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Abstract

Photomultiplier tubes (PMT) are widely deployed at neutrino and dark matter
experiments for photon counting. When multiple photons hit a PMT consecu-
tively, their photo-electron (PE) pulses pile up to hinder the precise measurements
of the count and timings. We introduce Fast Stochastic Matching Pursuit (FSMP)
to analyze the PMT signal waveforms into individual PEs with the strategy
of reversible-jump Markov-chain Monte Carlo. We demonstrate that FSMP
improves the energy and time resolution of PMT-based experiments, gains accel-
eration on GPUs and is extensible to microchannel-plate (MCP) PMTs with
jumbo-charge outputs. In the condition of our laboratory characterization of 8-
inch MCP-PMTs, FSMP improves the energy resolution by up to 12% from the
long-serving method of waveform integration.

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

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

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

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

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

2 Methodology

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

2.1 Physical process

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

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

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

∑
e∈E

G(e)fN (eq,
√
eσq) (1)

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

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

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

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

2.2 Bayesian Inference

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

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

p(w)
(2)

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

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

p(w)
(3)

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

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

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

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

2.3 Sampling

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

{
1,

p(zi|µ0, t
′
0,i+1)

p(zi|µ0, t0,i)

}
(4)

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

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

tt+

zi

z′
i+1

(a)

tt−

zi

z′
i+1

(b)

tt− t+

zi

z′
i+1

(c)

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

N ′
i+1

. (b) Death jump: the possibility

of death jump is 1
Ni

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

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

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

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

min

{
1,

p(z′
i+1|µ0, t0,i+1)

p(zi|µ0, t0,i+1)

1
N ′

i+1

h(t+)

}
(5)

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

′
i+1 = Ni − 1, and z′

i+1 = zi \ {t−}. The acceptance is

min

{
1,

p(z′
i+1|µ0, t0,i+1)

p(zi|µ0, t0,i+1)

h(t−)
1
Ni

}
(6)

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

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

min

{
1,

p(z′
i+1|µ0, t0,i+1)

p(zi|µ0, t0,i+1)

}
(7)

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

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

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

2.4 Extended RJMCMC for MCP-PMTs

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

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

p(e′k = ek + 1|ek) =
G(ek + 1)

G(ek)
(8)

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

p(e′k+1 = 1|ek) = 1− 1

Ni

∑
ek∈zi

G(ek + 1)

G(ek)
(9)

So, the acceptance of adding a new PE is:

min

1,
p(z′

i+1|µ0, t0,i+1)

p(zi|µ0, t0,i+1)

1
N ′

i+1

h(t+)
(
1− 1

Ni

∑
ek∈zi

G(ek+1)
G(ek)

)
 (10)

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

min

{
1,

p(w|z′
i+1, t0,i+1)

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

}
(11)

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

min

1,
p(z′

i+1|µ0, t0,i+1)

p(zi|µ0, t0,i+1)

h(td)
(
1− 1

N ′
i+1

∑
ek∈z′

i+1

G(ek+1)
G(ek)

)
1
Ni

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

2.5 The prerequisites

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

w(t) =

∫
q(τ)VPE(t− τ)dτ = q ⊗ ṼPE (13)

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

qr+1(τ) = qr(τ)

min{lw−1,τ+lV −1}∑
t=max{τ,0}

w(t)

wr(t)
ṼPE(t− τ)

wr(t) =

min{lw−1,t−lV +1}∑
τ=max{t,−lV +1}

qr(τ)ṼPE(t− τ)

(14)

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

qr+1(τ) = qr(τ)
( w

wr
⊗ Ṽ ′

PE

)
(τ + lV − 1)

wr(t) = (qr ⊗ ṼPE)(t)
(15)

where Ṽ ′
PE is the reverse array of ṼPE.

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

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

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

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

h(t) =
ϕ(t− t0)∫

T ϕ(t− t0)dt
(16)

2.6 Towards energy reconstruction

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

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

µ̂MLE = argmax
µ

p(w|µ) (17)

while

p(w|µ) =
∑
z,t0

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

p(w|µ) =
∑
z,t0

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

= p(w|µ0)
∑
z,t0

p(z, t0|w)
p(z, t0|µ)
p(z, t0|µ0)

= CEz,t0

[
p(z, t0|µ)
p(z, t0|µ0)

]
=

C

M
e−(µ−µ0)

∑
z∈FSMP

(
µ

µ0

)N

(19)

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

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

d

dµ
log p(w|µ) = 0 ⇔

∑
z∈FSMP

(µN −NµN−1) = 0 (20)

3 Performance

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

ϕ(t) =
τ1 + τ2
τ22

(
1− e−

t
τ1

)
e−

t
τ2

ṼPE(t) =
1

2τ
e

σ2−2(t−4σ)τ

2τ2

(
1 + Erf

(
−σ2 − (t− 4σ)τ√

2στ

)) (21)

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

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

p(t0) =
1

t0max − t0min

(22)

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

Table 1: The basic parameters used in the simulation.

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

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

3.1 Execution Speed and Precision

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

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

step 1 · · ·

step 2 · · ·

step 3 · · ·

step 4 · · ·

one waveform

(a) Sketch of original algorithm.

