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Abstract

Resistive Plate Chamber (RPC) is one of the most commonly used detectors
in high energy physics experiments for triggering and tracking because of
its good efficiency (> 90%) and time resolution (∼ 1-2 ns). Generally, the
bakelite which is one of the most commonly used materials used as electrode
plates in RPC, sometimes suffer from surface roughness issues. If the surface
is not smooth, the micro discharge probability and spurious pulses increase,
which leads to the deterioration in the performance of the detector. We
have developed a new method of linseed oil coating for the bakelite based
detectors to avoid the surface roughness issue. The detector is characterised
with Tetrafluoroethane based gas mixture. The detector is also tested with
a high rate of gamma radiation environment in the lab for the radiation
hardness test. The detailed measurement procedure and test results are
presented in this article.

Keyword: Resistive plate chambers; Bakelite; Linseed oil coating; Long-
term test, Charge Sharing; Gamma irradiation

1 Introduction

Resistive Plate Chamber (RPC), first developed by Santonico et al. [1] us-
ing bakelite, is a gas filled detector used extensively in high energy physics
(HEP) experiments for their high efficiency (> 90%) and good time reso-
lution (∼ 1-2 ns) [2, 3, 4]. HEP experiments such as BaBar [5], ATLAS
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[6], ALICE [7] use it for the triggering purpose and experiments like ALICE
[8], STAR [9] use it as the tracking device. Cosmic ray experiments like
ARGO-YBJ [10], COVER-PLASTEX [11], Daya Bay [12] also use RPC for
the muon detection.

The surface of the bakelite electrode plates normally have some mi-
crostructure that can cause a high noise rate and low efficiency [13]. In
addition to that, this non-uniformity in the electrode surface increases the
spark probability and subsequently the leakage current.

To get rid of the surface roughness issue, linseed oil treatment process
was already developed some time back [14]. Generally, linseed oil with a
thinner solution in some specific ratio is mixed, and the mixture is applied
over the bakelite electrode surface as a coating. After the application of the
coating, it is completely dried out to cure the electrode plate [15].

But in the BaBar experiment, it was first observed that improper curing
of the linseed oil coating gave rise to formation of stalagmite, and the per-
formance of the RPC was drastically reduced [16, 17].

After this incident, numerous R&D on the development of bakelite RPC
have been carried out. The problem was finally solved for the linseed oil
coated bakelite RPC by using additional thiner with the linseed oil and also
using very thin layer of coating [18, 19]. Sometimes, bakelite RPCs have
been fabricated without any coating [20]. Coating of some other oil is also
used for bakelite RPCs for low rate experiments [21]. We have developed
a new technique of linseed oil coating to eliminate the curing issue. In this
procedure, oil coating is done before fabricating the detector. The details
of the fabrication procedure and the first performance studies are presented
elsewhere [22].

Table 1: Summary of previous experimental results

Gas composition Efficiency Noise rate Leakage current
(%) (Hz/cm2) @ 10 kV

(µA)

100% Tetrafluoroethane @ - 15 mV threshold 19
(100% C2H2F4) 95±1 500

from 9.4 kV onwards
@ - 20 mV threshold
85±5 200

from 10.1 kV onwards

C2H2F4 / i-C4H10 @ - 20 mV threshold 4.5
90/10 95±2 120

from 10 kV onwards
@ - 25 mV threshold
95±2 80

from 10 kV onwards
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The detector is initially tested with 100% Tetrafluoroethane (C2H2F4)
gas, and an efficiency > 90% with higher noise rate compared to the conven-
tional linseed oil-coated detectors is obtained [22]. The detector is further
characterised with conventional mixed gas i.e. 90% C2H2F4 and 10% iso-
butane (i-C4H10). An efficiency greater than 90% is also found with this
mixture but with a lower noise rate [23]. The leakage current is also found
to be lower with the mixed gas compared to that with the 100% C2H2F4.
At a glance, the previously obtained experimental results for two different
gas compositions are summarised in Table 1 [22, 23].

Radiation hardness is one of the important factors for detectors in heavy-
ion physics experiments. That is why the efficiency and noise rate of the
chamber is also measured in the laboratory with a gamma-ray background.
In this article, the results of measurement of time resolution and long-term
stability test are presented along with the result of the radiation hardness
test.

