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ABSTRACT: Objective: Microdosimetry investigates the energy deposition of ionizing radiation at
microscopic scales, beyond the assessment capabilities of macroscopic dosimetry. This contributes
to an understanding of the biological response in radiobiology, radiation protection and radiother-
apy. Microdosimetric pulse height spectra are usually measured using an ionization detector in
a pulsed readout mode. This incorporates and a charge-sensitive amplifier followed by a shaping
network. At high particle rates, the pileup of multiple pulses leads to distortions in the recorded
spectra. Especially for gas-based detectors, this is a significant issue, that can be reduced by using
solid-state detectors with smaller cross-sectional areas and faster readout speeds. At particle rates
typical for ion therapy, however, such devices will also experience pileup. Mitigation techniques
often focus on avoiding pileup altogether, while post-processing approaches are rarely investigated.
Approach: This work explores pileup effects in microdosimetric measurements and presents a
stochastic resampling algorithm, allowing for offline simulation and correction of spectra. Initially
it was developed for measuring neutron spectra with tissue equivalent proportional counters and is
adapted for the use with solid-state microdosimeters in a clinical radiotherapy setting.

Main results: The algorithm was tested on data acquired with solid-state microdosimeters at the
MedAustron ion therapy facility. The successful simulation and reduction of pileup counts is
achieved by establishing a limited number of parameters for a given setup.

Significance: The presented results illustrate the potential of offline correction methods in situations
where a direct pileup-free measurement is currently not practicable.
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1 Introduction

Microdosimetry is concerned with the assessment and description of the energy deposition of ion-
izing radiation in microscopic sites. This is of particular interest in the context of ion therapy,
given the complicated interplay of different energy loss mechanisms for high linear energy transfer
(LET) radiation. Ion therapy uses charged particles, such as protons and carbon ions, to irradiate
tumors with high precision. Due to the targeted energy deposition, adverse effects on healthy tissue
can be reduced. This requires a detailed planning of the treatment in advance. Radiation quality
is currently considered in clinical treatment planning systems as the dose averaged LET, LET,
[1]. However, LET, is a purely calculated quantity and is susceptible to significant disparities.
The values between different treatment centers show notable deviations due to the use of disparate
methodologies and varying degrees of reporting [2, 3]. Moreover, even a precisely known LET
may be insufficient in predicting clinical outcomes. Recent studies indicate that different radiation
qualities may result in a different radio biological effectiveness (RBE) despite featuring identical
LET,;. Microdosimetry could serve as a more accurate predictor of radiobiological outcomes by
incorporating the whole energy deposition spectrum into radiobiological modeling [4, 5].

Microdosimetric data is typically obtained in the form of energy deposition spectra using a
spectroscopic readout chain for pulse height analysis [6, 7]. Following a particle crossing in a
proportional counter or solid-state detector, the signal charge is integrated using a charge-sensitive
preamplifier. It is further shaped by a feedback network to improve the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR),
and consequently digitized using a multi channel analyzer (MCA). This allows for measuring the
energy imparted, AE, per event. The measured value is then divided by the mean chord length of
the sensitive volume crossed, to obtain the lineal energy y = AE/ fpmh. The mean chord length fpath
is defined as the mean distance a particle travels when traversing the sensitive volume. The lineal
energy y serves as an indicator for the radiation quality at a given point in space.

The objective of microdosimetry is to quantify the pattern of energy deposition at the micro-
scopic scale. This inherently involves measuring small signal charges, necessitating the use of low



noise electronics to ensure sufficient resolution. On the other hand, low noise electronics typically
require shaping times on the order of microseconds [8] and thus are susceptible for pileup at high
particle rates, impeding an accurate energy measurement. In the field of microdosimetry, gas-based
tissue equivalent proportional counters (TEPCs) have historically been the primary instrument of
choice. Solid-state devices offer faster readout speeds and smaller cross-sectional areas (0.002—
0.05) mm?, therefore reducing pileup [9]. However, in clinical ion beams with particle rates on
the order of 10° s™! [10], even these small-scale microdosimeters will experience significant pileup.

