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1. Introduction 19

A Time Projection Chamber (TPC) is envisaged as the maikitrgaetector of the International 2o
Large Detector (ILD)[[1], [R]. The requirements on the desgg the ILD TPC are driven by the 2
particle flow concept —described if] [1]— and the high precisphysics measurements plannee
at the International Linear Collider (ILC). In talg 1, thesign parameters for the ILD TPC ares
listed. Most important are the momentum resolution, a vegdghit and track efficiency and theza
limited amount of material —respectively radiation lengtlin front of the calorimeters as well aszs
the good hermiticity. 26
A TPC combines a large number of measurement points with gesmlution in three dimensions. 27
This ensures a very robust and efficient pattern recognifitie amplification and readout systems
for such a TPC needs to provide a large area coverage whitglurding a minimum of insensitive 20
regions to allow for a very high particle reconstructionaéfincy, i.e. good hit and track reconstrucso
tion efficiencies. Further, the required momentum resautif 5(1/pr) ~ 1x 1074 /(GeV/c) — =
which translates into a single point resolution of 108 in the kp-plane [L]— has to be achieved.s
Finally, uniform effective gains have to be ensured to aflomprecise dE/dx measurements. Theres
fore, the flatness of the amplification device has to be gteeanby the mechanical design of the
structure. Here GEM (Gas Electron Multiplier) foifg [3] arsed, but within the ILD concept alsoss
other possibilities for signal amplification like MICROMEG [f] or InGrid [§] are under study. s
The support structure described in this paper consistsigh&weight ceramic grid, which ensuress
a constant distance between the different GEM layers. Tideigglued to the GEM so that the ss
system becomes mechanically stable and scalable to vanyimipers of GEMs. With the size of 3o
the grid cell size properly chosen, the structure ensurest arfplification system, which is self- 2«
supporting and can be easily mounted on a readout plane viidiimal dead zones. a



Table 1. Performance and design parameters for the TPC with staredecttonics and pad readout as
defined in the ILD Detailed Baseline Documeft [2].

Parameter
Geometrical parameters fin fout z
329 mm 1808 mm =+ 2350 mm
Solid angle coverage Up to cBs~ 0.98 (10 pad rows)
TPC material budget ~ 0.05 X including outer fieldcage in r

< 0.25 X, for readout endcaps in z
Number of pads/timebuckets ~ 1-2 x 10°/1000 per endcap

Pad pitch/ no.padrows ~ 1x 6 mn¥ for 220 padrows

Opoint IN T ~ 60 um for zero drift,< 100 um overall
Opoint IN 1Z ~ 0.4— 1.4 mm (for zero — full drift)

2-hit resolution in ¢ ~2mm

2-hit resolution in rz ~ 6 mm

dE/dx resolution ~5%

Momentum resolution at B=3.5 T5(1/pr) ~ 10~%/(GeV/c) (TPC only)

In the following, the design of the support system is desctibnd its impact on the performance:
of the GEM readout in terms of hit efficiency, tracking perfi@nce and single point resolution isis
studied. a4

2. Design, Material and Flatness of Grid GEMs a5

In this section, a new concept to support GEMs with a ceragpickis introduced. This structure 4s
ensures constant transfer and induction gaps in betwedBEh:foils. The gaps inside the GEM 4
stack are called transfer regions, while the gap betweérGla#/ foil and readout board is men-as
tioned as induction region. 49
The support structure is made of an aluminum oxide ceramigdi# [B]. This material is very so
stiff, an excellent insulator and machinable by laser ogtti A technical drawing of the grids, s
which were produced to hold standard 2010 cn? GEMs in a TPC prototype at DESY][7], cans:
be seen in figur§] 1(a). The relevant characteristics are suixed in tabld]2. The advantage ofs
the grid support is the almost edgeless mounting, whichigesvthe possibility to mount two grid s4
modules very close to each other with only a minimal gap ofldeaterial in between. In addition, ss
the optical transparency as ratio of uncovered to totalisemsrea is about 96 %. The outer di-se
mensions of the grid are chosen to fit in a medium size TPC fyqmto The restriction to the ratio s
1: 1 for width and height of the bars is given by the currentipition process. In order to achieves
a width of only 1 mm, but a height of 2 mm, which is needed to mte\sufficiently large transfer so
gaps in the GEM stack, two grids were glued on top of each other 60
A triple grid GEM stack was produced by gluing GEM foils ditlgconto the grids with a two- e
component epoxy resin glue (polybond EP 461§€J3 [9]). The gronly glued on the outer bars toez
avoid glue stains on the sensitive GEM area. A stretchindhegting of the foils is —in contrast e3
to the traditional frame mounting— not necessary. This pisrthe mounting structure to be thin,es
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Figure 1. (a) Drawing of ceramics grid[|[8]. All measures are given iflimeters. (b) Relative position of
grid and pad plane. Row one and twelve are also in the semsitea of the GEM foils, but not connected
due to a limited amount of available readout channels.

