN case such an aggregation step is absent.
Instead, the x; are concatenated into an enlarged feature vector xPNN of length
10 X nfeat, comprising the x; of the eight reconstructed objects, of which all jets
have been associated to the partonic final state, plus potentially two additional
selected jets. The order in which these objects are concatenated has been chosen
to follow the association to the partonic final state. For events that contain fewer
than two jets in addition to those that have been matched to the partonic final
state, the corresponding entries in xPNN are filled with zeros. We point out two
subtleties, which are related to these choices:

One subtlety, in favor of the GNN, arises from incorporating relational infor-
mation through w;;. This advantage is compensated for by appending equivalent
information to xP™N. For up to ten selected objects in an event this results in
up to 45 additional features. The choices of one, rnd, and zero for the use of edge
information in GNN models are compared to DNN models without relational in-
formation between individual objects. These DNN models are indicated by the
label none, in corresponding figures.

Another subtlety, related to the same fundamental difference, but this time
in favor of the DNN, arises from the fact that through the concatenation of the
x; into xPNN, according to the association to the partonic final state, the DNN
receives extra information through the positions of the x; in xPNN which is not
accessible to the GNN. This advantage is compensated for by adding information
about the association of the i to the partonic final state via one-hot encoding. For
the five jet-classes defined in Table 2 plus one label (LEP) for ¢ and one label
(MET) for MET this extension increases nge,t by seven, leading to the dimension
of x;, Vi of Ngear = 13.

For xPNN the x; are concatenated for all i assuming two more jets in the NA

class. For events with fewer than two jets in the NA class the foreseen features are
initialized with zero. Together with the relational information between all potential
objects in an event, this results in a dimension of xPNN of 175 features, of which
up to 47 features might potentially be filled with zeros.

In this configuration the information about the association to the partonic
final state is presented in the form of one-hot encoding to both NN architectures.
To confirm to what extent the DNN may infer this information already from the
position of the x; within x°™N we also investigate configurations of the DNNs
without this information in form of on-hot encoding, resulting in a reduced input
vector x NN with dimension 105. All input features in use are listed in Table 6. All
non-integer features are standardized to a mean of zero and a standard deviation
of one.
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Table 6 Input features used for the studies described in the text. Columns 2-4 indicate
whether a given feature is continuous, discrete, or presented via one-hot encoding. The given
features form the feature vectors x; per object i. For the DNNs the x; for potentially ten
selected objects are concatenated into an extended feature vector xPNN  according to their
association to the partonic final state; for events with fewer than ten objects the x; of the
missing objects are filled with zeros. In addition, relational information between all potential
objects is added to xPNN_ In a reduced configuration, the one-hot encoded information about
the association of the objects to the partonic final state is omitted to form a reduced input
vector XBSI(;IN to the DNNs.

Input feature  Continuous Discrete  One-hot Comment

m v — -

E v _

ZT j : : Primary features

n v - -

B - v -

LEP — — v Assoc. to £

MET - - v Assoc. to MET

ADDB — — v Assoc. to additional b quarks

HTB — — v Assoc. to ty,

LTB — — v Assoc. to by

HTQ - - v Assoc. to qw,, 4

NA — — v Not associated
4 Results

To be able to draw fair conclusions from a comparison of different NN architec-
tures (of potentially different complexity) special care has to be taken for this
comparison to be based on the same ground. For this study we have focused on a
common choice of non-tunable (hyper-)parameters, which are not subject to the
NN training, as well as on an equal level of information primarily passed to the
NNs, through training conditions and input features.

An inevitable difference remains in the organization and layering of hidden
nodes, which when kept similar, may well lead to a different number of TPs and
therefore a priori different expressiveness of the NN models. Vice versa, keeping
the number of TPs similar, implies differences in the layering and organization of
hidden nodes. Since differences of one or the other kind may not be overcome,
both configurations, (i) similar layering of hidden nodes; and (ii) similar number
of TPs, are studied. In any case, the enlarged size of xP™N (xRNN) with respect to
x will give higher emphasis to the first DNN layer compared to the corresponding
GNN architecture. In addition, the DNN architecture features the less complex
pre-processing of the inputs, since it does not imply the creation of graphs. On
the other hand, the potentially more constrained GNN may have advantages over
the DNN architecture in terms of convergence properties of the training.

4.1 Comparison of neural networks with similar layering of hidden nodes

4.1.1 Neural networks with one layer of hidden nodes

A first comparison of GNN with corresponding DNN models, based on a similar
layering of hidden nodes, is shown in Figure 3. The metric by which to judge the
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Fig. 3 Mean ROC-AUC payc as obtained for 18 different configurations of GNN and 24 cor-
responding configurations of DNN models with k& = 1. The labels in brackets on the vertical
axis indicate the use of relational information, as discussed in Section 3.2, the numbers in
parentheses correspond to the choices of n. The circles refer to GNN and the upward (down-
ward) pointing triangles to DNN models with a default (reduced) set of input features xPNN
(xBﬁN), as discussed in Section 3.2. For better readability, markers of the same configuration
are shifted vertically along the y-axis. The bars are obtained from the sample variance of an
ensemble, as described in Section 2.4. Those NN architectures which belong to the same choices
of varying parameters are spatially grouped and shown in the same color. Open markers indi-
cate that significant outliers of the corresponding distribution of ROC-AUC values have been
removed from the calculation of payc and its variance, as described in the text.
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success of an NN to fulfill the task is chosen to be the mean of the ROC-AUC pauc
based on the training setup, as described in Section 2.4. The results are presented
for the variation of parameters as summarized in Table 5. For the presentation
in Figure 3 a simple architecture with one hidden layer for the DNN models and
one GraphConv operation of the GNN models (k = 1) has been chosen. For the
GNN architecture this implies that there is only one exchange of information across
adjacent nodes of G, i.e., each node receives information only of its nearest and not
the next to nearest neighbor in G. Since G has been chosen to be fully connected,
there is no strict suppression of information that way, in the sense that each node 4
receives information from any other node j # i in G. The input features presented
to each corresponding NN architecture are chosen, as described in Section 3.2 and
summarized in Table 6.

The results for the GNN models are represented by circles, the results for the
DNN models with xP™N (xPNXN) a5 input vector by upward (downward) pointing
triangles. The bars associated with the points indicate the uncertainty Auauc in
pavc due to random choices in the training, as described in Section 2.4. Open
markers indicate that at least one training repetition in an ensemble has been
removed as an outlier from the calculations of pauyc and Apauc. Candidates
for outliers have been identified by their uauc values exceeding 1.5 Apavuc, as
obtained from the full ensemble. An outlier candidate has been definitely removed
and the ensemble size reduced accordingly, if doing so changed Auauc by a value
of at least 0.0025. Following this procedure, 54 outliers have been removed from
a total of 1840, which corresponds to a rate of 2.9%. Split by NN architectures, it
corresponds to 17 (37) removed outliers for GNN (DNN) models from a total of
800 (1040). In no case more than two outliers have been removed from the original
ten training repetitions of any individually model.

On the z-axis of the figure the corresponding values of pauc, ranging from
0.67 to 0.83, are shown. On the y-axis the individual NN models are labelled, such
that brackets indicate, what relational information between final state objects has
been used, and the values in parentheses indicate the choices of n.

We conclude that all training setups have succeeded in the sense that all NN
models result in values of pauc > 0.5. The worst separation of signal from back-
ground we observe for the GNN models for which no relational information is
exploited, indicated by three groups of NN architectures shown in pink, purple
and red colors in the lower part of the figure. It is noted that the feature set
zero refers to the case where the node convolution in the GraphConv operation is
forcefully suppressed, and deliberately no information across nodes is exchanged
at all. We anticipate that this approach counteracts the whole GNN idea. We still
keep this configuration as part of the study, to gauge the effect and importance
of the GraphConv operation itself. Compared to the feature set zero, the feature
sets one and rnd single out cases in which information exchange across nodes takes
place, but no real relational information is associated with it. Instead, the embed-
ding spaces of the individual nodes are just mixed without particular prevalence.
We note that even when allowing node convolution the GNN architecture falls
significantly behind the comparable DNN architecture, even with a reduced input
vector xONN | as long as no mindful relational information across adjacent nodes
¢ and j is provided according to w;;. This is true for assigning (one) the same or
(rnd) random weights to each edge, irrespective of the expressiveness of the NNs,
indicated by n. The superiority of the DNN architecture in this case cannot be
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attributed to the additional information about the jet parton association, since
this information is available to all NN architectures under study. In particular it
is passed on to the GNNs;, in the explicit form of one-hot encoding, which is not
even the case for the DNNs with x2NN as input vector. At this occasion, we note
that the additional (and in fact in this case redundant) information of the parton
association in form of one-hot encoding to the DNN does not lead to a significant
increase of puauc, compared to the implicit knowledge already provided by the
positional information in x23NN. Hence, if the way this information is presented
to the DNN were of influence, this influence is not significant in the scope of our
study. We also observe that Auauc is considerably larger for the DNNs.