As pileup does not have any physical significance in microdosimetric measurements, it should
be reduced as much as possible to yield accurate single-particle energy deposition spectra. Under
ideal conditions, a single particle entering the sensitive volume of the detector generates a charge
cloud along its track, which is rapidly collected at the electrodes, forming a delta-like current pulse.
It is amplified into a shaped pulse and digitized by the readout electronics before the next event
occurs. Pileup can originate either during the charge collection in the detector (detector pileup) or
as a feature of the electronic processing (pulse pileup). In the following, only pulse pileup will be
discussed, assuming the fast readout speeds achieved with depleted solid-state detectors. This refers
to the partial or complete overlap of two or more shaped voltage pulses generated by individually
detected particles.
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Figure 1. Illustration of the formation of pulse pileup in the electronic readout chain. Individual pulses of
heights h; are separated by inter-arrival times At;. A pileup-free count is defined as two pulses separated
by more than the pileup resolution time 7. Due to partial overlap of pulses, the spectra are skewed and
broadened (tail pileup), while the complete overlap (peak pileup) leads to the formation of double sum peaks.
The dashed blue lines indicate the measured pulse heights from the sum of the individual waveforms.

Pulse pileup is sketched in figure 1. Peak pileup refers to the complete overlap of two or more
events into a single registered pulse. In a spectrum containing distinct lines, peak pileup is most
evident by the formation of double sum peaks. In extreme cases, even higher-order random sum
peaks can be observed [11]. Tail pileup refers to the overlap of pulses with inter-arrival times below
the shaped pulse rise time. Individual events can still be resolved, but depending on their sequence
and type of shaping this manifests as a broadening and skewing of the spectrum. In practice, a



combination of both effects is observed, resulting not only in distortions of the spectrum, but also
the appearance of artificial features or even a shift of the whole spectrum in severe cases.

Pileup correction is a complex undertaking, that despite the best efforts will never be able to
perfectly remove corrupted counts. It is thus recommended that efforts are made to prevent pileup
online during the measurement, whenever possible. A trivial solution is to lower the effective
particle rate arriving at the detector by either lowering the cross section or modifying the dose rate.
Modifying the particle flux from the accelerator is not always feasible and especially when using
microdosimetry as a characterization tool for clinical ion beams, the measurement of the radiation
field should remain faithful to clinical dose rates. At present, most microdosimetric setups are not
equipped to measure pileup-free spectra in a high dose-rate clinical settings.

A number of approaches have been put forth in various scientific disciplines to circumvent
or correct pileup in spectroscopic measurements [12]. Many spectroscopy systems employ a
pileup-rejection scheme based on splitting the signal onto two channels after the preamplifier. A
fast channel optimized for timing measurements identifies pulse arrival times and the slow channel
prepares the signal for high resolution pulse height measurement with correspondingly long inte-
gration times. A delay line in the slow channel enables the fast signals to gate the acquisition in the
event of pileup [13]. Such a discrimination circuit can be further enhanced by incorporating digital
pulse processing [14] or discriminating by pulse shapes [15, 16]. Nevertheless, at exceedingly high
rates, these methods have proven inadequate for the effective capture of pileup events. A promis-
ing approach in advanced pileup rejection can be based on an accurate recovery of arrival times,
achieved by signal deconvolution [17, 18]. The reconstruction of undistorted pulse shapes from the
digitized pulse train has further been the subject of extensive investigation [19-24], also including
machine learning methods [25, 26]. However, it should be noted that some of these algorithms are
unable to consider peak pileup and require specific pulse shapes or a high SNR, which cannot be
easily achieved for microdosimetric solid-state detectors. Additionally, advanced pileup correction
and rejection algorithms are not commercially available, nor are they straightforward to implement.

