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Abstract

In this study, we investigate the influence of humidity on the performance of various non-resistive
Micro Pattern Gaseous Detectors, such as GEM, Thick-GEM, and Micromegas, operated with
Ar-CO2 (90-10) gas mixture. The water content is introduced in a range of 0–5000 ppmV. It is
observed that the presence of increased humidity does not significantly degrade any of the studied
performance criteria. On the contrary, our measurements suggest an improvement in discharge
stability with increasing humidity levels at the highest gains and fields. No significant difference is
observed at the lower gains, indicating that humidity helps to reduce the rate of spurious discharges
related to electrode defects or charging-up of the insulating layers. We conclude that adding a small
amount of water to the gas mixture may be beneficial for the stable operation of an MPGD.
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1. Introduction

Despite several decades of experience in the
production and successful operation of Micro
Pattern Gaseous Detectors (MPGDs, see re-
cent review in [1]), the effect of water con-
tamination in the gas composition on their per-
formance is still a subject of debate. Previous
studies regarding the addition of water vapour
to the gas are inconclusive, and no consensus
has been reached, especially concerning dis-
charge stability and the influence on streamer
development [2, 3, 4]. Adding small amounts
of water vapour to the gas may benefit detector
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operation by preventing the glue used in detec-
tor components from drying out and helping to
mitigate ageing effects [5]. However, an ad-
verse effect of small amounts of humidity in
the gas mixture on the detector performance
has to be ruled out before its utilisation in ex-
periments.

To resolve this question, we study vari-
ous MPGDs, including Gas Electron Multi-
plier (GEM) [6], Thick Gas Electron Multi-
plier (THGEM1) [8, 9], and the Micro-mesh
gaseous structure (Micromegas, MMG) [10].
We investigate different performance criteria
of the detectors, including gain and energy
resolution, and put a particular focus on dis-
charge stability. We examine the impact of

1The results have been partially published in [7]
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Figure 1: The experimental setup of the detector chamber and the gas system used to humidify the gas mixture.

water vapour in the gas mixture on detector
performance by building a dedicated setup to
introduce and vary the humidity between mea-
surements.

Our measurements are performed at the ab-
solute humidity levels of 0–5000 ppmV (parts
per million, proportion by volume), which cor-
respond to a relative humidity (RH) value of
up to ∼20% at normal temperature and pres-
sure conditions. It should be noted that sev-
eral groups reported various instabilities in
MPGD detectors appearing at much larger rel-
ative humidity values while operating/testing a
detector structure in an air atmosphere in the
laboratory. In [11], instabilities such as in-
creased leakage current and spark rate were
observed in GEMs operated in ambient, clean-
room conditions (RH≈50%). Similar observa-
tions have also been made with other types of
MPGDs (see, for example, [12] for resistive
Micromegas or recent results with µRGroove
presented in [13]). For this reason, the humid-
ity limits for the quality control procedures of
MPGDs are usually put below the RH value
of 50% or even below 10%, as required in the
recently concluded large-scale productions for
the LHC detector upgrades [14, 15, 16]. This
is well in line with the range considered in this
work. In the presented studies, we focus on the
fundamental stability limits of MPGD-based

detectors in a gas mixture with trace amounts
of water, and the regions of large RH (> 50%)
are not considered here.

2. Experimental setup and methods

2.1. Gas system
The gas mixture used in the presented stud-

ies is Ar-CO2 (90-10). A dedicated setup
is built to study the effect of humidity on
MPGDs, in which a constant amount of water
vapour is reliably introduced to the gas. Fig-
ure 1 demonstrates the humidification process.
The original gas mixture flows through a pip-
ing system, splitting into two separate lines.
One line incorporates a bubbler filled with dis-
tilled water, allowing the gas to absorb hu-
midity without introducing additional contam-
inants like oxygen. Different humidity levels
can be achieved by adjusting the flow through
the bubbler using a mass flow meter, as shown
in Fig. 2. Simultaneously, the second line di-
rects dry gas around the humidifying line un-
til they merge. The resulting gas mixture is
flushed through the detector chamber while
a rotameter in the dry gas line regulates and
monitors the flow. A Rapidox 3100 Multigas
Analyser from Cambridge Sensotec is placed
after the detector vessel to record the oxygen
and humidity content of the mixture. The oxy-
gen content is kept at a minimum (< 25 ppmV)
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Figure 2: Gas contaminants recorded during a test mea-
surement. The initial spike in the oxygen content corre-
sponds to the activation of the humidifier at time zero. It
is demonstrated that humidity can be controlled reliably
by changing the flow rate through the bubbler.

throughout all measurements. The ambient
conditions are tracked with thermometers and
a pressure sensor.

