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Abstract: The Cooling Storage Ring (CSR) External-target Experiment(CEE) is the first multi-
purpose nuclear physics experimental device to operate in the GeV energy range at the Heavy-Ion
Research Facility(HIRFL-CSR) in Lanzhou, China. The primary goals of the CEE are to study
the bulk properties of dense matter and to understand the quantum chromo-dynamic (QCD) phase
diagram by measuring the charged particles produced in heavy-ion collisions at the target region
with large acceptance. An inner time of flight (iTOF) system has been proposed to measure the mul-
tiplicity, angular distribution, and time information of the charged particles. Herein, we introduce
the performance requirements of iTOF according to calculations and GEANT4 simulations. The
proposed system is characterized by high granularity and time performance, hence, the conceptual
design of the iTOF wall adopts high granularity Multi-gap Resistive Plate Chambers (MRPC) with
a time resolution around 30 ps. To evaluate the MRPC design, the cosmic ray test was performed.
A timing resolution better than 28 ps and an efficiency better than 98% have been achieved for
MIPs, as interpreted by the cosmic ray GEANT4 simulation of time jitter components.
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1 Introduction

Quantum chromodynamics(QCD)is a modern theory describing the strong interactions that govern
more than 90% of the visible matter in nature. Although nuclear physicists have significantly
advanced QCD in recent years, many unknowns remain, especially the phase structure of strongly
interacting matter under the QCD degrees of freedom. For example, we do not yet understand the
phase transition of matter from the hadron degree of freedom that of quark-gluon, and the possible
phase transition critical point [1]. Moreover, We know little about the equation describing the state
of strongly interacting matter under various temperature and density conditions [2]. These are the
central scientific issues involved in heavy-ion collision experiments. To study these issues and have
a deeper understanding of QCD, various heavy-ion collision experiments are planned or underway,
such as LHC-ALICE [3], RICH-STAR [4], FIAR-CBM [5], and NICA-MPD [6]. China is actively
participating in the related research. In China, the HIRFL-CSR [7] and the high intensity heavy ion
accelerator facility(HIAF) [8] under construction can provide beams of different nuclei types in the
GeV energy region, which are important to study of high baryon density QCD matter. The CEE is
a spectrometer focusing on charged final-state particle measurements running on HIRFL-CSR, and
it will continue its operation, with possible upgrades, at HIAF[9]. The CEE spectrometer works
in a fixed target mode. It is designed to achieve high precision measurement of charged final-state
particles with large detection acceptance. The conceptual design diagram of the CEE is shown in
Fig 1. It comprises a set of sub-detectors, including beam monitor, T0 detector [10], time projection
chamber (TPC) [11], inner TOF (iTOF), multi-wire drift chamber (MWDC) [12], external TOF
(eTOF), and zero-degree calorimeter (ZDC) [13]. It also has a large super-conducting dipole
magnet. Two sets of measurement and identification systems for charged particles were designed
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for the CEE spectrometer. For high rapidity, or small angle region(0° - 25°), the charged particles
are identified by eTOF combined with MWDC; for medium rapidity, or large angle region(25°
- 107°),charged particles are identified by iTOF combined with TPC. In addition, the start times
of eTOF and iTOF are provided by T0 detector. Here the TPC adopts a double-sensitive-volume
design, with an outer envelope size of 1500 mm(X,horizontal)× 920 mm(Y,vertical) × 1200 mm(Z)
(Z is along the beamline direction). There is a 130 mm wide gap in the TPC,the target is located at
Z = -350 mm from the center of the TPC. To maximize the acceptance and detection efficiency, the
iTOF system is divided into four regions close to the TPC in the conceptual design.

Figure 1. Schematic layout of the CEE spectrometer.