One initial effort to assess the possibility of offline correction was made by Langen et al.
[27]. They proposed a stochastic algorithm, utilizing Poisson statistics, to resample the measured
counts and subsequently correcting microdosimetric spectra. Since it showed promising results for
correcting pileup in neutron data measured with a TEPC, in this work we aim to explore its potential
for solid-state microdosimeters in ion beams. The proposed algorithm potentially offers a quick
and straightforward approach to model pulse pileup and to correct pulse pileup occurring during
analog processing. The method can be achieved using a conventional analog spectroscopic readout
chain without digital signal processing.

2 Materials & Methods

Assuming Poisson-distributed inter-arrival times, the probability of two or more events adding up
to a single detected event can be derived similar to the dead time behavior of a pulsed readout



system [28]. Instead of the dead time, which is assumed negligible, the statistics focus on the
number of events occurring during the pileup resolution time 7. This parameter represents the
minimum required separation between two registered events in time, to not being classified as
pileup. A spectroscopic readout chain is best modeled as a non-paralyzable system, meaning that
the arrival of new particles within 7 does not extend the pileup resolution time of the initial pulse.
The probability of observing (n + 1) pulses within this interval 7 at an effective average particle
rate « is given by

(at)" exp (a1)

P(n) = n!

—p=Pn>1)=1-P(0). (2.1

It follows, that the total pileup probability p, i.e. two or more events in a count P(n > 1), can
be given as a function of rate @ and resolution time 7. Together, they form the pileup magnitude a.
Equation (2.1) allows for an estimate of the pulse pileup expected in a particle beam with Poisson
distributed arrival times. A square slab detector centered in the beam encounters an average effective
particle rate R.¢. For a Gaussian transversal distribution of particles, the effective particle rate can
be calculated from the total particle rate R and the ratio of the intensity arriving at the sensitive
volume Igy to the total intensity over the whole beamspot Ispor. The intensities are in turn calculated
from the beam spot size o and the side length L of the detector as
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Figure 2 shows the result for a situation representative of the proton and carbon-ion beams at the
MedAustron facility [34] with a particle rate of 103 s~! on a Gaussian beamspot of 5 mm full width
at half maximum (FWHM) [29, 30]. Even with small cross-sectional areas and short shaping
times, pileup remains a concern for state-of-the-art microdosimeters. Due to intensity fluctuations
and particle bunching, non-Poissonian ripples in the rate distribution are expected in a real beam,
which leads to a further increase in the probability of pileup [31, 32].
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Figure 2. Estimation of the pileup probability in a Poisson distributed particle beam on square detectors of
different sizes. The plot illustrates the conditions for a 5 mm FWHM Gaussian beam spot with 108 particles/s.
The relevant range for state-of-the-art microdosimeters is shown in the zoomed plot to the left. At shaping
times O(11s) , pileup contributions are notable at small cross sections.



A resampling algorithm can be used to simulate the effect of pileup in microdosimetric spectra
[27]. For this, pulse height analysis is modeled in the time domain as a twofold random process. N
events with random pulse heights are /; separated by random time intervals At;, as shown in figure 1.
Due to shaping, each event yields a similar pulse shape f(h, At,t), differing only in amplitude /.
The individual signals add up to a continuous pulse train v(¢) = Zf\] f(hi, At;, t) to be digitized. In
a first step, the respective probabilities P(n) for pileup of different order n are calculated according
to equation (2.1), with the parameters @ and 7 known in advance. These probabilities are then
multiplied by the total number of counts in the spectrum to determine the number of affected events.
Unaffected counts are directly transferred to the output histogram, while affected pulse heights are
randomly sampled from their frequency distribution. Depending on the order of pileup, tuples of n
events are grouped together and their individual offsets in time are sampled within 7 - T from the first
pulse in the tuple. Next, the sum of the pulses per group is calculated by superposing the unit pulse
shapes scaled with the corresponding sampled pulse heights. The unit pulse refers to the output of
the shaping network normalized in height. A popular choice for pulse shaping are CR — (RC)" or
"semi-Gaussian" shaping circuits, due to their relatively high SNR and short tail pulses [33]. At
equal time constants 7', the semi-Gaussian waveforms can be described as
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By adding RC stages the pulse becomes more symmetrical until it converges into a Gaussian
shape. For commercial analog shapers, the shaping circuit might not be a simple RC circuit and
the waveforms are difficult to describe analytically. As a result, their characteristics must be deter-
mined using an oscilloscope. In the end, peak heights are determined from the sum, allowing for
the simulation of both peak and tail pileup with the possibility of peaks being completely buried.
The distorted pulse heights are transferred to the output histogram.