· · ·

· · ·

· · ·

· · ·

5000 waveforms

(b) Sketch of batched algorithm.

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

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

3.2 Convergence

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

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

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

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

3.3 Bias and resolution

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

ηt =

√
Var[t̂0]

E[t̂0]
(23)

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

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

µ̂charge =
Q

qe
, qe =

4∑
e=1

G(e)eq (24)

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

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

η =

√
Var[µ̂]

E[µ̂]
, η′ =

η

ηtheory
(26)

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

ηtheory =

√
Var[N ]

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

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

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

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

4 Analyze real data

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

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

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

5 Conclusion

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

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

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

A.1 For FSMP

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

p(z|µ, t0)dz = e−µ
N∏

k=1

µϕ(tk − t0)dtk

= e−µµN
N∏

k=1

ϕ(tk − t0)dtk

= e−µµNϕ(z − t0)dz

(A1)

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

k=1

ϕ(tk − t0)dtk.

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

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

Uw :=

N∑
k=1

qkṼPE(tw − tk)

Σwv :=

N∑
k=1

σ2
q ṼPE(tw − tk)ṼPE(tv − tk) + σ2

ϵ δwv

=

N∑
k=1

Ξ(tw − tk, tv − tk) + σ2
ϵ δwv

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

log p(w|z) = −Nw

2
log(2π)− 1

2
log |Σ| − 1

2
(w −U)⊺Σ−1(w −U) (A3)

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

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

qδwv (A4)

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

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

∆Σ = Ξ(z′)− Ξ(z) = aΛa⊺

Λ := σ2
q

[
−1

1

]
.

(A5)

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

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

log
p(w|z′)
p(w|z)

= −1

2
(∆T +∆R)

∆T := log

(
|Σ(z′)|
|Σ(z)|

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

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

where y := w −U(z). Like Eq. (A5),

∆U := U(z′)−U(z)

= q(−a− + a+)

= aλ

λ := q

[
−1
1

]
.

(A7)

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

Σ−1(z′) = (Σ + aΛa⊺)
−1

= Σ−1 − Σ−1a(Λ−1 + a⊺Σ−1a)−1a⊺Σ−1

= Σ−1 − cBc⊺.

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

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

= −Υ⊺BΥ+ λ⊺Λ−1λ
(A9)

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

∆T = log

(
|Σ+ aΛa⊺|

|Σ|

)
= log

(
|1 + aΛa⊺Σ−1|

)
= log

(
|ΛB−1|

)
= − log

(
|BΛ−1|

)
(A10)

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

∆ν = log
p(w|z′)
p(w|z)

=
1

2
(Υ⊺BΥ− λ⊺Λ−1λ+ log

(
|BΛ−1|

)
) (A11)

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

p(z′|µ0, t0)

p(z|µ0, t0)
=

p(w|z′)p(z′|µ0, t0)

p(w|z)p(z|µ0, t0)
= e∆νµN ′−N

0

ϕ(z′ − t0)

ϕ(z − t0)
(A12)

A.2 For extended FSMP

Obviously we have ∑
e∈E

G(e) = 1 (A13)

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

p(z|µ)dz = e−µµN
N∏

k=1

ϕ(tk − t0)G(ek)dtk (A14)

Considering ek, we should redefine

Uw :=

N∑
k=1

ekqkṼPE(tw − tk)

Σwv :=

N∑
k=1

ekΞPE(tw − tk, tv − tk) + σ2
ϵ δwv

Λ := σ2
q

[
−e−

e+

]
(A15)

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

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

i+1)