In conclusion, if the advantage of the GNN over the DNN architecture were
that potentially excessive degrees of freedom in the DNN architecture are replaced
by built-in constraints, the GNN architecture appears too confined, until these
constraints are introduced mindfully. In turn the additional degrees of freedom of
the DNN architecture result in a larger spread Auauc due to random choices in
the training setup.

The upper part of Figure 3 reveals that, as soon as a domain-knowledge mo-
tivated ranking of information exchange across neighboring nodes is introduced,
the GNN architecture significantly gains in separation power. Also here, this gain
comes with an increase in Apuauc. The choices of (green) AR™!, (orange) AR, and
(blue) m as weights leads to an increase in separation power in the given order,
where for each choice the values of puauc can be grouped with a corresponding
internal spread. On the other hand, a significant gain in pauc, when increasing
the expressiveness of an NN within a certain configuration group in terms of n,
for the utilized NN models, is not observed.

We note that, as in the case of the positional encoding of parton association
in x2NNall choices of relational information are intrinsic to the training sample
and implicitly accessible to all NNs through their feature vectors. For AR this
is, e.g., the case through ¢ and 7 in the primary features of each reconstructed
object. However, the information of A¢ and An between pairs of reconstructed
objects appears too subtle in the high-dimensional feature space, so that none of
the chosen architectures could grasp it without the assistance of an accordingly
conditioned representation of x and x°™N, even from a training sample with more

than 200,000 events.

We further note that when turning the edge-weights of the GNN structure into
TPs we did not obtain a separation of signal from background better than the
domain-knowledge supported use of m. At the same time we observed a signifi-
cantly increased spread in the achieved separation power based on random choices
of the training setup.

Our physics prior assigns more physical meaning to the choice of AR over
AR, since due to causality we expect a closer relation between objects with
smaller than larger spatial distance in AR. The observation that both choices
of relational information lead to nearly similar results in pauc we explain by a
special characteristic of NN-based classification tasks in the given setup. For the
NN decision, downgrading information from further-away objects is equivalent to
upgrading close-by objects. The fact that corresponding DNN architectures follow
the trends of the GNN architectures, as long as equipped with the same infor-
mation, supports the assumption that it is this additional relational information
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between objects, rather than the GNN-specific operation of mixing features across
nodes that leads to the increase of pauc.

We note that, consistently for all architectures, the highest values of pauc are
obtained with an energy-weighted distance measure like m, which again follows
our prior physics intuition. It is noteworthy that in this case the DNN architecture
with XESISIN seems to significantly lose in separation power, compared to the other
architectures. In fact pauc even decreases for increasing values of n. Also Auauc
appears consistently higher for all DNN compared to the GNN architectures. These
observations may be interpreted as indications of the advantage of careful guidance
of the NN training- and model-setup over just confronting a highly expressive
NN architecture, represented by a large number of TPs, with an even excessively
large training sample. This guidance may be provided through the choice and
representation of input features, as well as through the choice of a more constrained
NN architecture. We note that the highest value of uayc with the smallest spread
Apavc is indeed obtained from the GNN architecture with highest expressiveness,
given for n = 39.

4.1.2 Neural networks with two layers of hidden nodes

Moving on to an NN architecture with k& = 2 introduces the ambiguity of how
to choose n for each individual layer. To prevent any kinds of potential selection
biases, all ways of allocating the tested values of n = 13, 26, 39 to the individual
layers/embedding spaces are shown in Figure 4.

For the case of completely suppressed relational information for the GNN ar-
chitectures (zero) pauc remains lowest and unaffected by the choice of k, as ex-
pected for a setup in which any information transfer through a GaphConv op-
eration is deliberately suppressed. At the same time we generally observe that
no superior choice of allocating n across layers can be pointed to, throughout all
tested architecture configurations. Especially the gain of using a configuration with
n = (39, 39) for both hidden layers/GraphConv operations over a configuration
with n = (13, 13) within a given architecture appears marginal.

However, the increase in k consistently mitigates the previously observed,
clearly inferior separation of signal from background, of the GNN compared to
the corresponding DNN architectures, for randomly (rnd) and unweighted (one)
relational information. The puauc values of these groups of GNN models start to
clearly supersede the pauc values of the one-layered DNN models with unweighted
relational information, labeled by none in Figure 3, even slightly taking the lead
over the two-layered DNNs of the same kind, in terms of pauc.

We note that all two-layered NN architectures without use of relational infor-
mation still result in lower values of pauc than all tested one-layered NN models
that profit from the use of relational information, as presented in Figure 3. At
the same time, they are subject to an increased spread Auauc compared to their
one-layered counterparts, in most cases. In this sense, the wise choice of relational
information outweighs the presumable advantage in expressiveness provided by
k = 2, irrespective of the allocated values of n.

For the NN architectures including relational information, we observe no fur-
ther, dramatic gains, with respect to their one-layered counterparts in pauc, apart
from a slight advantage of the GNN over the corresponding DNN architectures that
seems to become more manifest. While this advantage is below the 1%-level it is
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Fig. 4 Mean ROC-AUC payc as obtained for 54 different GNN and 72 corresponding DNN
models with k& = 2. The labels in brackets on the vertical axis indicate the use of relational
information, as discussed in Section 3.2, the numbers in parentheses correspond to n. The
circles refer to GNN and the upward (downward) pointing triangles to DNN models with a

default (reduced) set of input features xPNN (xPNN) a5 discussed in Section 3.2. For better

readability, markers of the same configuration are shifted vertically along the y-axis. The
bars are obtained from the sample variance of an ensemble, as described in Section 2.4. NN
architectures which belong to the same choices of varying parameters are spatially grouped and
shown in the same color. Open markers indicate that significant outliers of the corresponding
distribution of ROC-AUC values have been removed from the calculation of payc and its
variance, as described in the text.

still significant compared to Apauc. A summary of the achieved values of pauc
for the one- and two-layered GNN models is shown in Figure 5. An equivalent
summary for the corresponding DNN models is shown in Figure 6.

From the study we conclude that the external information of the w;; seems
to give slight advantages to the GNNs with k& = 2. We note that two subse-
quent GraphConv operations indeed convey more information than a DNN model
with two hidden layers. Viewing AR™!, AR, and m as distance measures, the
first GraphConv operation conveys information about the nearest neighborhood
of each i. The second GraphConv operation conveys information about the near-
est neighborhood of the nearest neighbors, which is not the same as in the case
of the first operation. This information is indeed not primarily accessible to the
DNN architectures, but it emerges from the definition of the GraphConv oper-
ation. Along this line, once again, we conclude that not the mixing of features
across neighboring nodes ¢ during the GraphConv operation, but the additional
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Fig. 5 Summary of the achieved values of payc for the GNN models with (upper half) one
and (lower half) two GraphConv operations, with different use of relational information. For
this summary, the associations of n with the highest values of payc in each group of GNN
models have been used. The value of payc is displayed on the z-axis. Improvements relative
to the least separating GNN with no relational information at all (zero) is given in numbers
to the right of the bars. The use of relational information, as defined in Table 5, is indicated
in brackets, on the y-axis.
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Fig. 6 Summary of the achieved values of payc for the DNN models with (upper half)
one and (lower half) two hidden layers, with different use of relational information. For this
summary, the associations of n with the highest values of uauyc in each group of DNN models
have been used. The DNN configurations with xPNN and xPel(\{N are shown separately. The
values of payc are displayed on the z-axis. Improvements relative to the least separating DNN
with no relational information (none) is given in numbers to the right of the bars. The use of

relational information, as defined in Table 5, is indicated in brackets, on the y-axis.
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(implicit) information accessible to the GNN through this operation is the source
for the slight gain in pauyc. This interpretation is supported by the observation
that an increase in n does not lead to any significant improvements in pauyc de-
spite the increase in expressiveness of the models. This also explains why the GNN
models with constant (one) or randomly associated (rnd) weights suffer in their
performance: Through both ways of assigning weights across the nodes i the in-
formation about any kind of distance measure across nodes, in what ever space,
is omitted.

A summary of the GNN and DNN configurations with the highest values of
pavc is given in Table 7.