2 iTOF system design

The TOF system is critical for the identification of charged particles in the GeV energy region. An
important characteristic of a TOF system is the time performance. The time resolution requirements
should be calculated according to the category and momentum range of the particles to be identified,
combined with the flight distance of the particles. In HIRFL-CSR, the beam energy is / 1 GeV/u.
Fig 2(a) shows the phase space distribution of charged particles in the final-state of 500 MeV/u UU
centering collision by UrQMD [14] generator,with the x-axis and y-axis represeting the particles’
emission polar angle and momentum,respectively. Fig 2(a) also shows that most of the particles
are concentrated arround 0.5 rad. degree, and the momentum of particles in the iTOF coverage
is typically lower than 1.5 GeV/c; therefore, the requirement for PID is not high. However,for
HIAF,as the beam energy is increased to a few GeV/u, the momentum of the final-state particles is
also significantly increased. It is important to consider the time performance requirement of iTOF
for high beam energies. Fig 2(b) shows the phase space distribution of charged particles in the
final state of 1.5 GeV/u UU centering collision. The momentum of particles in the iTOF coverage
increase to 2 - 3 GeV/c. Thus, higher requirements are placed on the performance of iTOF.

– 2 –



(a) (b)

Figure 2. Phase space distribution of final-state charged particles of 500 MeV/u UU centering collision
(left) and 1.5 GeV/u UU centering collision (right).

(a) (b)

Figure 3. Variation of 𝜋/K and K/p separation power with momentum at 0.5 m flight distance (momentum
dispersion is not considered).

The goal of iTOF is to achieve the 𝜋/K/p separation of 3𝜎 for >95% charged particles produced
in heavy-ion collision at CEE. The separation power of particle identification can be defined as [15]:

𝑛𝜎 =
|𝑇1 − 𝑇2 |

𝜎
= |𝑚2

1 − 𝑚2
2 |

𝐿

2𝑐𝑝2 𝜎
(2.1)

Here, L is particle flight distance, p is particle momentum, 𝑚1 and𝑚2 represent two different particle
masses, and𝜎 is the time resolution. Fig 3 shows the variation of 𝜋/K and K/p separation power with
momentum at different flight distances and time resolutions.In this case, the time resolution includes
the time jitter provided by the T0 detector. Thus,as seen in Fig 3,for a overall time resolution of
50 ps in the condition of 0.5 m flight distance,the 3𝜎 separation power gives an upper momentum
of 1.1 GeV/c for 𝜋/K separation, and 1.8 GeV/c for K/p separation. For a longer flight distance,
such as 1.2 m, the 3𝜎 separation power extends to 1.8 GeV/c and 2.8 GeV/c for 𝜋/K and K/p
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identification respectively, fulfilling the PID needs even at HIAF. A system time resolution of 50 ps
means that the iTOF needs to achieve a time accuracy of ∼30 ps.

Since the expected beam intensity of the CEE is 106/𝑠, and the reaction rate of the target
is 1%,it yields a total reaction rate of 10 kHz. Considering the high multiplicity of heavy-ion
collision experiments, a high particle flux on the iTOF wall is foreseen. To ensure an occupancy
of no more than 15%, the granularity of iTOF should be high enough, to produce a total readout
channel of ∼1500. We built a GEANT4 [16] simulation frame combined with 500 MeV/u UU
collision events source generated by an IQMD [17] generator to calculate the hit density of iTOF
particles. In the simulation, four iTOF walls were placed close to the TPC sides, including the
left side, right side, bottom side, and forward side along the beam direction. The left and right
TOF walls have the same sensitive volume of 1355 mm(W)× 1000 mm(H)×100 mm(T),and the
shortest distance to TPC surface is 5 cm. The bottom TOF wall is divided into two equal parts,
each with a sensitive volume of 1355 mm(W)× 670 mm(H)×100 mm(T),and the shortest distance
to TPC surface is also 5 cm. The forward TOF wall only covers part of the TPC surface, comprising
four modules with a sensitive volume of 670 mm(W)× 300 mm(H)×75 mm(T). Both TPC and
iTOF walls were placed in a uniform magnetic field of 0.5 T. The simulation results are shown
in Fig 4: the upper left and right graphs represent the hit density distribution on the left and right
TOF walls; the lower left and right graphs represent the hit density distribution on the bottom and
forward TOF walls. The simulation results illustrate that the hit density on the left and right iTOF
walls is less than 0.0016 hit/cm2, and the hit density of the right wall is lower than that of the
left wall because of positively charged particles, which are produced much more abundantly than
negatively charged particles.The hit density on the bottom iTOF wall is less than 0.0025 hit/cm2.
On the front iTOF wall,the hit density is relatively low except for the position close to the beam
line, which is 0.005 hit/cm2.The left, right, and bottom walls use detectors with a sensitive area
of 45 cm2, with an occupancy of 11.25%.The forward wall employs a detector with a sensitive
area of 25 cm2,with an occupancy rate of 12.5%. It is clear that for such high granularity, the use
of scintillators would incur huge costs; therefore the CEE collaboration has opted to use MRPC
since this detector technique effectively balances time resolution, efficiency, and cost requirements.
Based on the above simulation and analysis,the structure of the iTOF system was determined, with
the conceptual design shown in Fig 5. The total sensitive area of iTOF is ∼6m2, covering the polar
angle range from 25° to 107°. The iTOF walls comprise 16 super modules(SMs) and a total of 38
MRPC detectors. Each SM is composed of two or three MRPC detectors according to the different
regions. To achieve the time resolution requirements of PID, the ultra-high time resolution (<30 ps
) MRPC prototype with high precision readout electronics is adopted. In the following section, we
describe the methods used to design and test the MRPC prototype, including the configuration of
MRPC structure,readout electronics, and cosmic ray testing results.