As demonstrated by Langen et al [27], the simulation of pileup can be used to correct spectra:

1. Using the algorithm described above, further pileup is simulated into the spectrum in question
with a given @ and 7. 7 is given by the unit pulse shape. « is either determined from prior
analysis, estimated as the effective rate expected in this measurement or set to a small value
(at < 1) for iterative correction.

2. After pileup simulation using these parameters, the bin-wise difference between the measured
input spectrum and the simulation output spectrum, the pileup vector, is calculated.

3. The pileup vector is subsequently subtracted from the input spectrum, thereby providing an
improved guess for the pileup-free version of the given spectrum.

If the pileup parameters o and T have been previously determined, sufficient correction can
be achieved in one cycle (single step). Should this not be the case, an iterative correction process
is started, repeating the steps above. If one has access to a pileup-free spectrum, the process is
then repeated until convergence with this "ideal" spectrum. Convergence can be estimated using
a least-squares difference between the respective input and output spectra. Once a7 and the unit



pulse shape have been established for a given setup, future spectra can be corrected using the same
parameters.

The algorithm was tested using data taken at the MedAustron facility. Microdosimetric spectra
were acquired using the same acquisition chain and the same radiation quality but at different
particle rates. This ensures, that differences in the shapes of the spectra can only be attributed to
pileup. The readout chain consisted of an Amptek CoolFET (A250CF) charge sensitive preampli-
fier with an ORTEC 671 spectroscopic shaping amplifier and an ORTEC 928 MCB multichannel
analyzer. The shaping amplifier features a sophisticated pileup rejection circuit employing fast-slow
channel discrimination and a secondary rejection logic. The detector was a 200 X 200 x 2 pm?
diamond microdosimeter [35, 36]. Reverse bias was supplied using a Rhode & Schwarz HCM8043
bench-top power supply via a bias-tee integrated into the preamplifier. The unit pulse shape was
determined as a Gaussian pulse with a time constant of 7 =1.7 ps and 7 =7.5 ps via least squares
fitting of waveforms acquired using an oscilloscope, while signals were applied to the test input
of the preamplifier. Microdosimetric spectra were obtained using '2C®* ions at 120 MeV/u and
238.6 MeV/u at both clinical rates, hereafter refered to as high flux, and using a degrader setting to
limit the particle rate to 10%, referred to as low flux. A single beam spot of approximately 5 mm
FWHM was used, and the detector was placed in the isocentre. Measurements were performed in
the plateau region of the depth-dose curve without a phantom and using RW3 ("solid water") plates
to place the detector near the Bragg peak, to achieve different radiation qualities. The position of
the Bragg peak was previously established using the PeakFinder (PTW, Germany).