4.2 Neural networks with comparable numbers of trainable parameters

As stated before, two principally different NN architectures lack comparability in
the sense that it might be more natural to pick up certain information from the
training sample through one or the other architecture. As long as it addresses
an intrinsic property of one or the other architecture, such a difference is part of
the benchmark comparison. If, on the other hand, such an inequality results from
withholding primary information from one or the other architecture, or potentially
inappropriate advantages in terms of expressiveness, an effort should be made to
study and estimate the effect of it.

We have identified and noted such an inequality, in the beginning of Section 4,
in terms of the number of TPs (Ntp), which turns out to be naturally higher for
the DNN compared to the GNN architecture, due to the usually much larger input
layer. We therefore complete our study by three additional setups, for which we
drop the restrictions on the layered structure of the trained NN models in favor of
comparable numbers of TPs.

As shown in Table 7, the GNN model with the highest value of pauc (labelled
as GNNj—2) is based on k = 2 and n = (26, 39), with Nrp(GNNy=2) = 2809
and a value of pauc = 0.8484 +0.0008. The DNN with the highest result of pavc

Table 7 Summary of n, number of TPs (Ntp), and pauc of the (upper part) GNN and (lower
part) DNN models with the highest results in payc. For the DNN models a number of effective
TPs N%Erf,, as defined in the text, is also given in parentheses. Corresponding summaries are
given for the cases of k = 1 and 2. In all cases m has been used as relational information
between nodes/physics objects. Also shown are the configurations of three additional NN
models discussed in Section 4.2: the GNNT model with Ntp comparable within 1% with
Nrp(DNNj—_3) and the DNN+ (DNNiE) model with Nrp (N$) comparable within 1% with
Ntp(GNNg=2).

NN arch. n Ntp (N%-T;) LAUC Label
(39) 1093 0.8387+0.0006 GNNg—1
GNN (26, 39) 2809 0.8484+0.0008 GNN4_o
(29, 28, 29, 29) 5829 0.8546-£0.0006 GNNT
(26) 5773 (4753)  0.8300+0.0011 DNNg_;
AN (26, 39) 6839 (5819)  0.8388+0.0007 DNNj_,
(13, 14, 14) 3204 (2784)  0.8400+0.0006 DNNY,
(11,10, 11, 11) 2816 (2385)  0.838640.0007 DNN*
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(labelled as DNNy—2) is based on the same configuration in terms of k and n, with
N1p(DNNg—2) = 6839 and a value of pauc = 0.8388 £+ 0.0007. One may argue
that for the DNN model, not the full set of TPs is really actively contributing to
the solution of the task, since part of the input space is regularly filled with zeros,
e.g., if fewer than eight jets are selected in an event. Therefore, we estimate, in
addition to NTp, a number of effective TPs (Nr‘ffyf,) from the product of Npp with
the average number of nonzero input nodes in xPNN | evaluated on the training
dataset. This results in a value of N (DNNy_o) = 5819.

In a first approach we survey varying DNN structures with Nrp (N%flg) com-
parable to Npp(GNNg=2). We do this based on the following algorithm: We allow
k < 4 and any number of nodes per hidden layer (n). Of all DNN configurations
for which N1p(GNNg=2) is matched by Nrtp (N%fl—g) within a margin of 1%, the
model with the smallest spread of n across layers is selected. If no DNN configu-
ration with Npp (N$E) within a 1% margin of the target value can be found the
closest possible model is chosen. This situation occurs only in models with one
hidden layer.

This procedure ensures a homogeneous structure of hidden layers. As a result,
e.g., a DNN configuration with & = 4 and n = (11, 10, 11, 11), with Npp =
2816, further on referred to as DNNY, is preferred over a model with k = 4
and n = (10, 8, 14, 24), even though the latter results in an exact match with
N7p(GNNg=2). The DNN* model achieves a value of pavc = 0.8386 £ 0.0007.
A second DNN configuration with k = 3 and n = (13, 14, 14), with N = 2784
within the 1% margin of Npp(GNN_5) is also considered and further on referred
to as DNNiﬂ. This model achieves a value of pauc = 0.8400 + 0.0006. We observe
that, although the DNN* (DNNY;) model uses only 41% (48%) of Nrp (N$E)
of DNNy—o, this does not result in any significant loss in separation power, after
training.

In a second approach we survey varying GNN structures with Nop comparable
to NS (DNNg=2). For this purpose we exploit the same algorithm as described
above, resulting in a GNN with k£ = 4 and n = (29, 28, 29, 29) with Npp = 5829,
further on referred to as GNNT. This model achieves a value of pave = 0.8546 £
0.0006. It reveals the highest value of pauc across all tested models. The difference
in pauc with respect to other NN configurations is only at the 1%-level, but it is
still significant in terms of Auavuc.

From this finding we conclude that the GNN model with the same expressive-
ness as a maximally comparable DNN must have intrinsic advantages over the
DNN model in extracting additional information from the given, large training
sample. For the benchmark setup in use, this advantage is small but significant
in the scope of the study. It emerges after external augmentation with an energy-
weighted distance measure like m between the input objects/nodes, and more
clearly manifests itself in the study for £ > 1. We anticipate that this gain origi-
nates from the hierarchically structured information about nearest neighbors and
the nearest neighborhood of nearest neighbors of node i, when viewing the edge
weights w;; as a distance measure. This information is an intrinsic property of the
GNN model and not easily accessible through the more simplistic DNN structure.
An increase of TPs of the simpler DNN structure does not compensate for this
informational advantage. In this interpretation the gain of GNNT over all other
configurations should mostly be attributed to the increase in k over the associa-
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Fig. 7 Visualization of GNN and DNN models with the highest values in payc and k =1
(GNNp—1, DNNj_;) and k = 2 (GNNj_3, DNNj_3). Also shown are the DNN models DNN+

and DNNiff with a comparable number of (effective) TPs as the GNNg—o model, and the

GNN model GNNT with a comparable number of effective TPs as the DNNj_5 model. Five
different metrics to evaluate the properties of an NN model are shown: Npp (N%%), the mean
convergence rate fTyain, the mean empirical risk evaluated on the test sample ur, and pauc.
The spanned area in the figures indicates the capability of an NN model to fulfill the task.

tion of n per GraphConv operation. The parameter choices of the DNN¥, DNNiH,

and GNNT models and correspondingly achieved values of pauc are also given in
Table 7.

4.3 Convergence behavior

In this study we have investigated the capacities of GNN and DNN models to fulfill
their primary target, i.e., to provide the best possible solutions to the classification
task defined in Section 2.3. We anticipate that, in particular in practical life, the
properties of an NN architecture may be evaluated in other terms, viz. the mean
of the training speed pTyain, Which we evaluate as the inverse of the epoch with
the highest value of the ROC-AUC on the validation dataset and the mean of the
empirical risk obtained from the test dataset pugr, which we take as a measure of
the generalization property of the given NN model under study. To conclude our
studies we provide a visualization of these properties and all other properties of
the NN models that have been discussed throughout the paper so far, in Figure 7.
In Figure 7 (left) pryain, 4R, tavuc, NTp, and NF‘I‘% for the DNNy—;, DNN_o,
DNNY, and DNNiff models are shown, on five independent axes. The axes are
defined such that values closer to the common origin of the figure are disfavored.
This is in particular true for Nrp, N$&, and pr, where the values are given
in descending order when moving away from the origin. In this sense a larger
size of the correspondingly colored area indicates the larger capability of a given
NN model to adequately solve the presented task. In Figure 7 (right) the same
quantities are shown for the GNNg—;, GNNg_s, and GNNT models. The axes
ranges are kept the same to ease comparison between both architectures.

In terms of pimrain the DNN models usually fall behind their corresponding
GNN counterparts. This finding, as well as the observation that the GNN mod-
els usually achieve a comparable or slightly larger value of pavuc, after training,
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Fig. 8 Overview of the GNN and DNN models with £ = 1 and 2, and the highest achieved
values of pauc, as well as a GNN model with an increased number of TPs (GNNT) and a

DNN model DNN*+ (DNNiH) with a restricted (effective) number of TPs. The GNN models
are indicated by circles and the DNN models by triangles. The models are shown in a three-
dimensional space built from pauc, Nrp and pimrain. The bars in payc are obtained from
the sample variance of a training ensemble, as described in Section 2.4. The quantity prrain,
indicated by the color code of the points corresponds to the inverse of the epoch with the
highest value of the ROC-AUC on the validation dataset.

indicates the assumed effect of guiding the convergence by constraints, which are
built-in to the GNN architecture. This property allows the GNN architecture not
only to converge to a solution that is equally good or slightly better than the so-
lution found by corresponding DNN architectures, but also to converge faster and
typically with a smaller number of TPs. We note though that a clear correlation
between firrain and Nrp (N45) cannot be deduced from our study. We understand
this situation such that a less expressive NN model, with fewer degrees of freedom
for the minimization process, may well lead to a more pronounced landscape of
the expected risk and thus reduced pirain. In addition we note that also ugr for the
DNN models falls behind, compared to their GNN counterparts. Here we observe
the benefit of a regularizing effect of the built-in constraints, which correlates with
reduced numbers of (effective) TPs. It is obvious that an NN model with more
TPs reveals a higher vulnerability to specific properties of the training sample.
A summary of all NN configurations that have been discussed in this section is
shown in Figure 8.