2 Construction of the chamber

The electrode plates for the present prototype are made of bakelite paper
laminates of dimensions 27 cm × 27 cm and thickness of 2 mm each having
bulk resistivity ∼ 3 × 1010 Ω cm at 25◦C. Before making the gas gap, a thin
layer of linseed oil coating is applied to the inner surfaces of the electrode
plates to make the surface smooth. The coating thickness is ∼ 30 µm. The
linseed oil is cured for about 15 days and checked visually whether the oil
is dried out completely. Four edge spacers of dimensions 27 cm × 1 cm and
one button spacer of diameter 1 cm are used for making the uniform gas gap.
Two gas inlets and outlet nozzles are placed along with the edge spacers at
diagonal corners. All the spacers and gas nozzles are made of polycarbonate
(bulk resistivity ∼ 1015 Ω cm) and have a thickness of 2 mm. The average
surface resistivity of the two outer surfaces graphite layers are measured to
be ∼ 510 kΩ/□ and ∼ 540 kΩ/□ respectively. High voltage (HV) of equal
and opposite polarities are applied on the diagonally opposite corners of the
two outer surfaces of the detector.

Signals are collected using 2.5 mm wide copper strips. The separation
between two strips are kept 2 mm. The signals from the strips are collected
through RG-174/U coaxial cables. A more detailed illustration of the fabri-
cation procedure can be found in the Ref [22].

3 Experimental set-up

In this work the efficiency, noise rate, time resolution, charge sharing of the
prototype are measured using cosmic ray. The long-term stability of the
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chamber is tested. The efficiency of the chamber is also measured in a high
gamma ray background in the laboratory using 137Cs source.

To generate the cosmic ray trigger, an array of three plastic scintil-
lation detectors is used. On top of the RPC, a scintillator of dimension
10 cm × 10 cm (SC1) and a finger scintillator of dimension 10 cm × 2 cm
(SC2) are placed, and at the bottom, the paddle scintillator of dimension
20 cm × 20 cm (SC3) is placed as shown in Figure 1. The separation be-
tween the SC1 and SC2 is kept 5 cm whereas the distance between SC2 and
RPC and RPC and SC3 are kept at 3 cm and 4 cm respectively. +1550 V is
applied to each PMT for the operation of the scintillators. -15 mV threshold
is applied to the Leading Edge Discriminator (LED) for each scintillation
detector. Discriminated signals from three scintillation detectors are taken
in coincidence to generate the 3-fold trigger (master trigger).

SC 1

SC 2

SC 3

RPC

LED

LED

LED

LED

3F

4F

DUAL 
TIMER

TAC MCA
STOP

START
PC

10X
DUAL 
TIMER

Figure 1: Block diagram of the cosmic ray test setup for the measurement of
efficiency and time resolution. SC1, SC2 and SC3 are the plastic scintillators
of dimensions 10 cm × 10 cm, 10 cm × 2 cm and 20 cm × 20 cm respectively.
The distance between SC1 and SC2, SC2 and RPC, and RPC and SC3 are
kept at 5 cm, 3 cm and 4 cm respectively. 10X, LED, TAC, MCA, PC
are the 10X fast amplifier, Leading Edge Discriminator, Time to Amplitude
Converter, Multi-Channel Analyser and Personal Computer respectively.
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Figure 2: Block diagram of the setup for charge sharing measurement.

The signal from the RPC pickup strip is fed to a 10X fast amplifier and
the amplifier signal goes to the LED. One output from the LED goes to
the scalar counter for the singles count or the noise count of the detector.
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For a finite time interval the counts from one single RPC strip is stored in
the scalar. When the number is divided by the time interval and the area
of the strip the single count rate is found in unit of Hz/cm2. The other
output from the LED is fed to a Dual Timer where the discriminated RPC
signal is stretched to 500 ns to avoid any double or multiple counting of the
signals and also to apply proper delay to match the RPC signal with the
3-fold trigger. The output of the dual timer is finally fed to the logic module
to get the 4-fold signal generated in coincidence with the 3-fold trigger.
The ratio of the 4-fold signal to the 3-fold trigger signal is defined as the
efficiency. The area of coincidence window of the cosmic ray test-bench is
10 cm × 2 cm.