The algorithm operates directly on the digitized, linearly binned pulse heights. Details on the
calculation of the microdosimetric representations of pulse height spectra can be found in [7, 37].
The microdosimetric lineal energy representation

yZ
yd(y) = —f() (2.4)
YF

is calculated after the pileup correction and energy calibration from the frequency lineal energy
distribution f(y), corresponding to the pulse height measurement. Further, the frequency average
lineal energy yp = fom yvf(y)dy and the dose average lineal energy yp = 1/jF fooo y2f(y)dy are
calculated. The microdosimetric representation yd(y) uses logarithmic binning to improve the
visibility of spectral differences. All spectra were calibrated using carbon edge calibration, scaling
the energy axis to the maximum energy that can be transferred by a single carbon ion in the given
detector material, as described in [38]. A lower cutoff was set in all spectra to only include the
main part of the spectrum and avoid sampling from the low energy tail formed by electronic noise
and delta ray production outside of the sensitive volume [39]. The spectra follow the Landau /
Gaussian distribution typical for measurements of high energy ions. When sampling the affected
events from the spectrum, a cutoff has to be set at the first empty channel to avoid sampling from
empty energy bins not containing spectral information.



3 Results

Pileup is clearly observed in all spectra measured at clinical rates (high flux). In the low flux
measurements, no significant pileup was encountered. They are therefore assumed to be the ideal
end point of the pileup correction. The pulse shapes in figure 3 illustrate this, with a double
sum peak emerging at twice the most probable value (MPV) channel 110 in the high flux spectra.
As shown in figure 4 and 5, the resampling algorithm is able to realistically recreate the pileup
encountered in the measured high flux spectra from the measured low flux spectra. Moreover, it is
able to effectively correct the high flux spectra, so they conform with the measured low flux spectra.
For a fixed readout setup and particle energy, it was possible to simulate and correct pileup in two
spectra measured at different positions along the depth-dose curve using the same parameter at.
For a different amplifier gain and particle energy, new a7 needed to be established. This is likely
due to the lineal energy intervals being assigned different bin-widths within the MCA.
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Figure 3. Measured high flux and low flux spectra for '>C®* ions at 120 MeV/u. The spectral differences due

to pileup are evident by the formation of a double sum peak around channel 110. Both measurements with
(light colors) and without the internal pileup rejection logic (rich colors) are shown. The pileup rejection
circuit (PUR) was not able to reject corrupted counts at the rate encountered in the high flux measurement,
as seen from the overlap of the spectra.

Figure 4 shows the pulse height spectra measured in the plateau region and near the Bragg

12C6* jon beam, which were both

peak (at a depth of 28.3 mm) of a monoenergetic 120 MeV/u
successfully corrected to resemble the low flux measurement. The correction was possible in a
single step with at = 0.1875. An iterative correction using @t = 0.0375 converged after 5 steps
in both cases. This is evident by the double sum pulse in the tail region disappearing. Due to the
wider energy range covered in the spectrum measured near the Bragg peak, the visual effect of
pileup in the tail is not as pronounced as it is in the plateau spectra. During the presented measure-
ments, both spectra were obtained with and without the internal pileup rejection logic (PUR) of the
shaping amplifier. As shown in figure 3, the rejection circuit was not capable of prohibiting the

acquisition of pileup events. Figure 4 shows the versions of the spectra without the internal rejection.

In a previous measurement campaign, the same measurement setup was used with the shaping
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Figure 4. Measured high flux, low flux and pileup-corrected spectra for '2C%* ions at 120 MeV/u. Both
the pileup simulations and the corrected spectra are depicted with dashed lines. The spectra were measured
without online pileup rejection. (A) Spectrum measured in the plateau region. (B) Spectrum measured at

the Bragg peak.
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Figure 5. Measured high flux, low flux and pileup-corrected spectra for
simulations and the corrected spectra are depicted with dashed lines. The spectra were measured without

online pileup rejection. (A) Spectrum measured in the plateau region at 120 MeV/u. (B) Spectrum measured

in the plateau region at 238.6 MeV/u.

amplifier set to a different gain, measuring spectra in the plateau region using both 120 MeV/u and
238.6 MeV/u '?C%* ions. Due to the lower resolution and thus a different binning, different pileup
magnitudes had to be used to simulate and correct pileup. at = 0.3 was established for the 120
MeV/u and a7 = 0.6 for the 238.6 MeV/u measurement. The iterative correction converged in 8
steps for the 120 MeV/u measurement and in 14 steps for 238.6 MeV/u using at = 0.0375. Both

measured and corrected spectra are shown in figure 5.



