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Abstract 
A stochastic model for the calculation of the ionisation-cluster size distribution in nanodosimetry is 
proposed. It is based on a canonical ensemble and derives from the well-known nuclear droplet model. It is 
able to describe the ionisation-cluster size distributions caused by electrons. It can easily be extented to light 
ions. In principle, the model has no free parameters. The model especially can be seen as a refinement to B. 
Grosswendts model. It is shown that it leads to a cluster-size distribution function F2 being more similar to 
of the yield of double-strand breaks in the DNA than the one calculated by B. Grosswendt.  However, the 
results are still subject to major uncertainties. The focus of this work is on presenting the model and 
demonstrating its feasibility.   

 
1. Introduction 
 
There are several models for describing biological damage once a cell was exposed to ionising radiation. 
The reader is referred to Refs.(1 - 9), for instance. Besides the model of W. Friedland et al.(2), S. A. Ngcezu 
and H. Rabus(6),  B. Grosswendt(7, 8) as well as the model of F. Villegas et al.(9), the models already start 
from an intial ionisation (energy deposition) aggregation or even from deoxyribonucleic acid (DNA) 
single-strand breaks (SSBs) and double-strand onces (DSBs). However, it is in general not explicitly 
stated the way the single ionisations are transformed into clusters of ionisations and  clusters of DNA 
fragments respectively. On the other hand, the models that deal with clusterisation contain at least one 
free parameter (such as the cluster distance in Ref.(9); it causes preselected ionisation-cluster sizes to 
some extent). In addition, all of the above models have one major disadvantage in common: their 
theoretical descriptions are based on classical trajectories. And this generally makes little sense for low-
energy particles that move in nanovolumes as the spatial extension of their wave packet is usually larger 
than the target volume itself! For example, if an initial electron is expected to move in a cube with a 
dimension of 2 nm and has an energy of 100 eV as well as a well defined momentum (i. e. a relative 
uncertainty of 1%) then Heisenberg's uncertainty principle gives a spatial extension of the electron wave 
packet of about 12 nm or more. However, it is assumed that the amount of ionisation interactions alone 
should not be affected by the Heisenberg uncertainty principle in contrast to the trajectories (see Ref.(10)).  
In the following, we depict a stochastic model for the calculation of the ionisation-cluster size (ics) 
distribution in nanodosimetry which has no free parameter. The amount of ionisation interactions is 
determined by the program package Geant4-DNA (cf. Ref.(11, 12)). The stochastic model is based on a 
canonical ensemble and derives from the well-known nuclear droplet model (cf. Ref.(17, 18)), which has 
already been applied successfully for the prediction of nuclear-cluster distributions. It is able to describe 
the ionisation-cluster size distributions caused by electrons. It can easily be extented to light ions. The 
model especially can be seen as a refinement to B. Grosswendts model (s. Ref.(7, 8)). The focus of the 
following work is primarily on demonstrating that the proposed new model is feasible rather than 
providing results(20). The next section will describe the model in detail. Following on, some first results 
will be depicted in Section 3. And finally, a summary is given in Section 4.   
 
 

2. Model  
 
In the following, we consider a nanometric target volume made of DNA or liquid water which is 
irradiated by electrons. Ionisations occur due to the interactions of primary, secondary as well as higher 
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generation electrons with the material. We base our ionisation clustering model on the following 
nomenclature: 

 
nt: total number of ionisations 
nj: number of j interrelated ionisations. The following applies:  

j [1, ..., k] and nk  ≤  nt. We call j interrelated ionisations  an "ionisation cluster  
of size j". 

q(I): number of partitions of I (I denotes a positiv integer), whereat a partition is a sequence of 
ionisation clusters 

𝑛⃗: t-dimensional partition vector, (n1, n2, ..., nt)t, describing one of the q(nt) partitions. Please  
note: a partition vector is not a "real" vector in terms of Euclidean geometry. 

{𝑛⃗}: set of all possible q(nt) t-dimensional partition vectors 
M: ionisation-cluster multiplicity of a partition, i. e. number of ionisation clusters of a partition 
(nt, M): macrostate consisting of all microstates which refer to nt ionisations and M ionisation clusters 
q(nt|M): number of partitions (microstates) of nt with ionisation-cluster multiplicity M. Note:  q(nt|M) is 

not equal with the conventional partition sum in general. 
L: likelihood of a macrostate 
V: nanometric volume 
T: temperature 
event: consists of a primary particle moving through V 
F: free energy. The following shall apply: F(nt, M) is the free energy which refers to macrostate 

(nt, M). 
0: vacuum permittivity 
kB: Boltzmann constant 
 
Clarification regarding partitions: 
If there are nt = 5 ionisations, then, there are q(5) = 7 partition vectors 𝑛

5,i⃗
 (i = 1, ..., 7).  