5 Summary

With this paper we have made an effort to put the comparison of graph neural net-
work (GNN) and equivalent fully-connected feed-forward neural network (DNN)
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architectures on a maximally fair ground. Under the laboratory conditions of a
high-energy physics process of interest, at the CERN LHC, we have controlled
the definition of the task, choice of non-tunable (hyper-)parameters of the mod-
els, which are not subject to the training, and amount of information primarily
presented to the neural network models, through their input feature vectors.

Within the scope of the study we have demonstrated clear evidence that the
presumable advantage of the more complex GNN over an equivalent DNN structure
does not originate from an uncontrolled mixture of features in the embedding space
of the graph nodes, but from the extra relational information between nodes, that
we have added based on domain-knowledge. Without this extra knowledge the
GNN models fall behind equivalent DNN models in terms of their capability to
separate signal from background. Neither are the GNN models superior in terms
of their separation power to equivalent DNN models, as long as these are equipped
with the same information in the input space.

Both, the built-in permutation invariance and the circumstance that the GNN
architecture a priori is not bound to a fixed number of nodes might be viewed as
advantages. They might also have positive influence on the convergence behavior of
the training. On the other hand it cannot be deduced that either of these properties
significantly contributes to an increase, e.g., in the power to separate a given signal
from background. Any advantage of the GNN over the DNN architecture that we
observed in our studies could be traced back to the access to more information,
which, when given to the other architecture lead to the same performance also for
the other architecture.

The real advantage of the GNN over the DNN structure emerges as soon as
more than one GraphConv operations are applied, during which the GNN structure
naturally accesses more relational information between nodes than a DNN has
access to. In the configurations investigated in our study this gain is tied to the
use of relational information that can be interpreted as a distance measure to define
proximity between two nodes. Apart from that we observe significant advantages of
the GNN over the DNN architecture in terms of convergence and generalizability
that we attribute to a level of built-in implicit constraints to the GNN model
resulting in a better ratio of accessible information over trainable parameters of
the model. We anticipate that these advantages might be more pronounced the
more hierarchical the training data are. We assume that this property is the basis
for the success of GNN structures when applied to particle physics jets, which are
highly hierarchical objects. In conclusion we expect the highest gain of a GNN
over a DNN structure for tasks based on hierarchically structured data, ideally
based a known distance measure.
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Abstract Jet production from hadronic Higgs decays
at future lepton colliders will have significantly differ-
ent phenomenological implications than jet production
via off-shell photon and Z-boson decays, owing to the
fact that Higgs bosons decay to both pairs of quarks and
gluons. We compute observables involving flavoured jets
in hadronic Higgs decays to three partons at Born level
including next-to-leading order corrections in QCD (i.e
up to O(a?)). The calculation is performed in the frame-
work of an effective theory in which the Higgs boson
couples directly to gluons and massless b-quarks retain-
ing a non-vanishing Yukawa coupling. For the following
flavour sensitive observables: the energy of the lead-
ing and subleading flavoured jet, the angular separa-
tion and the invariant mass of the leading b-b pair, we
contrast the results obtained in both Higgs decay cate-
gories and using either of the infrared-safe flavoured jet
algorithms flavour-kt and flavour-dressing.

Keywords flavoured jets - hadronic Higgs decays -
NLO QCD

1 Introduction

Precision studies of the Higgs boson discovered at LHC
by CMS and ATLAS [Il2] will become possible at fu-
ture lepton colliders such as [3l[], all aiming to oper-
ate as Higgs factories. In this clean experimental envi-
ronment, where interactions take place at well-defined
centre-of mass energies, it is expected to enable model-
independent measurements of the Higgs couplings to

2e-mail: benjamin.campillo@kit.edu
be-mail: gehra@phys.ethz.ch
“e-mail: preuss@Quni-wuppertal.de

gauge bosons and fermions at the level of a few per-
cent. At these future lepton colliders, in particular it
will become possible to have access to so-far unobserved
hadronic decay channels such as Higgs decays to gluons.
The latter is currently inaccessible in hadron-collider
environments due to the presence of overwhelming QCD
backgrounds. Only the H — bb decay was observed to
date [BL[6] in associated vector-boson production where
the leptonic decay signature of the vector boson helps
to identify the H — bb decay.

Hadronic Higgs decays to at least two final state
hard partons proceed via two main decay modes; ei-
ther as Yukawa-induced decay to a bottom-quark pair,
H — bb, or as a heavy-quark-loop induced decay to two
gluons, H — gg. In the latter category, observables are
computed in the framework of an effective field theory,
in which the top-quark loop is integrated out into an
effective point-like Hgg vertex.

So far these two categories of Higgs decay processes
have been considered together in the computation of
flavour-agnostic event-shape observables, i.e., for three-
jet-like final states in [78OI0/11] and for four jet-like
final states in [12]. It was also recently suggested to de-
termine branching ratios in hadronic Higgs decays via
fractional energy correlators [13]. Flavour-sensitive jet
observables related to the presence of a flavoured jet in
the final state have so far been computed for the fol-
lowing LHC processes: VH production, with H — bb or
Z + b-jet and Z/W + c-jet, with the vector boson de-
caying leptonicallly in all cases. More precisely, parton-
level predictions including up to NNLO QCD correc-
tions using massless charm or bottom quarks at the
origin of the flavoured jet have been computed most re-



cently for VH in [I4[I5I6l[17], and for Z/W + ¢/b in
[181/19,20,21,22,23].

In a lepton collider environment, flavour-sensitive
jet observables associated to Z decays have been lately
considered in [24125] while colour-sensitive observables
have been used to disentangle bottom quarks stemming
from Higgs decays against those stemming fror QCD
background in [26].

All of these computations employ an infrared-safe
procedure to define flavoured jets from massless par-
tons. The latter procedure requires the use of an infrared-
safe recombination algorithm to cluster flavourless and
flavoured partons into final states including well-defined
flavoured jets. Up to very recently, only the flavour-kr
algorithm [27] was used in theoretical computations at
hadron colliders. Lately, a number of flavour-sensitive
jet algorithms have been designed [24L2528/29], with
increased interest in providing modified versions of the
anti-kr algorithm [24125/29], to improve the data ver-
sus theory comparisons at LHC.

All of these algorithms share the principle that, at
least up to a certain order in the strong coupling, they
can be proven to be infrared flavour safe, i.e., that the
flavour assignment of a given jet is not spoilt by the
emission of unresolved (soft or collinear) massless par-
tons. A detailed comparison of currently available algo-
rithms has been presented in [25].

In this paper, we compute a range of flavour-sensitive
three-jet like observables in hadronic Higgs decays, in-
cluding NLO QCD corrections for both decay cate-
gories, i.e related to H — bb and H — gg, as alluded
to above. To define flavour-sensitive observables we em-
ploy the flavour-kr algorithm [27] and the flavour-dress-
ing algorithm [24] which can both be applied in a lepton
collider environment.

The study is organised as follows: In section [2] we
give a brief overview of the definition of flavoured jets
using either of the two infrared flavour-safe jet algo-
rithms before describing our computational setup in
section [3] In section [4] in a first part presented in sec-
tion we compute the so-called “misindentified cross
section” to check the correctness of our implementation
using both infrared-safe and flavour-safe jet algorithms.
In the second part of section [4] i.e., in section [4.3] we
present theoretical predictions up to second order in
QCD for four different flavour-sensitive observables re-
lated to both Higgs-decay categories and compare the
results using both flavour-safe jet algorithms. We con-
clude and give an outlook on future work in section

2 Flavoured jets

In experimental analyses as well as theoretical calcu-
lations, final-state particle configurations are often de-
scribed by so-called jets. While the definition of jets is
fixed by the choice of a sequential recombination algo-
rithm known as a jet algorithm, the association of the
jet with a given parton (or hadron) flavour is a more
complicated endeavour. Naively, it may be tempting
to define the jet flavour as the sum of the constituent
flavours of each jet, i.e,

Jet flavour = f — f, (1)

where f is the number of particles with a given a flavour
and f is the number of particles with the correspond-
ing anti-flavour. However, this naive approach violates
an important property known as infrared flavour safety
[27], which describes whether an algorithm respects phys-
ically meaningful flavour assignments when one or more
particles become unresolved. The problem is that jet al-
gorithms may in general cluster the flavoured daughters
of a soft wide-angle gluon splitting g — ¢g into differ-
ent jets, changing their flavour association. In effect,
the flavours of the two jets, and therefore any flavour-
dependent observables, become explicitly dependent on
the presence of a pair of unresolved particles, in vi-
olation of infrared safety. It is thus mandatory for a
jet-flavour definition to respect infrared flavour safety,
meaning that the presence of a pair of unresolved fla-
voured particles to an event must not change the flavours
of the jets.