3 R&D of iTOF-MRPC

3.1 Structural design

The MRPC is a gaseous detector with excellent time resolution and high detection efficiency,
invented in 1996 by the LAA project for the ALICE experiment [18].Typically,the time resolution
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Figure 4. Track density on iTOF wall for 500 MeV/u U-U collision, the unit is per event per square
centimeter.

(a) (b)

Figure 5. Layout of the iTOF system.
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of MRPC is approximately 50 ps,such as the MRPC3b for CBM TOF [19]. The intrinsic time
resolution of a single gap RPC is [20]:

𝜎𝑡 =
1.28

(𝛼 − [)𝑣 (3.1)

where 𝛼 − [ is the effective Townsend coefficient and v is the electron drift velocity in the gas
gap.Based on this equation,the intrinsic time resolution of an MRPC depends only on the effective
Townsend coefficient and the drift velocity, both increasing as the electric field E gets stronger.
The movement of the electrons from an avalanche in the gas gap is rapid and generates the fast
signal. The ratio of the fast signal to the total signal is 1/𝛼D [21], where 𝛼 is the first Townsend
coefficient and D is the gap width. According to these basic ideas, designing a high time resolution
MRPC requires the electrons in the gas gap to drift rapidly,and the ratio of fast signal reasonably
high. These two aspects can be fulfilled by increasing E, which in turn increases 𝛼 and 𝑣 (thus
improving 𝜎𝑡 ), and decreasing D (which keeps fast signal ratio high). Therefore, building such
a MRPC with time resolution better than 30 ps while maintaining an efficiency close to 100%
is theoretically achievable. The main methodology to improve the MRPC’s time resolution is to
reduce the thickness of gas gaps and increase the number of gas gaps. This increases the ratio of
the fast signal while reducing the time wiggle caused by the electron drift. At the same time, more
gas gaps can also improve the detection efficiency.

In addition, to ensure that a high resolution MRPC can be designed, the signal integrity of the
detector must be considered. Signal integrity refers to the signal shape remaining as constant as
possible during the transfer of the signal from the readout strip to the electronics. In the perfect case,
the signal is output from the end of the readout strip and directly enters the front-end electronics
(FEE) for discrimination and amplification. However, due to the MRPC structure, it is challenging
for the FEE to be integrated with the readout board. In the general readout design, signals are
induced from different layers of readout boards that are aggregated to the same readout board
through signal pins, and then transmitted to the FEE through transmission lines and connectors.
Every part of the transmission process affects the leading edge of the signal. In addition, for multi-
layer MRPC, the signal is drawn from the middle PCB traditionally, as shown as Fig 6(a). Since the
time of particles arriving at the different layers of the MRPC are different, the signals induced by
each PCB also have time differences. Generally, it can be corrected by traces on the PCB. However,
the longer the traces, the greater is the impact on the signal. To minimize this extra trace, the iTOF
MRPC signal is led out from the bottom readout PCB (the readout PCB away from target during
experiment) as shown as Fig 6(b). Moreover, the FEE is connected directly to the bottom readout
PCB through a high-quality, high-bandwidth connector.