Table 2. Material properties and dimensions of grid support stnectu
grid support measures

material AbO3
radiation length X=7.0cm
resistivity > 102Qcm

bending strength og = 350MPa
outer dimensions 117 117 mn?
cell size 37 37mn?
sensitive GEM area  1010cn?
optical transparency 96 %

structure width 1mm
structure height 1mm
since only small mechanical forces have to be absorbed. 65

The assembled GEM stack is placed on a readout plane ingttacheith pads with an area ofss
1.27 x 7mn?, shown in figurd]1(b). Adjacent rows of pads are staggeredatfyaipad pitch and e
the grid is aligned to the pads. The sensitive region of theaat plane is about 6% 70 mn?. s
To study the impact of the grid on the tracking performanteyas placed above a normal pads
plane. The complete area, including the pads directly bétevgrid structure, is instrumented. Foro
the given pad and grid mesh size, in total, about 26 % of the pael partly covered by the grid.~:
Therefore, it is essential to study the impact the grid hatherperformance and to determine the:
impact on pads directly beneath and adjacent to the gridtanel 73
The radiation length of aluminum oxide (7 cm, cf. taldle 2) tealse compared to = 19.4cm for 7
glass fiber reinforced plastic (GRP)]10]. However, the limpdtrength of the ceramic grid allowszs
the surface of the support structure to be built signifigagsthaller compared to the GRP surfaces
of the traditional mounting frames, which have a width of 1@ nThe finer grid structures resultz



in five times less dead material inside the detector assuentrigle GEM structure and comparedrs
to the conventional GEM mounting. 79
An additional advantage of the new procedure is the flatneeanounted GEM foils. In[[11], a so
detailed study of conventionally mounted GEM surface pesfit presented. For this purpose eight
GRP framed and stretched GEM surface profiles were measndeguantified with their maximal sz
height deviationg) z. This variable varies for the eight GEMs between g&#tand 922um [[L1]. e
A parametrization of charge transfers in GEM amplificatitacks described irf [12] allows simu-ss
lation of effective gains. Using this simulation in comHtina with the measured surface profilesss
the gain uniformity for tracks over the readout of a TPC piygie are studied in[11]. 86
Here, only the results of this analysis are quoted and carubmengrized in stating, that a flatsr
mounting of GEMs with &\ z < 600um is necessary in order to reach the required dE/dx resok-
tion of smaller than five percent for the ILD TP [1]. Only haffthe framed GEMs measured inss
[LT] meet the flatness requirements. The GEM profiles mounttdthe new grid structure were so
also measured and both surfaces fulfill the demands for timeugéformity with aA z of 385um o
respectively 514um, although no thermal stretching was applied during thinglprocess. For the o2
mounting procedure with GRP frames, such a stretching idateeWithin the limits of the avail- s3
able statistics, it can therefore be stated, that the gnidtsire ensures besides its other advantages
a sufficiently flat mounting. 95