This means, {𝑛⃗} = { 𝑛
5,1⃗

 = (5, 0, 0, 0, 0)t, 𝑛
5,2⃗

 = (3, 1, 0, 0, 0)t, 𝑛
5,3⃗

 = (1, 2, 0, 0, 0)t, 𝑛
5,4⃗

 = (2, 0, 1, 0, 0)t,  
𝑛

5,5⃗
 = (0, 1, 1, 0, 0)t, 𝑛

5,6⃗
 = (1, 0, 0, 1, 0)t, 𝑛

5,7⃗
 = (0, 0, 0, 0, 1)t }. The partition vector 𝑛

5,4⃗
 refers to two  

ionisation clusters of size 1 and to one ionisation cluster of size 3. There are q(5|3) = 2 partition  
vectors with ionisation-cluster multiplicity M = 3 (which belong to macrostate (5, 3)): 𝑛

5,3⃗
 and 𝑛

5,4⃗
. 

 
The basic idea of the model is as follows. For all events do:   

 calculate all possible partitions of the amount of ionisation interactions, 

 calculate free energy F and temperature T, 

 choose a macrostate due to "exp{-F((nt, M), T, V)/T}"  
    and then select a microstate with equal probability. 
                               

The methodology reads as follows in detail: 
 
(1) Numerical calculation of nt  
To calculate the total number of ionisations, nt, a scoring volume with shape of a cylinder is  
preconditioned (without loss of generality). The material inside the cylinder is DNA or DNA equivalent 
matter (which, for example, can be liquid water for the time being) as mentioned above. The numerical  
calculation is done using a classical particle transport code (like Geant4-DNA(11, 12), MDM(13), or  
PARTRAC(14); an overview of common classical particle transport codes can be found in Ref.(15)). We  
presume here that nt will not much change for a quantum multiple-scattering calculation since ionising  
interactions are inelastic ones, i. e. we suppose a circumstancial validity of the trajectory method (cf.  
Ref.(10)). 
 
(2) Computation of {𝒏�⃗�} and selection of 𝒏�⃗� 
The number of partitions of nt can become very large: if nt = 10, then  q(10) = 42, but if nt = 100, then  
q(100) = 190569292 (and q(1000) = 24061467864032622473692149727991); s. Ref.(16). 
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If the number of partitions is small, i. e. if, for example, all macrostates can be calculated within 2 hours  
cpu time, then we take into account all partition vectors and choose a macrostate and finally one partition  
vector as described in subsection (2.1) below.  
If the number of partitions is not small, we propose to consider "biased" subsets of the multidimensional  
partition space (cf. Ref.(17)) and then apply the procedure of subsection (2.1).  
 
(2.1) Calculation of likelihood L 
To clarify the structure of  the calculation of the likelihood L, we divide this section  into several sub- 
sections, termed (2.1.1), ( 2.1.1.1) and so on, where subsection having "i +1" times the term ".1" has to  
be calculated before the subsection having "i" times the term ".1". For the calculation of L, we  assume  
that a macrostate (nt, M) can be described within the canonical approximation , i. e. the likelihood of  
(nt,M) is given by  
 

L = c * exp{-F((nt, M), T, V)/T},              (1) 
 

where "c" is a normalisation constant, "F" is the free energy of the system being in macrostate (nt, M)  
as well as in thermal equilibrium, and "T" is the temperature. The nanometric target volume is designated  
with “V”. Having choosen a macrostate (nt, M), one of its microstates, described by  𝑛⃗, is selected with  
equal probability then. 
 
(2.1.1) Calculation of free energy F 
The free energy "F"  of a macrostate is assumed to be the sum of "translational" parts "Fj

tr,Z" and  
"inner" parts "njFj

in",  
 F((nt, M), T, V)) = (𝐹 , +  𝑛 𝐹 ), (2) 

with "nj" is the number of ionisation clusters of size "j". Each nj contains the contributions of  
the corresponding microstates: 
 

nj = 𝑛 , , 
(3) 

where "nj,k" refers to the number of ionisation clusters of size "j" of microstate "k", and "MIS" denotes  
the amount of microstates which belong to macrostate (nt, M).   
For the explicit calculation of the translational part "Fj

tr,Z" of the free energy, we assume that the  
ionisation clusters behave in the same way as particles of a Boltzmann gas, i. e. the distribution of the 
positions of the ionisation clusters is similar to the distribution of the positions of Boltzmann particles.  
We assume further that the ionisation clusters are within a sphere of volume V. Furthermore, the  
Coulomb interaction is treated by means of the mean-field approximation. Let �⃗� contain the coordinates  
of all ionisation clusters. The canonical partition sum reads then, 
 

Z(T, 𝑛 , V) = 
!