Another factor that affects the signal integrity is impedance matching, which is an important
concept in signal transmission theory. For MRPC, the impedance mismatch brings two problems.
One is that a reflected signal is generated. If the reflected signal is close in time to the original
signal, it is superimposed on the original signal, distorting the signal shape. The other is causing
the loss of the original signal charge, which is disadvantageous to the measurement of the signal.
The MRPC signal is induced on the readout strip, passed through the signal pins, PCB traces,
connectors, and finally transmitted to the FEE. The impedance of all parts should be matched as
much as possible. The impedance of the MRPC FEE is generally 110Ω differential,e.g... for NINO.
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But the impedance of MRPC itself is very difficult to be as high as this value. The MRPC can be
simplified into a parallel structure of multiple parallel-plate capacitors, and its impedance is related
to factors such as the distance between PCBs and the width/pitch of the readout strip. For example,
the MRPC3b we designed for CBM TOF has 2×5 gaps with a gap size of 230 `m and strip width
of 7 mm [19]. The impedance of this prototype is around 50 Ω differential and matched to the
preamplifier with a parallel resistor, which means more than half of the signal charge is dispersed.
The iTOF MRPC plans to use a four-stack structure, allowing the impedance to be further reduced.
Although the multi-stack structure increases the amount of induced signal charge, the fraction of
signal flowing into the FEE will still be small, if the impedance matching is not properly dealt with.
The finite-element method (FEM) calculation with ANSYS [22] show that increasing the distance
of PCB and reducing the width of the readout strips can increase the impedance, but the narrow
readout strips reduce the amount and the uniformity of the induced signal charge. As a compromise,
we adopt the design of a 7-mm wide readout strip, 10-mm pitch, and 0.55-mm thick float glass.

(a) (b)

Figure 6. Schematic diagram of different MRPC readout structures.

Fig 7(a) shows the structure of the prototype MRPC module for CEE-iTOF,which has four
stacks, with six gas gaps of 0.16 mm in each stack. According to the simulation, the flux rate in
the iTOF area is ∼50 Hz/cm2; thus, MRPC with normal float glass can meet this rate capability.
The total active area of the MRPC module is 328 mm× 303 mm, sensed by 32 readout strips. The
size of each strip is 303 mm×7 mm, and there is a 3-mm interval between neighboring strips. The
whole detector contains five readout PCB boards. Induction signals of different polarities are read
out from both ends of readout strips, then lead out to the bottom PCB through signal pins, and
finally the signals are sent to FEE differentially. The thickness of glass plate we used is 0.55 mm,
so that this prototype’ impedance is matched to 49 Ω, which is matched to 110 Ω on the bottom
PCB with a resistor.

As a gas detector, the MRPC needs to work in a gas-tight environment. Generally, the MRPC
and FEE are placed in a large gas box. On the one hand, the heat generated by FEE increases the
temperature of gas, which in turn affects the performance of the MRPC and FEE. On the other
hand, due to the narrow width of the gas gap, the gas exchange in gas gaps is mainly through
diffusion, resulting in very low gas flow. According to the latest research results [23], low gas flow
increases the MRPC aging phenomena. To solve these problems, we design a semi-sealed box
structure and, use bottom PCB as a part of the gas sealing. The FEE is mounted on the surface
of bottom PCB directly, located outside the gas box. The volume of the gas frame is minimized,
except for some space for high voltage and gas connectors. To achieve compact structure and tight
gas, we use three-dimemsional printed blocks to wrap the fishing line instead of usual nylon screws.
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Meanwhile, as shown in Fig 7(b), the PCB adopts a saw-tooth edge structure to further reduce the
dead area when the MRPC modules were put together in a SM.