2.2. MPGDs

The detector setup follows the same scheme
for all measurements. It consists of an MPGD
mounted between a drift cathode and a read-
out plane. Table 1 includes a list of all MPGD
structures used in this study, together with
the main geometrical parameters. GEM and
Micromegas structures are 10 × 10 cm2 large,
whereas the area of the THGEM is 11.2 ×
11.2 cm2. All structures are non-resistive.

The drift cathode and the readout anode
are both made of 1.5 mm thick PCB, coated
on one side with copper. If not stated oth-
erwise, the distance between the source and
the MPGD structure is 32 mm, and in the case
of the (TH)GEM, the induction gap length is
2 mm throughout all measurements. The dis-
tance zMMG between a Micromegas mesh and
the readout anode is 128 µm, as indicated in
Table 1.

2.3. Radioactive sources
Two different sources are used to measure

and compare the performance. The first one
is a mixed alpha source containing 239Pu,
241Am and 244Cm. The emitted particles
have weighted mean energies of 5.15 MeV,
5.45 MeV and 5.80 MeV, respectively [18].
The source rate measured with the setup is
∼ 300 Hz. The second source is 55Fe, which
emits mainly x-rays with an energy of 5.9 keV
and a rate of ∼120 kHz. For the discharge sta-
bility studies, the source is placed on top of
the drift cathode, irradiating the drift volume
through a 7.8 mm hole perpendicular to the
MPGD structure.

2.4. Gain measurements
The absolute gain is defined as the ratio of

the amplification current to the primary current
measured in the drift volume. The currents
are measured using a floating multi-channel
picoamperemeter [19]. For the (TH)GEM,
this process is carried out with zero induc-
tion field, while the amplified signal from
avalanche multiplication is read at the bottom
of the foil. The primary current is measured
at the top (TH)GEM electrode, with the bot-
tom electrode and the anode plane grounded.
A drift field of Edrift = 400 V cm−1 is applied,
at which the electron collection efficiency
of primary charges is expected to be nearly
100% [20, 21, 22, 23]. The measurement
with a Micromegas is performed similarly by
applying a drift field of Edrift = 400 V cm−1

and keeping the mesh and the anode plane
grounded. Since the electron transparency of
MMG1 is known to be less than 100% for the
measured field configurations, the gain values
are corrected using data obtained with this spe-
cific Micromegas structure [17], where elec-
tron transparency is measured as a function of
the ratio Edrift/EMMG, with EMMG representing
the field strength in the amplification region.
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Table 1: A list of MPGD structures used in this study. The naming convention for Micromegas follows the one
established in [17]. The main geometrical parameters are specified: dins - Apical®/FR4 thickness (for GEM/THGEM,
respectively), dCu - copper cladding thickness, � - hole diameter (inner/outer), the hole pitch, zMMG - amplification
gap given by the thickness of the Pyralux® PC1025 pillars, dwire - wire thickness, awire - distance between the wire
edges (inner dimensions of a mesh cell), density in lines per inch, optical transparency. All meshes are woven. The
THGEM has no rims around the holes.

MPGD
(TH)GEM Micromegas

dins dCu � Pitch zMMG dwire awire Density Transparency Producer
[µm] [µm] [µm] [µm] [µm] [µm] [µm] [LPI] [%]

GEM (S) 50 5 50/70 140 – – – – 24 CERN
GEM (LP) 50 5 50/70 280 – – – – 6 CERN
THGEM 400 35 400 800 – – – – 24 Eltos S.p.A.
MMG1 – – – – 128 13 22 730 40 CERN
MMG3 – – – – 128 18 45 400 51 CERN

For MMG3, a 100% collection efficiency can
be safely assumed [17].