p(zi)
.
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Araújo, H.M., Bai, X., Bailey, A.J., Balajthy, J., Balashov, S., Barry, M.J., Bauer,
P., Beltrame, P., Bernard, E.P., Bernstein, A., Biesiadzinski, T.P., Boast, K.E.,
Bolozdynya, A.I., Boulton, E.M., Bramante, R., Buckley, J.H., Bugaev, V.V.,
Bunker, R., Burdin, S., Busenitz, J.K., Carels, C., Carlsmith, D.L., Carlson, B.,
Carmona-Benitez, M.C., Cascella, M., Chan, C., Cherwinka, J.J., Chiller, A.A.,
Chiller, C., Craddock, W.W., Currie, A., Cutter, J.E., Cunha, J.P., Dahl, C.E.,
Dasu, S., Davison, T.J.R., Viveiros, L., Dobi, A., Dobson, J.E.Y., Druszkiewicz,
E., Edberg, T.K., Edwards, B.N., Edwards, W.R., Elnimr, M.M., Emmet, W.T.,
Faham, C.H., Fiorucci, S., Ford, P., Francis, V.B., Fu, C., Gaitskell, R.J., Gantos,
N.J., Gehman, V.M., Gerhard, R.M., Ghag, C., Gilchriese, M.G.D., Gomber, B.,
Hall, C.R., Harris, A., Haselschwardt, S.J., Hertel, S.A., Hoff, M.D., Holbrook,
B., Holtom, E., Huang, D.Q., Hurteau, T.W., Ignarra, C.M., Jacobsen, R.G., Ji,
W., Ji, X., Johnson, M., Ju, Y., Kamdin, K., Kazkaz, K., Khaitan, D., Khazov,
A., Khromov, A.V., Konovalov, A.M., Korolkova, E.V., Kraus, H., Krebs, H.J.,
Kudryavtsev, V.A., Kumpan, A.V., Kyre, S., Larsen, N.A., Lee, C., Lenardo,
B.G., Lesko, K.T., Liao, F.-T., Lin, J., Lindote, A., Lippincott, W.H., Liu, J.,
Liu, X., Lopes, M.I., Lorenzon, W., Luitz, S., Majewski, P., Malling, D.C., Man-
alaysay, A.G., Manenti, L., Mannino, R.L., Markley, D.J., Martin, T.J., Marzioni,
M.F., McKinsey, D.N., Mei, D.-M., Meng, Y., Miller, E.H., Mock, J., Monzani,
M.E., Morad, J.A., Murphy, A.S.J., Nelson, H.N., Neves, F., Nikkel, J.A., O’Neill,
F.G., O’Dell, J., O’Sullivan, K., Olevitch, M.A., Oliver-Mallory, K.C., Palladino,
K.J., Pangilinan, M., Patton, S.J., Pease, E.K., Piepke, A., Powell, S., Preece,
R.M., Pushkin, K., Ratcliff, B.N., Reichenbacher, J., Reichhart, L., Rhyne, C.,
Rodrigues, J.P., Rose, H.J., Rosero, R., Saba, J.S., Sarychev, M., Schnee, R.W.,
Schubnell, M.S.G., Scovell, P.R., Shaw, S., Shutt, T.A., Silva, C., Skarpaas, K.,
Skulski, W., Solovov, V.N., Sorensen, P., Sosnovtsev, V.V., Stancu, I., Stark,
M.R., Stephenson, S., Stiegler, T.M., Sumner, T.J., Sundarnath, K., Szydagis, M.,
Taylor, D.J., Taylor, W., Tennyson, B.P., Terman, P.A., Thomas, K.J., Thomson,
J.A., Tiedt, D.R., To, W.H., Tomás, A., Tripathi, M., Tull, C.E., Tvrznikova,
L., Uvarov, S., Va’vra, J., Grinten, M.G.D., Verbus, J.R., Vuosalo, C.O., Wal-
dron, W.L., Wang, L., Webb, R.C., Wei, W.-Z., While, M., White, D.T., Whitis,
T.J., Wisniewski, W.J., Witherell, M.S., Wolfs, F.L.H., Woods, E., Woodward,
D., Worm, S.D., Yeh, M., Yin, J., Young, S.K., Zhang, C.: LUX-ZEPLIN (LZ)
Conceptual Design Report (2015)

[10] Zhang, H.Q., Wang, Z.M., Zhang, Y.P., Huang, Y.B., Luo, F.J., Zhang, P., Zhang,
C.C., Xu, M.H., Liu, J.C., Heng, Y.K., Yang, C.G., Jiang, X.S., Li, F., Ye, M.,

21

https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/13/12/P12032
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1748-0221/17/02/T02004


Chen, H.S.: Comparison on PMT Waveform Reconstructions with JUNO Pro-
totype. JINST 14(08), 08002 (2019) https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/14/08/
T08002

[11] Zhang, A., Xu, B., Weng, J., Chen, H., Shao, W., Xu, T., Ren, L., Qian, S., Wang,
Z., Chen, S.: Performance evaluation of the 8-inch MCP-PMT for Jinping Neu-
trino Experiment. Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research Section
A: Accelerators, Spectrometers, Detectors and Associated Equipment 1055,
168506 (2023) https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2023.168506 . Accessed 2023-08-02

[12] Xu, D.C., Xu, B.D., Bao, E.J., Wu, Y.Y., Zhang, A.Q., Wang, Y.Y., Zhang,
G.L., Xu, Y., Guo, Z.Y., Pei, J.H., Mao, H.Y., Liu, J.S., Wang, Z., Chen, S.M.:
Towards the ultimate PMT waveform analysis for neutrino and dark matter
experiments. Journal of Instrumentation 17(06), 06040 (2022) https://doi.org/10.
1088/1748-0221/17/06/P06040 . Publisher: IOP Publishing. Accessed 2022-09-18

[13] Luo, X.L., Modamio, V., Nyberg, J., Valiente-Dobón, J.J., Nishada, Q., Angelis,
G.d., Agramunt, J., Egea, F.J., Erduran, M.N., Ertürk, S., France, G.d., Gadea,
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[21] Lehmann, A., Böhm, M., Eyrich, W., Miehling, D., Pfaffinger, M., Stelter, S.,
Uhlig, F., Ali, A., Belias, A., Dzhygadlo, R., Gerhardt, A., Götzen, K., Kalicy,
G., Krebs, M., Lehmann, D., Nerling, F., Patsyuk, M., Peters, K., Schepers, G.,
Schmitt, L., Schwarz, C., Schwiening, J., Traxler, M., Düren, M., Etzelmüller,
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