3. Experimental Setup for Studies of a Grid GEM TPC with Cosmic Muon Data %

For the studies, a triple grid GEM stack composed of100 cn? GEMs (double conical holes, s
hole pitch 14Qum, 50/70um inner/outer hole diameter) was constructed with the cergmds. s
The stack was operated in a prototype TPC with an inner dema$t27 cm and drift length of o
66 cm at magnetic fields of up to 4T. The GEM support structuas ywounted on top of theioo
readout plane described in sectign 2. Ten complete pad r@ms read out with charge sensitivex
preamplifiers followed by a 12.5 MHz flash ADC system|[13]. Awioting gas, the so-called P5o
mixture (95 % argon and 5% methane) was used and the drift\iakiset to 90 V/cm in orderios
to be —due to the velocity plateau at this value— indepenffemy small drift field variations. 104
The GEMs were used with voltages between 320V and 325 V. $-@ld.5 kv/cm were applied inios
the 2 mm wide transfer gaps, while a field of 3 kV/cm is used en3tmm wide induction region. i0s
With the used TPC prototype an effective gain measuremambtipossible, but using the abovey
mentioned parametrizatiofh J12] a gain of 10,000 can be estichfor the setup used here. Twaos
scintillator counters —above and below the prototype— aigat in coincidence were used to trigros
ger on cosmic muons. More details about the trigger systairttenwhole setup can be found imuwo
[E] 111
The coordinate system used in the reconstruction is defipdddebpad plane —x is pointing hori-112
zontally over the pad columns, while y follows the vertioavs— and the drift distance along the:s
chamber axis, corresponding to the z axis. 114
The data reconstruction is divided in three steps. Firstpd-wise charge deposition from differus
ent time bins (corresponding to z values) is combined roseviiy a center of gravity method taas
three dimensional space points of charge, here denoted.bg&cond, a track finding algorithmiz
is applied, which combines the hits to a track candidatealRinthe tracks are fitted with an algo4s
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Figure 2. (a) Normalized charge sum —integrated over a measuremant ron the readout pads. In
each row, pads 9, 10 and pads 39, 40 are covered partly by thieavgrid bars. The horizontal bars are
positioned in row four and nine of the pad plane. (b) Influeatéhe horizontal grid bar on the number
of pads contributing to a hit. The distribution has been radizad to the total number of entries. In both
figures data measured at a magnetic field of 4 T are shown.

rithm assuming a circular path. More details about the rsitantion algorithms can be found inuo

[E] . 120

4. Grid Impact on Charge Measurement 121

The charge deposited on a single pad is the starting poirthéoreconstruction. Therefore thez
impact of the grid on the charge has been studied by invéistigshe total amount of chargenzs
deposited throughout a long data taking period with abou®G@l triggers. Assuming that thezs
cosmic rays illuminate the TPC uniformly, any deviationsnfran uniform charge distribution isizs
likely caused by the grid structure. 126
Figure[P(a) shows the normalized charge sum per pad inee@ter a measurement run wither
about 61,000 triggers. The structure of the grid is cleaidible through regions of reduced overalks
charge. The vertical bars, going in the direction of inciggsow numbers, cover large fractionszs
of the pad underneath. Due to the staggering, on average wds0 % of a pad in this region isiso
covered by a grid bar. For the horizontal bars, orientedlighta the x axis, the bars cover only ones:
out of seven millimeters or about 15 %. The observed redudticharge per pad is about 25 % fors2
the horizontal bars, and 60 % for the vertical bars, which i®ugh agreement with the assumptioias
that the charge reduction is to the first order proportiondhé geometrical area coverage through
the grid. 135
The results show that a clear impact of the grid on the chaegegited on the pads exists. Mosts
important is therefore the alignment of the vertical bard #re pad plane. The latter should haver
a staggered design to insure, that not a complete columnds igasshadowed by the grid. Thess
horizontal bars should be aligned to the middle of a pad rowrder to minimize their impact. 13
For a large scale TPC the design of the support structureohias aidapted to the module layouito
to ensure that all pads are able to provide useful chargalsigwhich is desirable to preserve the:
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Figure 3. (a) Sketch of the neighboring vertical regions used for carafive studies of the influence of

vertical grid bars. Each region has a width of 1.27 mm. (buknfice of the vertical grid bar on the number
of pads contributing to a hit for the different regions, measl at a magnetic field of 4 T. The distributions
are normalized to the number of entries.

good pattern recognition performance of the TPC. In thefalhg section, the impact on the hita:
reconstruction is studied. 143