As mentioned in the introduction, several approaches
to infrared-safe flavoured jet algorithms have been ex-
plored [24L25127128.29], of which only the flavour-kr
[27] and the flavour-dressing algorithm [24] explicitly
describe an implementation compatible with the use of
the Durham (kr) algorithm. In the present study we
therefore limit the discussion to these two flavoured jet
algorithms, which we briefly describe below.

The flavour-kr algorithm [27] achieves infrared fla-
vour safety by modifying the Durham distance mea-
sure valid for all unflavoured partons (i, j) [30] into two
cases defined depending whether the softer particles to
be clustered are flavoured or not. In the flavour-kt al-
gorithm, the distance measure is given by:

2(1 — cosb;5)

5 min(E;, E;)*"*max(E;, E;)*  (2)
Etot

F
Yij =
if the softer of 4, j is flavoured, Instead the regular
Durham distance given by,
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is kept if the softer of i, j is flavourless. Here, o €
(0,2] is an arbitrary parameter. In this study, the value
a = 2 is chosen everywhere. The distance measure in
eq. ensures that soft pairs of flavoured particles are
recombined first and thus avoids the previously dis-
cussed infrared-safety problem present in the standard
(flavour-agnostic) Durham (k7) algorithm. The main
draw-back to the use of this algorithm is that it requires
the flavour information of all particles, thus making it
difficult to use in experimental analyses. Indeed, so far,
it has not be used in measurements of flavour-sensitive
jet observables.

The flavour-dressing algorithm [24] on the other hand
does not change the underlying jet algorithm but in-
stead alters the way flavours are assigned to jets. In-
stead of using the naive jet-flavour definition, a more
complex definition is invoked which ensures infrared
flavour safety of the jet algorithm at hand. The basic
idea is to first cluster an event into jets using a flavour-
agnostic jet algorithm of choice, and, in a second step,
cluster flavoured objects into so-called flavour clusters
using a technique akin to soft-drop grooming [31]. In
the final, “association” step the flavour clusters of step
two are assigned to the jets of step one. A striking and
important feature of the flavour-dressing algorithm is
that it is equally applicable to theoretical calculations
(and full particle-level simulations) as to experimental
analyses, as discussed in [24]. It can in particular be
used together with the anti-k7 algorithm, mostly used
in experimental analyses at LHC but also in combina-
tion with the Durham k7 algorithm as explored in this

paper.

3 Computational setup

We perform the computation of flavoured observables
related to hadronic Higgs decays using the parton-level
Monte-Carlo generator EERAD3 [32/133], which was orig-
inally developed to compute NNLO QCD corrections
to event-shape observables in hadronic Z-decays. This
generator was recently extended to compute event sha-
pes related to hadronic Higgs decays with three- and
four-jet configurations at Born level in [7[12]. In both
cases, the antenna subtraction method is used to regu-
late infrared divergences related to real radiation con-
tributions.

The hadronic Higgs-decay observables are computed
in the framework of an effective theory including two
Higgs decay categories. In the first category, the Higgs
boson couples directly to gluons via an effective Higgs-
gluon-gluon vertex and in the other, Standard-Model-
like category, the Higgs boson decays into a massless b-
quark pair retaining a non-vanishing Yukawa coupling

[712]. This can be recasted into the following effective
Lagrangian

A(Mtu /LR)
4

a a, v yb(:u’R) 7.
HG,, GY + NG Hiypby . (4)
In this context, the effective Higgs-gluon-gluon coupling
is given in terms of the Higgs vacuum expectation value
v by

EHiggs = -

as(pur)C (Mg, pr)
3w

MMy, pr) = — (5)

and the Hbb Yukawa coupling reads

4o
V2My sin Oy

Both A and y,, are subject to renormalisation, which we
perform at scale ur in the MS scheme using Ng = 5.
The top-quark Wilson coefficient is evaluated at first
order in ay using the results of [341[35[36]37,3839L40],
and the running of the Yukawa mass m; is performed
using the results of [41].

It is important to highlight that the terms in eq.
do not interfere under the assumption of kinematically
massless quarks. In particular, they do not mix un-
der renormalisation [9]. This allows to define two sep-
arate Higgs-decay categories and to compute higher-
order corrections independently for each. Throughout,
we therefore consider predictions for the H — bb and
H — gg categories separately. All partonic contribu-
tions yielding three hard partons in the final state at
Born level and needed for the computation presented
in this paper, have been presented in detail for both
categories up to O(a?) in [7]. In particular, it is worth
mentioning that the Born-level partonic processes con-
tributing at O(a) are: H — bbg in the H — bb category
and H — ggg, H — gqq in the H — gg category. In the
latter case, ¢ stands for any quark with specific flavour,
including the bottom quark.

For any infrared-safe observables O, the parton-level
generator EERAD3 calculates the LO coefficient A and
the NLO coefficient B in a perturbative expansion of
the differential decay width,

1 di - (QS(NZR)) di‘zl
FQ(?)(MR) do 27 do

9 _ _
as(u) )" (dB pi ) dA
— R — 1 B — ).

* < o a0 Thlelar ) g0 ) - )
Here, F2(;L) is the partial two-body decay width to order
n; specifically, n = 0 at LO and n = 1 at NLO.

In eq. @, the LO coefficient A involves only an in-

tegration over the three-particle phase space, while the
NLO contribution B involves an integration over the

Yo(pur) = mp(pR) (6)
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four-particle phase space related to the real-radiation
contribution and real subtraction terms, and an inte-
gration over the three-particle phase space, pertaining
to one-loop contributions and virtual subtraction terms.
Within this study, we employ the antenna subtraction
scheme to construct real and virtual subtraction terms.
Explicit expressions for the perturbative coefficients A
and B can be found in [7].

In order to compute flavour-sensitive observables re-
lated to hadronic Higgs decays, as in this paper, on top
of the ingredients needed to compute flavour-agnostic
observables as described above, a new flavour layer needs
to be implemented in the parton-level event generator
EERADS3. This parton-level flavour-tracking procedure
implemented here in EERAD3 for the first time can be
summarized as follows: For each momentum configura-
tion all contributing flavour configurations are gener-
ated and matrix elements as well as subtraction terms
are evaluated separately for each flavoured parton con-
figuration. In particular, this means that the calcula-
tion is split into different flavour contributions across
all layers in eq. . Because the subtraction terms in-
volve mapped configurations in which one parton is
clustered into a “reduced” particle configuration, this
has the consequence that the subtraction scheme is only
viable if a flavour-safe jet algorithm is used. For each

flavour configuration, the flavour layer then acts as an
additional input to the jet algorithm and parton-level
contributions needed to be considered for the evalua-
tion of the observables.

To conclude this section, we wish to define the the-
oretical framework in which our predictions are valid
and numerically stable. Fixed-order calculations are ac-
curate only in phase-space regions in which hard, well-
separated jets dominate. We therefore devise a resolu-
tion cut, Yeut on the (flavoured) jet algorithm and define
three-jet states to have three particles with min; ;(y;;) >
Yeut, Where y;; denotes the distance measure of the
respective jet algorithm. Similarly, four-jet states are
defined to have four particles with min; ;(vij) > Yeut-
Furthermore, to avoid large numerical cancellations be-
tween the real contribution and the corresponding real
subtraction term in unresolved phase-space regions, we
implement a technical cut-off of g = 10~8 on the small-
est dimensionless two-particle invariant y;; = 2p;p;/s
in real configurations. We have verified that our predic-
tions are independent of the choice of this theoretical
cut-off.
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Fig. 2 Momentum-space diagram in the Higgs rest frame of
a H — bbg decay in which flavour-k1 allows for an arbitrarily
soft b-quark.