To measure the time resolution of the detector, the 3-fold trigger signal
is used as the START signal of the Time to Amplitude Converter (TAC)
and the dual timer output (as shown in Figure 1) is used as the STOP
input signal of the TAC. The output of the TAC is further fed to the Multi-
Channel Analyser (MCA), and MCA is connected to the Personal Computer
(PC) to store the timing spectra. 100% C2H2F4 gas is used as the active
medium during the study of the timing properties. The temperature and
the humidity are also recorded during the entire measurements using a data
logger, built-in house [24].

For measurement of charge sharing, signals from two consecutive strips
are taken in coincidence as shown in the Figure 2. The amplified and dis-
criminated RPC signals from two consecutive strips are first sent to the
coincidence logic and the logic output (2F) is fed to the dual timer for the
proper delay matching. Dual timer output is then taken in coincidence with
the trigger generated by 3-fold scintillator array to make 5F. The ratio of
the 5F count to the 3F count is defined as the charge sharing.

For the radiation hardness measurement, a strong 137Cs (662 keV gamma)
source of activity 13.6 GBq is used.

4 Result

The detector is first tested with the 100% C2H2F4 gas using cosmic ray.
Efficiency plateau ∼ 95% from 9.4 kV onwards and ∼ 85% from 10.1 kV on-
wards are obtained for -15 mV and -20 mV discriminator threshold settings
respectively. The noise rate measured is very high for the lower threshold
with a maximum value of ∼ 500 Hz/cm2 for the prototype [22].

The detector is further tested in the avalanche mode with a more con-
ventional gas mixture of C2H2F4 and i-C4H10 in the 90/10 volume ratio.
Isobutane has a high UV absorption coefficient, and it prevents the forma-
tion of secondary discharges due to photoelectrons. The performance is even
better with the application of an additional quencher. Both the current and
noise rate are very low for this gas mixture compared to that with the 100%
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C2H2F4 used for the same detector. An efficiency of greater than 90% is
achieved from 10 kV onwards for both - 20 mV and - 25 mV threshold set-
tings. The maximum noise rates are found to be 120 Hz/cm2 and 80 Hz/cm2

for the - 20 mV and - 25 mV thresholds, respectively. The detailed I-V char-
acteristics, efficiency, and noise rate results are elaborated in the article [23].

To measure the timing properties, the RPC signal is stretched to 500 ns.
Full scale of the TAC is set to 100 ns. The START signal of the TAC is taken
from the 3-fold scintillator trigger and the STOP signal is taken from the
RPC. The typical time spectrum at 10.2 kV for the RPC with 100% C2H2F4

gas is shown in Figure 3. The distribution of the time difference between
the master trigger and the RPC signal is fitted with the Gaussian function.
The σtot of the distribution is found out and subtracting the contribution of
the scintillators (σSC) in quadrature the intrinsic time resolution (σ) of the
RPC detector is calculated using the formula;

σ =
√

σ2
tot − σ2

SC
(1)

At 10.2 kV the σtot is found to be 0.96 ± 0.05 ns as shown in Figure 3. The
measurement is repeated for five different voltage settings.
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Figure 3: Time spectrum of RPC at an applied voltage difference of 10.2 kV
across the gas gap.

The intrinsic time resolution (σ) of the RPC as a function of the applied
voltage is shown in Figure 4. With the increase of applied voltage σ im-
proves. At 10.4 kV, the optimum time resolution is found to be ∼ 0.8 ns. It
is to be mentioned here that previously for a prototype made with the same
material but without oil coating, the resolution was found to be ∼ 1.2 ns at
10.2 kV [25].

Charge sharing is measured between the two consecutive readout strips
varying the applied voltage with the C2H2F4 and i-C4H10 gas mixture. As
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Figure 4: Time resolution (σ) of the RPC as a function of applied voltage.

mentioned earlier the charge sharing is defined as the ratio of the coinci-
dence count of two consecutive readout strips taken in coincidence with the
3F scintillator trigger (5F) to the trigger count (3F). Actually, for this mea-
surement the finger scintillator of the trigger is placed just above one single
strip and from which the efficiency is also measured for reference.