5. Grid Impact on Hit Reconstruction and Hit Efficiencies 144

In this section, the impact of the grid on the number of padh signals contributing to a hit andus
to the single hit efficiency is presented. More details likelges of the hit position, position uncersas
tainty and the hit charge can be found|in][11]. 147
Hits are reconstructed within a row, as described in se@iolm figure[P(b) and]3(b) the average:s
number of pads contributing to a hit is shown, studying ttiiémce of horizontal (cf. figurg 2(b))14
and vertical (cf. figur@|3(b)) grid bars. The solid histogrsimows the distribution for hits which areso
located more than 5mm away from a grid bar where the impadiefitid bar can be neglectedis:
Hits reconstructed in an area of the pad plane where a padaseld below a grid are shown ins:
the same plot in the dashed histogram, for an area covereleblgdrizontal bar in figurf 2(b),ss
for an area covered by the vertical bar in fig{ire 3(b). In batbes, the average number of pads
contributing to a hit is reduced. Close to the grid structumere two-pad hits occur, which causess
a larger uncertainty on the hit position when using a cerftgravity method in the reconstructiornss
[E] 157
To study how localized this effect is, hits with a center advgty on pads directly adjacent to, Otss
two or three pads away from, a covered pad are studied. Footimontal bars, an effect is seen fotse
the covered row (mean value of pads/hit distribution dropsf2.79 to 2.65) and a smaller effecio
for the adjacent row (mean value reduction only to 2.70). tRervertical bar as well, only hitsie
on the directly adjacent region are strongly affected (mesdme reduction for pad/hit distributionusz
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Figure 4. (a) Single hit efficiencies for a row not covered by a horiabgtid bar. The binning corresponds
to half a pad pitch. (b) Single hit efficiency as function of tow number. An almost flat distribution can
be observed. Only the last row has a slightly lower value duetd pads in this row. All data measured at
a magnetic field of 4 T.

from 2.96 in reference region to 2.55), while hits furtheiagsoehave essentially as in the referenee
region (mean values for 1 pad distance: 3.05, 2 pads dist@x@&, 3 pads distance: 2.96). Sincg
the pad response function (PRF) has a width of 0.67-0.78 nirdifi@rent drift distances, it canaes
be stated that hits occurring more than two widths of the RiRié pad pitch) away from the griciss
structure are not influenced by it. 167
In the following, the efficiency to reconstruct a hit is cdated as the number of reconstructes
hits relative to the expected number of hits at this positibime study was performed on a sample
of about 42,000 single cosmic muon tracks. To determinetpeaed number of hits, tracks areo
searched for in the sensitive volume. The row for which theefficiency is investigated is ex-171
cluded from the track finding and fitting. The expected hitifpars in the row under investigationiz2
is calculated from the parameters of the track. A hit reqocgtd in this row is tagged as found ifzs
it is located within one pad width of the expected hit positio 174
With the used setup, tracks could have at most 10 rows caiitith To ensure a sample of wellss
defined tracks, all rows except the one under investigatiemexjuired to show a hit on the trackizs
The hit efficiency as a function of x for row seven (not influeddy a horizontal grid bar) is shown
in figure[4(a). The binning is chosen such, that each bin spaeds to half a pad pitch, since thes
row wise staggering corresponds exactly to this half pachpif drop in the efficiency is clearlyizs
visible for the x regions affected by the vertical grid bashile the overall hit efficiency for this 1so
row can still be quoted with 98 % [[L1]. 181
To study the effect of the horizontal bars, only tracks witiglectable curvature between the vertis
cal bars are used. In figufe 4(b) the hit efficiency is shown fametion of the row number, inte-1ss
grating over all x. The impact of the horizontal grids in rdwete and nine is negligible comparegks
to the influence of a dead pad in row ten, which has a significéower intrinsic hit efficiency.  1ss
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Figure 5. (a) Influence of a horizontal grid bar on the hit distance irnrection. (b) Impact of the vertical
grid on the hit distance in x direction. Compared are regisitls different distances to a vertical grid bar.
All data measured at a magnetic field of 4 T. The distributiaresnormalized.