4 Results

We here focus on presenting theoretical predictions for
the following flavour-sensitive observables: the energy
of the leading and subleading flavoured jet, the angular
separation and invariant mass of the leading b-b pair.
We shall present results obtained in both Higgs-decay
categories and using either of the infrared-safe flavoured
jet algorithms flavour-kr and flavour-dressing. After
presenting the numerical set-up in section 4.1 we di-
vide the discussion of our results into two subsections.
In section we validate the infrared flavour safety of
the flavour-k1 and flavour-dressing algorithms before
presenting and comparing our predictions for flavour-
sensitive observables in section E.3]

4.1 Numerical set-up and scale-variation prescription

We consider on-shell Higgs decays with My = 125 GeV
and calculate all observables in the resonance centre-
of-mass frame. We use as(Mz) = 0.1179 with either
one- or two-loop running at LO and NLO, respectively.
Electroweak quantities are considered constant and we
use the G,-scheme with

Gr = 1.20495 x 1075 GeV 2,
My = 91.1876 GeV , (8)
My = 80.385 GeV

corresponding to a = 1178. To estimate theoretical un-
certainties from missing higher-order corrections in our
calculation, we vary the renormalisation scale around
the Higgs mass, i.e., consider ug = k, Mg with 0.5 <

ky < 2.

4.2 Infrared flavour safety

To guarantee infrared flavour safety for flavour-sensitive
observables, the jet algorithms that are employed in the
computation need to correctly assign flavours to jets in
the deep infrared region. Correct flavour assignment is
determined by the underlying two parton process, i.e.,
by either two flavourless jets in the H — gg category

or by one flavoured and one anti-flavoured jet in the
H — bb category.

The study of infrared-flavour safety was first condu-
cted for hadronic Z-decays in [27], in which it was high-
lighted that the Durham algorithm violates infrared
flavour safety and a flavour-safe modification in terms
of the flavour-kr algorithm was suggested. As a mea-
sure of infrared flavour safety, the so-called misiden-
tified cross section was defined in terms of the three-
jet resolution variable yo3. The latter variable, mea-
sures the departure from two-jet-like into three-jet-like
topologies.

In [24] the same criterion was used to validate the
infrared flavour safety of the flavour-dressing algorithm.
As a validation of our implementation, we thus apply
the same criterion but here for hadronic Higgs decays.
In this case, the misidentified cross section collects two-
jet like events for which the flavour does not corre-
spond to the flavour of the original two parton like
topology in either of the Higgs categories. In fig. [I]
we present the NLO coefficient B differential in the
Durham resolution y2} using jet definitions according to
the plain Durham, flavour-kr, and flavour-dressing al-
gorithm. We employ two different flavour definitions; in
the top row all quarks are counted as flavoured, in line
with the definitions used in [24L27], while in the bot-
tom row only b-quarks are treated as flavoured with all
other quarks being flavourless. The former (in H — bb)
can be used as a fundamental cross-check of our imple-
mentation with the original papers [241[27], whereas the
latter is the flavour definition used in the remainder of
this paper, since it allows for a straightforward exper-
imental adaption in terms of b-tagging, see e.g. [421[43]
44). In fig. [1} to probe the deep infrared region, we have
used the value of the theoretical cut o to be 10713,

For an infrared-safe flavour jet algorithm, one ex-
pects the probability for flavour misidentification to
vanish as the variable yo3 tends to zero. In both Higgs-
decay categories and regardless of the flavour-definition,
in fig. [1) it is clearly visible that the Durham algorithm
has a non-zero probability for an incorrect flavour as-
signment in the deep infrared region, whereas both the
flavour-k1 and flavour-dressing algorithm yield a van-
ishing cross section for misidentified events. Confirming
the findings in [24127], both the flavour-k1 and flavour-
dressing algorithms provide infrared-safe flavour jet def-
initions in hadronic Higgs decays, whereas the flavour-
agnostic Durham algorithm does not. Thus, we shall
present predictions only using these two jet algorithms
in the remainder of this section.
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4.3 Flavour-sensitive observables

We consider flavour-sensitive observables in both Higgs
decay categories yielding three-jet-like configurations at
Born level. For a given experimental resolution param-
eter y.ut and for each pair of final state partons i,
(quark or gluon), present in the partonic subprocesses
at leading and next-to-leading order, we impose that
min; ;(¥i;) > Yeus in the respective flavoured jet algo-
rithm. We then calculate NLO QCD, i.e (O(a2)), pre-
dictions for the following observables

(a) the energy of the leading flavoured jet, Ej 1;

(b) the energy of the subleading flavoured jet, Ej o;

(c) the angular separation of the leading b- and b-jet,
cos O,3;

(d) the invariant mass of the leading b- and b-jet, my;.

Except for the angular separation, we only consider
scaled observables, normalised to the Higgs mass my.
In all cases, we choose a = 2 in the flavour-kt and
flavour-dressing algorithm and consider only b-quarks
(b-quarks) as flavoured (anti-flavoured).

Theoretical predictions for the four flavour-sensitive
observables defined above are shown in figs. [3] to [] for
two different jet-algorithm resolution parameter, yeu; =
0.1 (solid lines) and ycu; = 0.01 (dashed lines). In all
figures, predictions in the H — bb category are shown
in the top row in red, while predictions for the H — gg
category are shown in the bottom row in blue. Simi-
larly, we show results using the flavour-kt algorithm
in the left-hand column and results using the flavour-
dressing algorithm in the right-hand column. Each plot
consists of two panels, with the upper panel showing
the NLO distributions and the lower panels showing
the differential K-factor NLO/LO for the two values of
the jet-algorithm resolution parameter ycyt.

Scale variations are included by a lighter shaded
band around the central predictions.

Generally, we observe larger rates in the H — bb
decay, owing to the fact that events in this category al-
ways contain at least one b-b pair, whereas most events
in H — gg decays contain only unflavoured partons. We
find larger NLO K-factors in the H — gg decay cate-
gory, owing to the fact that our calculation employs the
HEFT coupling between the Higgs and gluons, mak-
ing it susceptible to large corrections. This is also re-
flected in the larger uncertainty band in predictions in
the H — gg decay category. In both Higgs decay cate-
gories, the magnitude of the NLO corrections is compa-
rable between the flavour-kt and flavour-dressing algo-
rithms, with somewhat larger corrections visible in the
latter. It can be seen that predictions calculated with
larger values of y.ut generally also receive larger NLO
corrections. In all cases, lowering y.,+ leads to wider

distributions, owing to the larger kinematically allowed
phase space.

Before moving on to discussing features specific to
the individual observables, we wish to highlight a pecu-
liar behaviour of the flavour-kr algorithm that results
in some interesting phenomenology. For all observables
shown here, distributions in the flavour-kt algorithm
span a significantly larger value range than predictions
employing the flavour-dressing algorithm. Although it
might appear as if the flavour-kr algorithm allows to
probe phase-space regions with infrared sensitive con-
figurations, this is not the case. The reason for the large
allowed value range can be found in the definition of
the modified distance measure of the flavour-kt algo-
rithm, eq. , which takes the maximum whenever the
softer of the two partons is flavoured. In three-parton
configurations bbg which contain a soft b-quark (or b-
quark), B, < E,, Ej, cf. fig. [2| all distances involv-
ing this quark involve the maximum of the energies,
yp; x max(Ep, E;). As no singularity is associated with
a single (anti-)quark becoming soft, this definition al-
lows for arbitrarily small (anti-)quark energies, in prin-
ciple below the order of the cut-off ycyt, while still re-
taining mini,j(yij) > Yeut- In other words, the flavour-
kT algorithm counts three-particle configuration with a
single arbitrarily soft quark as three-jet configurations,
in contrast to the naive expectation that a soft parti-
cle, regardless of its flavour, does not constitute a jet.
We shall explore the consequence of this peculiar be-
haviour of the application of the flavour-kt algorithm
in analysing thorougly the shape and normalisation of
the distributions presented below.

The energy of the leading flavoured jet, E} 1:
Figure [3| shows the energy of the leading flavoured jet.
In both decay categories and for both choices of the ex-
perimental resolution parameter y..;, we observe sim-
ilar results in the distributions using the flavour-kr
and flavour-dressing algorithm at lower energies. To-
wards the kinematical limit on the right-hand side of
the plots, however, we find substantial differences be-
tween the two jet algorithms: The flavour-dressing algo-
rithm assigns a vanishing probability to configurations
with Ep 1 ~ mp /2, whereas such configurations have a
non-zero probability in the flavour-kr algorithm. This
is related to the treatment of three-particle configura-
tions containing a single soft quark in the flavour-kr
algorithm.

For the H — bb category we find the following K-
factors for the two yeus values: With a yey value of 0.1
we find K-factors around 1.4 — 1.9 for flavour-kt and
1.3 to 1.9 for flavour-dressing.
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Fig. 4 Energy of the subleading b-jet in the H — bb (top row) and H — gg (bottom row) decay category using the flavour-k
(left column) and flavour dressing (right column) algorithm.