∫ 𝑒  ( ⃗) 𝑑 𝑥 . 
(4) 

The integration is over volume V. The abbrevation T indicates the thermal de Broglie wavelength,  
 𝜆T =  

 
  , (5) 

 
where "h" denotes Plank constant and "m" is the mass of the ionisations clusters of size "j". The mass 
results from mass density and volume, and the volume from a radius "�̃� " (which computation is 
depicted when the calculation of "Fj

in" is discussed [s. below]). The factor "kB" is the Boltzmann 
constant, and the thermodynamic beta reads,  = 1/(𝑘 T). The term with respect to the mean-field 
potential, i. e. the Coulomb energy of the ionisation clusters in their own field, is denoted by Vm. It 
explicitly reads, 
 

Vm =  ,                                              
(6)  

where "ε0" is the vacuum permittivity, "e" is the elementary charge, and "R" is the radius of the  
spherically symmetrical target volume. It follows for the canonical partition sum after  
integration: 
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Z(T, 𝑛 , V) = 

!
𝑉 𝑒  . 

(7) 

Finally, we find for the translational part "Fj
tr,Z":   

 
 𝐹 , = − 𝑘 𝑇 ln 𝑍 𝑇, 𝑛 , 𝑉 . (8) 

The term "Fj
in" of the inner parts is obtained using a generalisation of the well-known droplet model.  

For the time being, we consider the Coulomb contribution only for the calculation of Fj
in. Starting point 

is the Coulomb energy Ej
C of "j" charges which are homogeneously distributed within a sphere of radius 

"�̃� ": 
 Ej

C =  
̃

. (9) 

The radius "�̃� " is obtained as follows: first of all, we assume that a molecule has an admittedly  
somewhat inadaquate cubic shape and the ions should touch each other. The error resulting from the  
inadequate shape of volume should be negligible due to the small dimension of the volume (the same  
applies to further changes to the geometric shape further below). One side "rj" of the cube of an  
ionisations clusters of size "j" is then given by, 
 rj =( 𝑗 𝑉 )  , (10) 

where Vmolcule is the molecule volume. Next, we scale rj such that the molecule density inside the cube 
of the ionisations clusters of size "j" is equal to the molecule density "" of the target volume: 
 𝑟     𝑟  = 𝑘 𝑟  , (11) 

with  
 k = ( 𝑗 𝜌 𝑉 )  .  (12) 

Then radius "�̃� " is calculated as 
 �̃�  = (3/(4𝜋))   𝑟  ,  (13) 

 

where the factor "(3/(4𝜋)) " results from the conversion of the cubic volume into a spherical volume 
of the same size. We assume Ej

C to be (almost) not dependent on the temperature. Therefore, there is 
only one microstate which is associated with this energy. The respective entropy is hence zero. So, we 
can write 
 Fj

in = Ej
C. (14) 

(2.1.1.1) Calculation of temperature T 
The temperature T is obtained from the absorbed energy "Eabs", which is determined by  
 𝐸 = 

 

   
+ ∑  𝑛  [𝐹 (𝑇, 𝑉) − 𝑇 (

( , )
) ] − 𝐸 . (15) 

The first term on the right hand side refers to the Coulomb energy of a homogeneously charged sphere 
of radius R. Then follows the internal energy. The term "E0" denotes the ground-state energy. We 
approximate E0 by the corresponding expression for an ideal gas,  
 𝐸  =  𝑛  𝑘 𝑇. (16) 

The absorbed energy can be computated by one of the classical particle transport codes mentioned above 
(see section (1)); just as nt. After a very tedious (albeit elementary) calculation, Equation (15) can finally 
be transformed in a simple but very long term for the temperature. This long term takes the form 
"absorbed energy multiplied by a factor minus an additional term". For the sake of simplicity, this long 
term is not specified. As an alternative to Eq. (15), one could also calculate the temperature using the 
Saha equation19 or using the specific heat capacity for the temperature increase (see section "Results" 
for the second option). 
 
(3) Sorting ionisation clusters into a  histogramm 
This is done as usual. 
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(4) Repeating No 1 to 3 until end is reached  
The end is determined by the total number of events. 
 