6. Impact of the Grid on the Track Reconstruction 186

Particle tracks are reconstructed from measured spacéspwnyrfitting track parameters to theses
points. In this section, the impact of the grid structureshenpoint resolution and possible biasass
in the reconstruction of the points due to the grid are studie 189

Distances Distances and residuals of hits describe the space betwdearal the correspondingiso
fitted track. In the case of residuals, the actual hit is ed@ibfrom the fit, while for distances thes:
hit is included in the fit. Residuals and distances are usedltulate the single point resolutions:
with the help of the geometric mean method describefl jn [#4}e, only the impact of the grid orues
the distances is presented. The results for the residualsecéound in [I]L]. 194
The uncertainty on the hit position for rows covered by a gtricture is larger, since the numzss
ber of struck pads per hit is smaller. Consequently, thesedat smaller weights in the fittinguos
procedure and are not able to pull the fitted track into thieeation as much as hits with smallersr
uncertainties. In figurg] 5(a), as before, rows with threesypf coverage are compared. As exes
pected, the distances get larger for grid adjacent and gxidred rows. 199
To assess the impact of the vertical structures, the disimib of distances is shown for the referzoo
ence sample and the four regions close to the vertical grichiaure[p(b). In contrast to the otheto
distributions, the one for the adjacent region is not synimetith respect to zero, the maximumioz
is slightly shifted towards positive values of x and a taipresent on the negative side. The imes
pact of the grid structure is that hit positions are artifigiahifted away from the bars during theos
reconstruction. Since the number of tracks left to the gad (outer region of pad plane) is to@os
low, only the region to the right of the grid bars are analyZHgiat is the reason for the observablgs
asymmetry in the distribution. The distance distributiohall other regions are symmetric, whichor
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Figure 6. (a) Single point resolution as function of the drift lengthn & reference data set and a measure-
ment run with grid GEMs at a magnetic field of 4 T. Both setsdirame) were taken with the same field
configuration and ten out of ten possible hits per track wegeired. (b) Influence of the horizontal grid bars
on the single point resolution deduced by jfemethod including a pad response correction at a magnetic
field of 4 T. Shown are single point resolutions as functiothefdrift length for six individual rows, two for
each case of grid coverage. An impact of the vertical bargaglad by excluding the outer x regions.

supports the assumption that the impact of the grid affechg lits located on directly adjacentos
pads and no further and broader shadowing effect takes.place 209

Single Point Resolution The single point resolution is of particular importanceriaicking de- 210
tectors. It eventually impacts the momentum resolution lafge scale TPC and gives a handle ta
judge the performance. 212
The single point resolution is determined wittyatrack fit method including pad response funess
tion (PRF) corrections. Details of this method and its immatation are given if[lL4]. The tracks

Table 3. Track cuts for single point resolution determination.

variable requirement

number of tracks ks = 1

number of hits Ris = DNows

X region 254 mm< Xpir < 59.06 mm

curvature x| < 0.02mnr?

inclination in yz-plane |6| < 0.45rad

inclination in xy-plane |$| < O.lrad

214

are selected according to the cuts summarized in fable 3. 215

In figure [§(a), the single point resolution is shown for a refiee run from a setup using frameels
GEMs compared with data obtained with grid GEMs. Both measents were performed in asr
magnetic field of 4 T and with identical GEM settings. The @lifnces between both measures
ments are small — about.én, which is in the range of normal run to run variations. 219
To draw a conclusion about the impact of the horizontal siines on the single point resolutionzzo
the effects of horizontal and vertical bars have to be dsegled. Hence, a cut on the x coordea
nate of hits is made to exclude the outer regions covereddyailtical bars. A safety distance ofz2
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Figure 7. (a) Influence of the horizontal grid bars on the single poastotution as function of the drift
length at a magnetic field of 4 T. The region in x is restrictedn area without vertical bars. (b) Single point
resolution for regions covered by a vertical grid bar (dashesen) and x ranges, where no vertical bar is
shadowing the pad plane (solid black), measured at a madiedti of 4 T.