During all measurement sessions, the pri-
mary current is measured 15 min after the drift
voltage is applied. Each measurement lasts
5 min, during which the primary current val-
ues are averaged. Subsequently, the volt-
age—and consequently, the gain—is gradu-
ally increased, waiting approximately 5 min-
utes after applying the voltage before mea-
suring the amplification current for 1 minutes–
2 minutes at each step, continuing until reach-
ing a region where discharges may occur. This
means that between applying a potential to
MPGDs and measuring first discharges, ap-
proximately 45 minutes pass, which is com-
parable with the typical charging-up time con-
stants measured in various setups [14, 22, 24,
25, 26, 27] and should be adequate to assure an
MPGD structure to be sufficiently charged-up.
However, it should be noted that no detailed
studies on the influence of humidity on the
charging-up behaviour of MPGDs have been
performed in the scope of this work.

Upon reaching the first high-gain point, at
which the first discharge signals are expected,
the time between the voltage application and

the start of gain and discharge probability
measurement is increased to approximately 15
minutes to ensure stable gain behaviour. Fig-
ure 3 shows an example of a GEM amplifica-
tion current measured after reaching the high-
gain region, in which the first discharges oc-
curred. 900 seconds after ramping the voltages
up, the actual gain and discharge measurement
starts. The amplification current is measured
for the remaining time, and the average value
is calculated to estimate the gain. The stan-
dard deviation of this measurement reflects the
residual change of gain with time. Follow-
ing the procedure described in [22], the current
excursions measured during a discharge event
(current spikes) are excluded from calculating
the average.

2.5. Amplitude spectra

Studies on the effect of humidity on ampli-
tude spectra are performed to test if the de-
tector performance may be seriously altered
by the water content in the gas mixture. The
measurements presented here are performed
with a GEM foil, setting the induction field
to 4 kV cm−1 and the amplification voltage to
410 V to achieve a high effective gain with-
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Figure 3: The current measured at the bottom side of
the GEM foil while increasing the amplification voltage
from 360 V to 380 V, plotted for three different humidity
levels.

out frequent discharging. The signal produced
by the 55Fe x-ray source is measured with a
single, 10×10 mm2 pad on the multi-pad read-
out anode and analysed with a simple readout
chain including a pre-amplifier, an amplifier
and a multi-channel analyser (MCA) for am-
plitude measurements and histogramming.

Before the measurement, all components
(GEM, amplifiers, MCA) are turned on and
running overnight to ensure that there are
no effects by charge- or warm-up of the in-
struments that could influence the measure-
ments. The measurement procedure follows:
recording the first spectrum for 15 min in dry
gas, increasing the humidity and subsequently
recording the next spectra (for 15 min each)
until reaching ≈ 3000 ppmV. At each step, it
is required that the water content value sta-
bilises (see Fig. 2) before starting the mea-
surement. However, the humidity level is
constantly monitored, and in case it remains
changing during the measurement, these resid-
ual variations are reflected in the uncertainty
of the measured value. The series is then re-
peated, starting with humidified gas and per-
forming a scan with decreasing water content.

The energy resolution values are calculated

by fitting a Gaussian to the main peak of the
spectrum and taking the ratio of the Gaussian
width (σ) to the mean peak position µ. The
systematic uncertainty is estimated by vary-
ing the fit ranges. The mean peak position is
then corrected for the temperature and pres-
sure (T/p) variations assuming linear depen-
dency of gain (thus µ value) on T/p ratio,
which was monitored throughout the measure-
ment. It should be noted that no detailed T/p
calibration is available for the detectors under
study. Thus, although the T/p variations were
rather limited during the measurement time,
the residual gain dependency remains uncor-
rected.

The corrected mean peak position (µcorr) and
corresponding energy resolution (σ/µcorr) val-
ues are shown in Fig. 4 for the GEM and Mi-
cromegas (type MMG3) on the left and right
panels, respectively. In both cases, the results
obtained with increasing and decreasing hu-
midity values are shown.

The GEM gain values increase with humid-
ity in the measured range by up to 10%, while
the MMG3 gain remains relatively stable, or
no clear dependency can be observed. Indeed,
drastic changes in the gas gain with increas-
ing water content are not expected, given the
amount of water in the mixture. Figure 5
shows the results of Magboltz [28] simula-
tions performed for the Ar-CO2 (90-10) mix-
ture with various absolute humidity levels cor-
responding to the measured values. The ef-
fective Townsend coefficient (i.e. the first
Townsend coefficient α minus the attachment
c) is plotted against the absolute water con-
tent for different electric field values, spanning
from 10 kV/cm to 120 kV/cm (see legend). In
all cases, the effective Townsend coefficient
values are constant, pointing to marginal (or
none) gain dependency in the studied humid-
ity range. The influence of humidity on the
Townsend and attachment coefficients may,
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Figure 4: The energy resolution (σ/µcorr, left axis, full points) and the main peak position (µcorr, right axis, hollow
points) measured with 55Fe source as a function of absolute humidity for GEM (left) and MMG3 (right) structures.
Different colours relate to measurements with increasing or decreasing humidity content in the gas. See text for more
details.