For ycut = 0.01, we find K-factors ranging from 1.1
(1.2) to 1.3 (1.3) for flavour-kr (flavour-dressing). In
the H — gg category, we find higher NLO corrections,
which are also reflected in the K-factors. For flavour-
kt and a yey of 0.1, we find K-factors from 1.5 to 2.5,
where we start on the left side with a small increase
from 2.4 up to 2.5 at an energy of Epi/mpy = 0.34,
followed by a decrease to 1.5 for higher energies. The
K-factors are more constant for a y.,; value of 0.01,
varying around 1.4—1.7. Flavour-dressing with a y¢,t of
0.1 starts with K-factors of around 2.2 and then rapidly
increases. A similar behaviour is observed for a ycyus
value of 0.01, where we start at 1.7 and then diverge
again. Flavour-kt does not have these diverging NLO
corrections, because of the previously discussed three-
particle configurations containing a single soft quark.
Analysing the situation regarding the size of the QCD
corrections observed with both algorithms further, the
following can be said: Already at LO, flavour-kr al-
lows one quark to have large energies (and thus the
other quark has almost no energy), whereas flavour-
dressing does not allow for such configurations. Only at
NLO, flavoured jets are allowed to have large energies
in flavour dressing, and thus the K-factors receive large
contributions there.

The energy of the subleading flavoured jet, Ej o:
The distribution of the energy of the subleading flavoured
jet, shown in fig. [] can be explained by a similar rea-
soning as before for the leading flavoured jet distribu-
tion. Due to the peculiar behaviour for pathological
bbg configurations, the flavour-kt algorithm has a non-
vanishing probability to find a flavoured jet with (al-
most) zero energy. As such however, the situation for
the subleading flavoured jet is inverse to the situation
of the leading flavoured jet. Indeed the corresponding
subleading jet distribution now extends all the way to
the maximum of E}, 1 — mp /2, while Ej, o — 0. For this
subleading jet distribution, the gluonic decay category
is subject to rather large NLO corrections at higher
energies. Understanding that flavoured quarks in the
H — gg decay are exclusively generated by secondary
gluon decays, it becomes clear that the high-energy
tail of the subleading-energy distribution receives large
corrections from real corrections in which both gluons
decay to a b-b pair. The K-factors for the fermionic
decay category have a small increase for very low en-
ergies in the flavour-kr algorithm and a decrease for
high-energies for both algorithms. The ranges are from
1.3 (1.2) at to 2.0 (1.9) for flavour-kt with yeus = 0.1
(Yeus = 0.01). For flavour-dressing the ranges are from
1.3 (1.3) to 1.5 (1.4) with Yeut = 0.1 (Yeur = 0.01). The
increase is for all algorithms and y.,+ values towards

lower energies. The gluonic channel has diverging K-
factors for high energies, as alluded to above. Other-
wise, the K-factors range for a y.,¢ of 0.1 from 2.1 to
3.0 for flavour-kt and 2.6 to 3.0 for flavour-dressing,
where for both the K-factor of 3.0 is obtained at an
energy of Epo/mp = 0.3. For a ycy of 0.01 the ranges
are from 1.7 to 1.8 for flavour-kt and around 2.0 — 2.8
for flavour dressing, where again the upper value is ob-
tained at an energy of Ey o/mpy = 0.3. Afterwards the
K-factors diverge, as alluded to above.

The angular separation of the leading b- and b-
jet, cosO,5:

Figure |5[ shows the angular separation of the leading b-
and leading b-jet. We see that the peak of the distri-
butions is located at large angles (cos¢ — —1) in the
H — bb category, whereas it is located at small angles
(cos¢p — 1) in H — gg decays. The reason is that in
Yukawa-induced H — bb, the quark-antiquark pair di-
rectly stems from the Higgs decay and is thus expected
to favour a large angular separation, whereas quark-
antiquark pairs stem from gluon decays in the H — gg
category and, as such, are divergent in the collinear
limit. In H — gg decays, we see another peak towards
cos ¢ = —1, which originates from decays H — gg —
bbbb, in which the leading b and leading b originate from
different gluons. Since this only happens at NLO, these
obtain large NLO-corrections. The same is not visible
in H — bb decays, as the leading b-b pair almost exclu-
sively stems from the primary Higgs-decay vertex. The
peculiar behaviour of the flavour-kt algorithm for the
three-parton configurations with a single soft b-quark
again allows the distributions to span further into the
infrared region, as is visible by the numerically larger
upper limit in the distributions obtained with flavour-
kr. Except for the peak towards cos¢ = —1, the K-
factors for the H — bb channel are ranging from 1.3
(0.8) to 1.7 (1.3) for flavour-kt and a yeyu of 0.1 (0.01),
while the range for flavour-dressing with a yc,¢ of 0.1
is from 1.2 to 1.6, where the decrease is towards higher
cos ¢. The distribution is ended by a sudden increase
in the NLO corrections. Flavour-dressing with a e of
0.01 starts around a K-factor of 1.3 at low energies and
then slowly decreases to a K-factor of 1.0 for higher
energies. For H — gg we find the already discussed ex-
plosion of NLO correction towards cos ¢ = —1 and have
otherwise K-factors in a range from 2.1 (1.5) to 2.2 (1.9)
for a yeus value of 0.1 (0.01), where for yeus = 0.01 the
minimal K-factor of 1.5 is obtained around cos¢ = 0
and possesses a steady increase of the NLO corrections
in both directions. Flavour-dressing again features huge
NLO corrections towards cos ¢ = —1. The descent for
a Yeus Of 0.1 leads at cos¢p = —0.5 to a K-factor of
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3.0, and yields at cos¢ = 0 a K-factor of 2.4. It then
falls further to around 2.2 followed by a sharp increase
again. For a y¢,t of 0.01, the K-factors have a flatter
distribution, where after the explosion on the left-hand
side, it reaches at cos¢ = —0.5 a K-factor of 2.3 and
slowly decreases afterwards down to a K-factor of 1.7
followed again by a sharp spike.

The invariant mass of the leading b- and b-jet,
My

Figure [6] shows the invariant mass of the leading b-
and leading b-jet, my;. While Yukawa-induced decays
favour quarks with a high invariant mass, H — gg de-
cays favour quark-antiquark pairs with a small invariant
mass. Again this can be understood by noting that the
quarks in H — bb decays originate directly from the
primary Higgs-decay vertex, whereas they stem from
secondary gluon splittings in H — gg decays and will
thus have a smaller invariant mass my; ~ (1 — cos 0y3),
due to the form of the g — qq splitting amplitude. The
difference becomes more pronounced for lower values
of Yeut, where the distribution shifts to larger angles
in Yukawa-induced decays and towards smaller angles
in gluonic decays. The main difference between the jet
algorithms is that the flavour-kr allows for smaller val-
ues of my;, which again is explained by the maximum
in the distance measure in equation . The K-factors
for a yeut of 0.1 in the fermionic decay category start
by a peak at low invariant mass, where the peak for
the flavour-dressing goes below a K-factor of 1. Both
algorithms then do not have too much variation in the
K-factors. For flavour-kt the values range from 1.5, at
higher invariant mass, to 1.6 at lower invariant mass.
In flavour-dressing the increase is in the opposite di-
rection with values ranging from 1.3, obtained around
my; = 0.4, to 1.5 for higher invariant mass. Both al-
gorithms then end the distributions with another peak.
Lowering the y.,t value to 0.01 again flattens the distri-
bution a bit. Flavour-kt starts for low invariant mass
at a K-factor of 1.1 and then increases to a maximum
of 1.4. Thereafter it slowly decreases to a K-factor of
1.3 for higher invariant mass. The flavour-dressing algo-
rithm has a small K-factor of 0.2 for very low invariant
mass, but then quickly increases again until reaching
a K-factor of 1.2 around my;/mpy = 0.3 followed by
further increase to 1.3 for higher invariant mass.

The H — gg decay channel has big variations in
the K-factors and need a careful analysis. Starting with
flavour-kt and yeu; = 0.1, we observe that the NLO cor-
rections diverge towards negative infinity for small in-
variant mass, leaving thereby the region where the fixed
order prediction can be trusted. Increasing the invari-
ant mass also increases the NLO corrections, and the K-

factor crosses a value of 1.0 around my;/mpy = 0.03 and
further rapidly increases to 1.8 around my;/mp = 0.1,
2.4 at myz/mpy = 0.3, 2.7 at my;/my = 0.5 and further
to 4.0 at my;/mpy = 0.7, where it then starts to diverge
towards positive infinity.