3 mm to the vertical bars has been chosen. For a detailedstadding of the impact of horizontabzs
coverage, a comparison of row-wise calculated single pesulutions is presented in figule 6(b}es
A very clear distinction can be made between rows coverednahdovered by the grid, almostes
20um difference can be observed over the full drift length. e tows adjacent to the grid showezs
different results. The one closer to the horizontal bar, tenv(cf. figurd JL(b)), is much more influ-zz
enced than row three (almost half a pad height of distandegse/results are only slightly worse:zs
than those of the two reference rows. 229
A comparison of the single point resolution using all avalgeten rows, but with the same restricsso
tion on the x region, can be seen in figllfe 7(a). The resultw shat the horizontal bars have nes:
influence on the measurement as a whole in terms of the siogienesolution. 232
To illustrate the impact of vertical bars on the single po@#olution, two sets of different regionsss
of x are compared in figutfg 7(b). One set includes the x rangemed both vertical grid bars, whilezss
the other contains two reference areas of the same widtlinoalvered by a vertical bar. Each aress
has a width of 8.62 mm: 1 mm for the bar itself and three padseddft and to the right. The widthzzs
of the areas is defined by the need to be close to the vertical beder to be sensitive to the effectss:
and to be wide enough to have large enough statistics to glgible results. Furthermore, a certaifs
width is needed to avoid an intrinsi cut in addition to theb requirement from tablf 3. For thisss
comparison, tracks with at least six out of ten hits are ustig.hits are needed to ensure stabie
track fits. Requiring more hits, would exclude tracks infleesh by the grid. 241
A clear difference between the reference and the grid cdveagions is visible. The deviations.
develop from 1@um at short drift distances to almost g at the far end of the drift volume. Inzas
the case of the covered regions, less statistics is availableasing the uncertainties on the single
point resolution. 245
To summarize the effect on the single point resolution, it ba stated that the overall resolutioss
is not affected in a critical way. The impact of the verticatbis as expected larger, compared io
the one from the horizontal structures, which is negligilbler a large scale TPC, where many hitss

—10 -



per track are available, hits close to support structurasagely be excluded from the track fit aneho
by this from the single point and momentum resolution deteation, while still being used in thezso
pattern recognition. In this way an efficient track findingnd#e ensured together with a preciss:
determination of the track parameters. 252

7. Conclusion 253

A novel scheme to support and mount GEM foils inside a TPC le&s ldeveloped. This selfzsa
supporting structure is made of a ceramic grid glued in betwtbe GEM foils. Ceramic is wellzss
suited for applications in a gas amplification system duéstelectrical and mechanical propertiesss
since it is a good insulator and at the same time very stifé miaterial budget can be reduced with,
respect to mounting GEMs on GRP frames. The new supporttsteuallows a stable operationss
and has been successfully tested in a medium size TPC petoty 250
In order to quantify the impact of the grid GEMs on the trackomstruction, cosmic muon trackseo
have been recorded in a magnetic field of 4 T. The data andigsishown that the impact of thes:
ceramic grid is visible in all steps of the track reconstiarctdue to a reduction of the measured:
charge. However, the impact of the bars perpendicular arallplato the longer axis of a readoutss
pad have to be treated separately. The horizontal strgctioenot affect the hit efficiency. Thesas
single point resolution obtained with grid GEMs covered lyizontal bars is competitive withzes
results of previous GEM mounting methods. Vertical barglpoe shifted hits in their immediatess
vicinity and the single point resolution is worsened by ug@d6 close to these structures. 267
The advantages of the developed grid support structurehareninimal amount of material, thess
achievable flatness without the need of stretching the, fiitssalmost edgeless module borders ang
the possibility to cover large areas without significantgakhe developed grid mounting structurgo
will enable the step from small GEM applications —used fargftof-principle studies— to a largezn:
scale GEM TPC in a modern high energy detector like the ILDaAsntermediate step towards:2
this goal, readout modules of size and design comparablectorie envisaged for a large scales
TPC are being developed implementing the Grid GEM mountdjrst test has been performedr.
with one module[[15] in a large TPC prototyge][16]. Based @séhresults, tests with an improvegs
design are currently under way with three modules to shovapipdicability of the novel mounting 276
structure under realistic conditions. 2717
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