(a) (b)

Figure 7. Schematic representation and actual photo of 24-gap MRPC, it is divided into four stacks each.

3.2 Readout electronics

As mentioned in section 2, the goal of the prototype MRPC is to achieve a <30 ps time resolution.
As for readout electronics, a timing precision of less than 10 ps RMS is required. The main solu-
tions of the readout electronics include high-speed waveform sampling and amplifier/discriminator
combined with time-to-digital converter (TDC). High-speed waveform sampling is characterized by
high time accuracy, which can reach several ps. However, high-speed waveform sampling chips have
the characteristics of excessive power consumption,and it is difficult forthis technology to meet the
actual needs of multi-channel CEE experiments, and the future high-luminosity operation in HIAF.
Another technical solution uses a special chip NINO [24] or PADI [25] to amplify and discriminate
signals,measured by HPTDC [26] or GET4 [27]. The NINO and PADI chip have the advantages of
low power consumption and simultaneous multi-channel measurement. However, the overall time
jitters of NINO/HPTDC or PADI/GET4 are usually beyond 20 ps [28][29]. The electronic team
of the CEE-iTOF group achieves a high time precision measurement circuit by employing an FEE
module utilizing NINO chip and a time-digitization-module(TDM) with double-chain TDL FPGA
TDC, as reported in [30]. The time precision via a 10-m-long coaxial cable was tested using an
81180A generator in laboratory. The result indicates that the time precision varies from 7.6 ps
RMS to 10.5 ps RMS while the charge of input signal varies from 2 pC to 0.05 pC. The charge of
the MRPC signal generally exceeds 0.05 pC, so the overall time performance of the electronics is
better than 10 ps.

4 Cosmic ray test

4.1 cosmic ray test system

To study the performance of the prototype MRPC, a cosmic ray test platform has been set up.
Fig 9 shows the diagram of the test system. The platform comprises two scintillator detectors
with four PMTs, and two identical MRPC prototypes placed in a gas-box. The working gas we
used comprises 5% iso-C4H10, 5% SF6, and 90% Freon. When cosmic rays passed through the
two scintillators, signals from four PMTs were transmitted to a logic coincidence module(ORTEC
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Figure 8. Time jitter of different channels varies input charge.

CO4040), then the output NIM level coincidence signal was converted to a TTL level signal by
CEAN N89 module,triggering the TDM module. The readout differential signals from the two
MRPCs are intially amplified and discriminated by NINO-based FEE, and then the output TOT
signals were transmitted vis a 10-m-high density coaxial cable (SAMTEC) to the FPGA TDC to
complete the leading time and the trailing time measurements.

4.2 Results of cosmic ray test

The active area of scintillator in the cosmic ray system is 5×20 cm2. The sensitive area of the
scintillator determines the effective area of the system that can be detected. The trigger scintillator
detectors were placed parallel to the MRPC’s readout strip. In this system, each detector has eight
strips equipped with readout electronics. The detection efficiency is defined as the ratio of the
counts of any of the eight strips of the MRPC signals to the counts of coincidence signal of four
PMTs-𝐶𝑜𝑢𝑛𝑡𝑠𝑚𝑟 𝑝𝑐 /𝐶𝑜𝑢𝑛𝑡𝑠𝑃𝑀𝑇 𝑠. The MRPC in the experiment is readout from both ends of
strip, so for each strip, a count with valid signals from both ends is required to be considered as a
true count.