Table 1. Calculated microdosimetric mean values yr and yp of the measured and corrected spectra.
The relative differences to the corresponding high and low flux measurements are indicated. Both for the
simulation of pileup into the low flux spectra and the correction of pileup from the high flux spectra, a
minimal difference to the respective measurements could be achieved.

Rel. Difference to Rel. Difference to
Setup Type Vr [keVipm] — yp [keV/um] Measured yr [Y0] Measured jp [%0]
High flux 63.02 65.24 - -
1206+ 120 MeV/u Simulated Pileup 63.01 64.66 0.02 0.89
Plateau (Figure 4) Low flux . . 61.49 62.98 - -
Corrected (iterative) 61.6 63.26 0.18 0.44
Corrected (single step) 61.32 62.32 0.28 1.05
High flux 203.52 258.17 - -
1206+ 120 MeV/u Simulated Pileup 203.30 256.31 0.11 0.72
Peak (Figure 4) Low flux . . 197.46 248.21 - -
Corrected (iterative) 196.76 244.02 0.35 1.69
Corrected (single step) 195.80 243.67 0.84 1.83
High flux 65.09 67.87 - -
1206+ 120 MeV/u Simulated Pileup 64.62 66.75 0.72 1.65
Plateau (Figure 5) Low flux ' . 62.12 63.44 - -
Corrected (iterative) 62.28 63.20 0.26 0.38
Corrected (single step) 62.42 63.37 0.48 0.11
High flux 46.31 49.31 - -
1206+ 2386 MeV/u Simulated Pileup 46.04 48.03 0.58 2.60
Plateau (Figure 5) Low flux . . 43.20 44.70 - -
Corrected (iterative) 43.06 44.08 0.32 1.39
Corrected (single step) 42.83 43.69 0.86 2.26

4 Discussion

To compare the spectra, the frequency mean yr and the dose mean jp values are taken as indicators
for a global change in the data. This change is quantified as the relative difference in these values.
The comparison is shown in table 1. The measured high flux spectra are taken as the reference
for the pileup simulation, and the measured low flux spectra are taken as a reference for the pileup
corrected spectra. Without any correction, the average relative differences in the mean values be-
tween the high and low flux spectra in all four measurements presented in figure 4 and figure 5 are
Aq,yp=(3.57 £ 1.92) % and Aq,yp=(5.80 + 2.73) %. Since the only variable that changed between
measurements was the particle rate, any observed change can be solely attributed to pileup. Using
the single step correction, using the predetermined at obtained from the forward simulation, this
can be reduced to Aq, j=(0.61 +£0.28) % and Aq,yp=(1.31 +£0.94) %. With the iterative correction
it was possible to reach Aq,yp=(0.28 + 0.08) % and Aq¢,yp=(0.97 + 0.66) %.

Nevertheless, limitations have to be acknowledged. The effective rate parameter « is highly
dependent on the acquisition setup and radiation quality, which is why it needs to be empirically
determined for different measurement settings. An estimation of the rate cannot be achieved by
a simplistic Poissonian approach, as the assumption of a constant average arrival of particle does
not hold true for accelerator beams. For the high flux measurements, the estimation in equation
(2.2) gives an effective average rate of about 7 x 103 particles/s crossing the detector surface, which