The charge sharing between two consecutive strips as a function of ap-
plied voltage in shown in Figure 5. In the same plot the efficiency as a
function of voltage measured on the same day is also shown for reference.
One can see in Figure 5 that the shared charge is about ∼ 30%, where the
efficiency measured from a single strip is ∼ 90%. With the increasing voltage
the shared charge initially increased and then remained constant within the
error bars. Although we have referred this measurement as charge sharing
but the crosstalk between the two strips are not eliminated for this partic-
ular measurement.
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Figure 5: Variation of efficiency and shared charge between two consecutive
strips with the voltage.

Finally, the prototype is tested in the high intensity gamma ray envi-
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ronment. A 137Cs source of activity ∼ 13.6 GBq is used for the this mea-
surement. 662 keV photons are emitted from the source with a measured
flux of ∼ 46 kHz/cm2. As shown in Figure 6 the source is placed on the
top of the top scintillator paddle. The efficiency is measured for the voltage
setting of 10.2 kV with and without the gamma source. The measurement
is performed with the C2H2F4 and i-C4H10 gas mixture in the 90/10 volume
ratio. The obtained efficiency value is shown in absence and presence of the
gamma source in Figure 7. It is observed that the efficiency decreased by
only 1 % with a gamma ray flux of 46 kHz/cm2 from the efficiency value
without the source.

Figure 6: Setup to measure the efficiency in presence of high intensity gamma
ray flux.
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Figure 7: Efficiency in presence and absence of high intensity gamma ray
flux at an applied voltage difference of 10.2 kV across the gas gap.

The detector is also tested for long-term with cosmic rays. During the
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long-term operation the detector is operated with two types of gas mixture.
One is with 100% C2H2F4 gas and another is with C2H2F4 and i-C4H10

mixture in the 90/10 volume ratio. Initially, the detector is operated with
a mixture of C2H2F4 and i-C4H10 and then it is continuously tested with
100% C2H2F4 for next few days. After that it is again tested with the mixed
gas.
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Figure 8: (a) Efficiency and (b) noise rate of the detector as a function of
period of operation for two different gas compositions at applied voltage of
10.2 kV. For some data points the error bars are smaller than the size of the
markers.
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Figure 9: Distribution of the efficiency values of long-term measurements at
applied voltage of 10.2 kV.

The measured efficiency and noise rate of the detector as a function of the
period of operation for two different gas compositions are shown in Figure 8.
The distribution of efficiency and noise rate for two gas compositions are
shown in Figure 9 and 10 respectively. The detector is tested for more than
90 days.

It is found that for C2H2F4 and i-C4H10 mixture and 100% C2H2F4

the average efficiencies are found to be 88 ± 6 % and 93 ± 6 % respec-
tively whereas the average noise rates for two compositions are found to
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Figure 10: Distribution of the noise rate values of long-term measurements
at applied voltage of 10.2 kV.

be 189 ± 131 Hz/cm2 and 208 ± 129 Hz/cm2. The long-term stability is
studied for about 100 days.

5 Summary and outlook

A RPC prototype made of linseed oil coated indigenous bakelite material of
thickness 2 mm and having bulk resistivity ∼ 3 × 1010 Ω cm is tested.

The detector is tested initially with 100% C2H2F4 gas in the avalanche
mode. With the applied voltage of 10.4 kV onwards, the time resolution
obtained is ∼ 0.8 ns. The time resolution of the module is also comparable
with that of the conventional linseed oil-coated bakelite RPC.

Variation of charge sharing between the consecutive strips is measured
with the applied voltage. From 5 to 8 kV the shared charge initially increased
and reached a constant (∼ 30%) within the error bar. With the increasing
voltage shared charge has not increased further and remained constant with
a little fluctuations.

The preliminary stability test of the chamber is performed using C2H2F4

and i-C4H10 mixture and 100% C2H2F4 for about 100 days. The overall
efficiency for the entire period is found to be ∼ 90%.

This radiation tolerance test is very important for an experiment, es-
pecially for high-energy physics experiments where detectors are subjected
to continuous operation at high rate environment for a long time. For the
present prototype a very good efficiency is obtained where it is operated in
the presence of a high-intensity photon source. It is also observed that the
efficiency decreased by only 1 % from the efficiency value without the source
with a gamma ray flux of 46 kHz/cm2.
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