The distribution is similar for flavour-kr with a yeut
value of 0.01 with the main difference, that after reach-
ing a peak in the K-factor of 2.3 around m;/mpg =
0.16, it starts to decrease again to a K-factor of 1.7,
before the NLO-corrections get larger again for higher
invariant mass. For flavour-dressing the distributions
are similar to flavour-kr, where again for y.,t = 0.1,
we start with very small NLO-corrections at low invari-
ant mass followed by a quick increase and a divergence
towards positive infinity. Similarly for ycus = 0.01, the
NLO-corrections are low at small invariant mass. After
a rapid increase to a K-factor of 1.8 at my;/myg = 0.2,
the NLO-corrections increases to 2.8 at my;/mpy = 0.6
and then start to diverge again.

5 Summary and outlook

In this paper, for the first time, we have computed
flavour-sensitive observables related to hadronic Higgs
decays including both Higgs decay categories, i.e stem-
ming from the underlying processes H — bb and H —
gg including higher order corrections up to O(a?) in
perturbative QCD. The calculation was carried out in
an effective theory in which the Higgs couples directly
to gluons, while massless b-quarks retain a non-vanishing
Yukawa coupling. Specifically, we considered the follow-
ing observables : the energy of the leading and sublead-
ing flavoured jet, the angular separation and the in-
variant mass of the leading b-b pair at relative O(a2)
in QCD. Using the antenna-subtraction framework, the
computations were performed with the parton-level event
generator EERAD3, extended to account for hadronic
Higgs decays. A new flavour layer was implemented in
EERAD3 to allow for the computation of observables
with identified flavoured jets. Flavoured jets were de-
fined using both the flavour-kt and flavour-dressing al-
gorithm. For both algorithms, infrared flavour safety
was explicitly verified in section For each observ-
able, predictions obtained in both Higgs-decay cate-
gories, using both flavoured jet algorithms and for two
values of the experimental resolution parameter ycyt,
i.e., Yeut = 0.1 and yeuy = 0.01 were compared. In all
cases, lowering the parameter y.,t leads to wider dis-
tributions, owing to the larger kinematically allowed
phase space.

Comparing the two Higgs decay modes, we observe
larger rates in the H — bb decay category. This is re-
lated to the fact that events in this category always
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Fig. 6 Invariant mass of the leading b- and b-jet pair in the H — bb (top row) and H — gg (bottom row) decay category
using the flavour-kt (left column) and flavour dressing (right column) algorithm.



13

contain at least one b-b pair, whereas most events in
H — gg decays contain only unflavoured partons. We
find larger NLO K-factors in the H — gg decay cat-
egory, owing to the fact that our calculation employs
the HEFT coupling between the Higgs and the gluons.
Comparing the results obtained using the two flavoured
jet algorithms, it was highlighted that the use of the
flavour-kr algorithm introduces counter-intuitive phe-
nomenological implications, owing to its treatment of
pathological three-parton configurations containing a
single soft flavoured quark. While states with a sin-
gle soft quark do not correspond to infrared singulari-
ties in physical matrix elements, it has the effect that
these configurations are identified as three-jet like de-
spite containing an, in principle, arbitrarily soft quark.

Away from phase-space regions dominated by con-
figurations with a single soft flavoured quark, we find
qualitatively good agreement between the flavour-kr

and the flavour-dressing algorithm, with generally slightly

larger NLO corrections in the latter. Using the flavour
dressing algorithm in particular, the shape and normali-
sation of the individual distributions in both decay cate-
gories have characteristic fixed-order behaviour over the
whole kinematical range. In particular the behaviour at
the kinematical edges, i.e., the drop or peak in the cross
section, can be understood considering only hard final
states in both Higgs decay categories. It is worth men-
tioning though, that the drop or the peak of the distri-
butions seen at the kinematical edges are systematically
exchanged in one or the other Higgs decay categories.
This analysis demonstrates in particular the practical
applicability of the flavour-dressing algorithm to com-
pute flavour-sensitive observables in hadronic Higgs de-
cays including both decay modes.

Our study marks the first step towards a more com-
plete treatment of flavour-induced effects in hadronic
Higgs decays. Obtaining a solid theoretical understand-
ing of these effects will be vital for Higgs precision stud-
ies at future lepton colliders. Among these efforts, two
avenues for future work are particularly worth mention-
ing: the study of flavour-tagged event shapes and the
analysis of the phenomenological impact gained by the
inclusion of NNLO-type corrections to flavour-sensitive
observables in hadronic Higgs decays. We anticipate to
return to both avenues in the future.

Acknowledgements We would like to thank Giovanni Stag-
nitto for useful discussions and a careful reading of the manu-
script. AG and CTP acknowledge support by the Swiss Na-
tional Science Foundation (SNF) under contract 200021-197130
and by the Swiss National Supercomputing Centre (CSCS)
under project ID ETH5f. BCA is supported by the Deutsche
Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, German Research Foundation)
under grant 396021762 - TRR257. Parts of the computations

were carried out on the PLEIADES cluster at the Univer-
sity of Wuppertal, supported by the Deutsche Forschungsge-
meinschaft (DFG, grant No. INST 218/78-1 FUGG) and the
Bundesministerium fiir Bildung und Forschung (BMBF).

References

1. G. Aad, et al., Phys. Lett. B 716, 1 (2012). DOI 10.
1016/j.physletb.2012.08.020

2. S. Chatrchyan, et al., Phys. Lett. B 716, 30 (2012). DOI
10.1016/j.physletb.2012.08.021

3. A. Abada, et al., Eur. Phys. J. ST 228(2), 261 (2019).
DOI 10.1140/epjst/e2019-900045-4

4. A. Arbey, et al., Eur. Phys. J. C 75(8), 371 (2015). DOI
10.1140/epjc/s10052-015-3511-9

5. M. Aaboud, et al., Phys. Lett. B 786, 59 (2018). DOI
10.1016/j.physletb.2018.09.013

6. A.M. Sirunyan, et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 121(12), 121801
(2018). DOI 10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.121801

7. G. Coloretti, A. Gehrmann-De Ridder, C.T. Preuss,
JHEP 06, 009 (2022). DOI 10.1007/JHEP06(2022)009

8. J. Gao, JHEP 01, 038 (2018). DOI 10.1007/
JHEP01(2018)038

9. J. Gao, Y. Gong, W.L. Ju, L.L. Yang, JHEP 03, 030
(2019). DOI 10.1007/JHEP03(2019)030

10. M.X. Luo, V. Shtabovenko, T.Z. Yang, H.X. Zhu, JHEP
06, 037 (2019). DOI 10.1007/JHEP06(2019)037

11. J. Gao, V. Shtabovenko, T.Z. Yang, JHEP 02, 210
(2021). DOI 10.1007/JHEP02(2021)210

12. A. Gehrmann-De Ridder, C.T. Preuss, C. Williams,
(2023)

13. M. Knobbe, F. Krauss, D. Reichelt, S. Schumann,
Eur. Phys. J. C 84(1), 83 (2024). DOI 10.1140/epjc/
s10052-024-12430-4

14. R. Gauld, A. Gehrmann-De Ridder, E.W.N. Glover,
A. Huss, I. Majer, JHEP 10, 002 (2019). DOI 10.1007/
JHEP10(2019)002

15. W. Bizon, E. Re, G. Zanderighi, JHEP 06, 006 (2020).
DOI 10.1007/JHEP06(2020)006

16. S. Zanoli, M. Chiesa, E. Re, M. Wiesemann, G. Zan-
derighi, JHEP 07, 008 (2022). DOI 10.1007/
JHEP07(2022)008

17. A. Behring, W. Bizon, F. Caola, K. Melnikov, R. Rontsch,
Phys. Rev. D 101(11), 114012 (2020). DOI 10.1103/
PhysRevD.101.114012

18. R. Gauld, A. Gehrmann-De Ridder, E.W.N. Glover,
A. Huss, I. Majer, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125(22), 222002
(2020). DOI 10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.222002

19. M. Czakon, A. Mitov, M. Pellen, R. Poncelet, JHEP 06,
100 (2021). DOI 10.1007/JHEP06(2021)100

20. M. Czakon, A. Mitov, M. Pellen, R. Poncelet, JHEP 02,
241 (2023). DOI 10.1007/JHEP02(2023)241

21. R. Gauld, A. Gehrmann-De Ridder, E.-W.N. Glover,
A. Huss, A.R. Garcia, G. Stagnitto, Eur. Phys.
J. C 83(4), 336 (2023). DOI 10.1140/epjc/
510052-023-11530-x

22. A. Gehrmann-De Ridder, T. Gehrmann, E.W.N. Glover,
A. Huss, A.R. Garcia, G. Stagnitto, (2023)