 

3. Results  
 
In the following, first results are depicted which refer to this scenario (described by B. Grosswendt(8)):  
monoenergetic electrons, having kinetic energies between 70 eV and 5 keV, are homogeneously emitted  
from a planar circular area with a diameter of 2 nm. Their direction is parallel to the surface normal. The  
electrons impinge on a cylinder with a diameter and height of 2 nm. The planar circular area is located  
such that the centre-line of the area is perpendicular to the cylinder’s main axis and crosses the latter at  
half its height. Both the planar circular area and the cylinder are in vacuum. The cylinder consists of  
liquid water. 
We caculated "Eabs" as well as " nt" using the program package Geant4-DNA(11, 12). The model itself was  
realised by means of an in-house object-oriented C++ program. The cpu time required for the  
computation of all macrostates was in the region of seconds. 
Figure 1 shows the energy dependence of the yield of single-strand breaks "SSBs" and the probability   
of cluster-size one "P1", respectively. The SSBs were calculated by W. Friedland et al.(2), and the P1  
distribution either by B. Grosswendt(8) or with our model. Here and regarding to Figure 2, we consider  
the values computed by W. Friedland et al. to be appropriate for comparison  in agreement with B.  
Grosswendt  as W. Friedland et al. use a very sophisticated DNA target model (which includes five  
levels of DNA organisation). Our purple P1 distribution refers to temperature values which were  
calculated by means of Eq. (15). Our green P1 distribution relates to temperature values that were  
obtained by using the specific heat capacity where we have assumed an initial temperature of 310.15 K.  
It can be inferred from Figure 1 that our model gives approximately the same results as the  
model of B. Grosswendt  regardless of the respective temperature calculation. All P1 values (red, purple,  
green) are more or less close to the SSB values. 
 

 
 
Figure 1: energy dependence of SSB yield in 10-11Gy-1Da-1 (blue) as well as P1 distributions (red,  
                purple, green). The data points refer to 70 eV,  200 eV, 700 eV, 2000 eV, and 5000 eV  

Kinetic energy of primary electrons [eV]
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                (abscissa). The SSB yield was calculated by W. Friedland et al.(2), the red P1 distribution   
                was computed by B. Grosswendt(8). All data were taken from B. Grosswendt(8). The purple  
                and green P1 values were calculated by our model. The P1 values were scaled with the  
                energy absorbed (B. Grosswendt) or with the mean No of ionisations (our model) for each   
                data point. All P1 values were normalised to the SSB value at 5000 eV. See text for further  
                explanation. 
 
This behaviour changes regarding to the DSB values and F2 values, respectively. The F2 values denote  
the probability that ionisation clusters of size 2 or more are produced. Figure 2 shows the energy  
dependence of the yield of double-strand breaks "DSBs" and of the F2 values. Analogue to the P1  
values, our purple F2 distribution refers to temperature values which were calculated by means of Eq.  
(15), whereas our green F2 distribution relates to temperature values that were obtained by using the  
specific heat capacity where we have assumed an initial temperature of 310.15 K. It can be seen from  
Figure 2 that both of our F2 distributions match better with the DSB values than the F2 distribution of  
B. Grosswendt. In particular, the purple F2 curve is very similar to the DSB values. This result  
strengthens our belief that our model is an improvement on the model of B. Grosswendt. However, our  
results here and also with respect to Figure 1 are subject to major uncertainties. The relative error is  
likely to be in the range between 30% and 40%. Much more calculations need to be carried out for a  
proper validation! 
 

 
 
Figure 2: energy dependence of DSB yield in 10-11Gy-1Da-1 (blue) as well as F2 distributions (red,   
                purple, green). The data points refer to 70 eV,  200 eV, 700 eV, 2000 eV, and 5000 eV  
                (abscissa). The DSB yield was calculated by W. Friedland et al.(2), the red F2 distribution  
                was computed by B. Grosswendt(8). All data were taken from B. Grosswendt(8). The purple  
                and green F2 values were calculated by our model. The F2 values were scaled with the  
                energy absorbed (B. Grosswendt) or with the mean No of ionisations (our model) for each  
                data point. All F2 values were normalised to the DSB value at 5000 eV. See text for further  
                explanation. 
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4. Summary  
 
A proposal on the calculation of the ionisation-cluster size distribution was depicted. The proposal is 
essentially based on the well-known nuclear droplet model(17, 18) and can be seen as a supplement to 
Bernd Grosswendts model(7, 8). It was shown that our model leads to a cluster-size distribution function 
F2 being more similar to of the yield of double-strand breaks in the DNA than the one calculated by B. 
Grosswendt. Our primary results strengthens our belief that our model is an improvement on the model 
of B. Grosswendt. However, our results contain large uncertainties. Much more calculations need to be  
carried out for a proper validation! The focus of this work was on presenting the model and  
demonstrating its feasibility. 
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