Table 2. Rate statistics in the diamond microdosimeter measured in the low flux accelerator setting. With an

average particle rate of 1.19 x 10° s~!, frequencies of up to two orders of magnitude higher were observed.
Frequency Bin | 100 Hz - 1 kHz | 1kHz- 10 kHz | 10 kHz - 100 kHz | 100 kHz - 1 MHz | 1 MHz - 10 MHz
Occupancy | 29.34 % | 57.15 % | 11.99 % | 1.53 % | 0.00 %

would result in a pileup magnitude of et = 0.05. This is an order of magnitude lower than the
parameters needed for correction. This implies, that in our implementation of the algorithm,
cannot be interpreted as the effective rate of particles arriving at the detector. Due to fluctuations
in the beam intensity, detector placement, secondary particle production and dead time behavior,
the arrival times of registered particles do not seem to follow a Poisson distribution. This was
confirmed by a measurement of the inter-arrival times on the diamond detector using a fast am-
plifier (A250CF timing output) in the low flux accelerator setting. A fast oscilloscope (Rhode &
Schwarz RTO6) was used to take multiple 50 ms long acquisitions of the output signal at 1 GSa/s,
count the numbers of events and measure their relative distance in time. These statistics show that
while having an average event rate of 1.19x 103 s™!, 11.99% of particles formed bunches with rates
between (10*-10°) s~ and 1.53% of particles formed bunches with rates between (10°—10°) s~!.
The proportions are shown in table 2. Despite expecting particle rates in the kHz range, bunching
leads to occasional ripples of up to two orders of magnitude higher in frequency. If the measurement
is extrapolated to the high flux setting, this is likely the reason, bigger pileup magnitudes a7 than
expected from the Poisson estimation are needed for correction. Additionally, a seems to depend
on digitization choices, such as the low energy noise cutoff and amplifier gain, due to binning effects.

Despite these challenges, stochastic resampling has demonstrated the capacity to improve
spectra and provides a practical means for offline pileup correction using a traditional analog
measurement setup. In regularly repeated measurements, as for example in beam quality assurance
[40], the offline correction method can be used to optimize the balance between measurement time,
statistical accuracy, and minimizing pileup. By establishing the correction parameters once using a
high-statistics, pileup-free spectrum, subsequent high flux measurements showing moderate pileup
can be measured and corrected at short timescales. For future online rejection systems, different
strategies including digital pulse processing are being investigated, depending on an increased SNR
and high throughput. In order to reduce pileup to an insignificant level, it is necessary to construct
a readout system that is specifically designed to meet the unique requirements of microdosimetric
measurements at high dose rates.

5 Conclusion

Measuring precise energy deposition spectra at high particle rates requires an effective rejection
or correction of pileup. The conventional approach of limiting the detector area and employing
traditional pileup-rejection systems, such as fast-slow coincidence, is insufficient to avoid pileup
in microdosimetric measurements using solid-state microdosimeters at clinical dose rates. While
online rejection would be ideal, current hardware limitations necessitate alternative solutions. Post-
processing methods present a promising tool as they do not require specialized readout equipment.
A resampling algorithm [27] was adapted and the capability to correct pileup was demonstrated
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in four separate measurements. The relative change in the spectra due to pileup distortions was
evaluated using the frequency mean yr and dose mean yp values. Using iterative correction, the
initial average relative differences Aq,y p=(3.57 £ 1.92) % and Aq, 3 p=(5.80 £ 2.73) % due to pulse
pileup could be reduced to Aq,y=(0.28 £0.08) % and Aq, 7 p=(0.97 £0.66) %. The main limitation
of the method presented is the need to empirically determine the correction parameters for each
setup. The amount of correction is controlled via the pileup magnitude @r. While 7 depends on the
unit pulse shape of the shaping network, « is a complex parameter incorporating information about
the particle rate, beam characteristics and measurement choices. It cannot simply be estimated
as the average particle rate arriving at the detector. This is due to the extraction mechanism in a
synchrotron leading to intensity ripples, causing particle bunching on different timescales, orders
of magnitude higher than the average rate and effects from the digitization of pulse heights.

Nevertheless, offline correction could be a valuable tool for quality assurance measurements,
since measurements are performed under similar conditions and the correction parameters can be
established in advance. The long-term objective should be the development of readout systems
capable of rejecting pileup at clinical dose rates. In situations where pulse pileup currently cannot
be avoided, an offline resampling algorithm , as presented in this work, can be an effective tool for
spectrum correction.
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