In the cosmic ray system, we placed two identical MRPCs, so the time resolution of the two
MRPCs can be considered identical. According to this hypothesis, two MRPCs can calibrate each
other by themselves; the MRPC’s time resolution can be defined as:

𝜎𝑀𝑅𝑃𝐶 =
𝜎(𝑇𝑚𝑟 𝑝𝑐1 − 𝑇𝑚𝑟 𝑝𝑐2)√

2
(4.1)

where𝑇𝑚𝑟 𝑝𝑐1 and𝑇𝑚𝑟 𝑝𝑐2 are the times when the cosmic ray hits on MRPC1 and MRPC2,respectively.
Based on the characteristics of the two-ended readout of the MRPC detector, 𝑇𝑚𝑟 𝑝𝑐1 = (𝑇1 + 𝑇2)/2
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Figure 9. Diagram of cosmic ray test system.

and 𝑇𝑚𝑟 𝑝𝑐2 = (𝑇3 +𝑇4)/2, where 𝑇1,𝑇2,𝑇3,and 𝑇4 represent the hits time recorded by the FEE of the
MRPC 1 and MRPC 2, respectively. Due to the timing nature of the readout electronics, 𝑇𝑚𝑟 𝑝𝑐 is
strongly related to the pulse height, and this time walk effect needs to be corrected during data anal-
ysis. Fig 10(a) shows the relationship between ΔT and TOT before correction(Δ𝑇 =

𝑇1+𝑇2−𝑇3−𝑇4
2 );

Fig 10(b) shows the ΔT-TOT relationship after the slewing correction by polynomial, and it can be
seen from the figure that the time walk effect is basically corrected.

In Fig 11(a), an example time resolution of the MRPC after correcting for the time walk has
been shown. After Gaussian fitting, we get the sigma value of the distribution of 42 ps, so according
to Equation 4.1, the time resolution of the prototype MRPC is about 30 ps. Fig 11(b) shows the
dependence measurement of efficiency and time resolution with high voltage. When the voltage of
the MRPC is 5900 V, the efficiency enters the plateau area, which is higher than 95%. Thus, the time
resolution and detect efficiency of the prototype MRPC fulfill the CEE experiments requirement.

4.3 Discussion

In our cosmic ray test system, the distance between the two MRPCs is 16 cm. For the ultra-high
time resolution MRPC detector, the time jitter of cosmic rays’ momentum dispersion and flight
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(a) (b)

Figure 10. ΔT and TOT distribution before and after correction.

(a) (b)

Figure 11. Efficiency and time resolution of the MRPC prototype.

angle should not be ignored. To correct this effect, we built a simulation frame using GEANT4
and Cosmic-ray Shower library (CRY) [31]. The simulated geometric parameters were exactly
set based on our cosmic ray test system. The typical cosmic ray process is shown in Fig 12. In
simulation, considering the impact of the floor,cosmic rays were emitted from the surface of a
2-m-thick concrete wall , and then used two scintillators trigger select valid events. The timing
of the cosmic ray passes that through MRPC1 is T1, and the timing it passes through MRPC2 is
T2. T1 - T2 represents the intrinsic time jitter of the cosmic rays as shown in Fig 13(a). We have
assumed a intrinsic time resolution series for the MRPCs in the simulation.Then,the distribution of
time difference between the two MRPCs was fit using the Gaussian function.The experiments and
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simulations correlate best with a timing smearing of 28 ps, as shown in Fig 13(b). Therefore, the
preliminary results indicate that the time resolution of the prototype MRPC is ∼28 ps by deducting
the cosmic ray’s momentum and angle dispersion.

Figure 12. A typical cosmic ray process in GEANT4 simulation. The red and blue tracks represent `− and
`+ respectively.

(a) (b)

Figure 13. Simulation results for cosmic ray test system.

5 Conclusions

The CEE experiment to be conducted at HIRFL-CSR is planned to be operational in 2025.To meet
this target, all aspects of the system must be tested extensively.The PID of medium rapid region relies
on iTOF system based on the MRPC technology. This study defines the performance requirements
of iTOF through simulations,including the number of channels, granularity, and time resolution.To
enable related technologies to be used in future HIAF, we developed a high time resolution MRPC
adopting 4×6 gaps with a 160-`m gap size and a new readout design. A prototype with a time
resolution better than 30 ps was obtained in the laboratory using a cosmic ray system. In addition,
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we performed a preliminary simulation of the cosmic ray system, and by comparing the simulations
and experiments, the time resolution of the prototype is greater than 28 ps, with detailed analysis
and further testing in progress.
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