however, require further investigations. For
example, in the studies on the effect of hu-
midity on dielectric breakdown properties of
air [29] it was shown that the development of
electron avalanche should include ion kinet-
ics, where detachments and ion conversions
play a significant role in the generation and
loss of electrons. In the studies of air with
a water content of 0 %–8 %, it was presented
that humidity reduces the effective Townsend
coefficient at lower fields, up to ≈ 160 Td,
and increases it at higher fields. The stud-
ies presented in [29] show that the full un-
derstanding of the amplification and discharge
processes in a given gas requires more com-
prehensive avalanche models considering both
spatial growth and temporal processes. Simi-
lar considerations may be found attractive for
gaseous detector developments and shall be
considered in the follow-up studies.

The GEM gain dependency is less appar-
ent in the measurement with decreasing hu-
midity. Apart from the residual T/p influ-
ence, this may also be related to water ab-
sorbed in polyimide during the first measure-

Figure 5: Effective Townsend coefficient of Ar-CO2
(90-10) mixture calculated with Magboltz [28] as a
function of the humidity content for various electric
fields.

ment series, which influences the electrical
and electrostatic properties of the GEM struc-
ture (e.g. charging-up behaviour). Indeed,
in the case of MMG3, no significant gain de-
pendency and no differences are observed be-
tween the measurements with increasing and
decreasing humidity content. The Micromegas
pillars are made of photopolymer solder mask
material (DuPontTM Pyralux® PC 1000) and
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cover roughly 0.2 %–0.5 % of the detector area
([30]), contrary to GEMs, where polyimide
foil (Apical®) fills more than 75% of the active
area (see Table 1). Thus the water uptake by
the MMG3 detector shall be largely reduced
in comparison to GEMs, which may explain
the different results obtained with these two
types of detectors. In addition, the hygroscop-
icity of GEM and MMG3 materials shall be
considered, as they can further influence the
water trapping in these two structures. It is
expected that the water absorption of a poly-
mer mask is lower than that of the Apical® foil
(water absorption of 2.7%, according to the
producer [31]), however, no exact value could
be identified for the former.

Further studies are therefore needed to fully
understand the observed dependency and de-
couple various effects. However, for the sake
of the presented studies, the conservative ap-
proach is pursued: given a slight influence of
gas humidity on gain, the latter is measured for
each discharge measurement at a given voltage
setting.

For completeness, the effect of gas humidity
on energy resolution is studied. It is observed
to be very weak for both GEM and MMG3,
even though, given the electronegativity of wa-
ter molecules, one could expect the attachment
to deteriorate the energy resolution. As dis-
cussed above, the influence of humidity on
the effective Townsend coefficient for different
gases may vary depending on the electric field
strength, however, we do not consider this ef-
fect in the current studies. The GEM measure-
ments show a slight improvement in the en-
ergy resolution with increasing water content
which may be related to the increasing gain
values (see above). Still, the relative change
of energy resolution by less than 5% in the
measured humidity range can be considered
marginal. To summarise, the effect of humid-
ity on the performance of the detector is found

to be negligible and should not alter the studies
on discharge stability. Of course, a complete
interpretation of the observed effects should
be considered with a dedicated measurement
campaign.

2.6. Discharge measurement
The discharge rate Rdis is defined as a num-

ber of measured discharges Ndis occurring
within the measurement time tmeas. Conse-
quently, the discharge probability Pdis is given
by the ratio of the discharge rate to the mea-
sured source rate Rsrc, following:

Pdis =
Rdis

Rsrc
=

Ndis

Rsrc · tmeas
(1)

Counting the discharges is done by in-
stalling an open cable to the detector chamber,
acting as an antenna. The cable is connected
to an oscilloscope, which counts and visualises
the sparks as shown in figure Fig. 6.

Figure 6: A typical discharge signal obtained from a
THGEM and recorded by an oscilloscope.

To measure the discharge probability as a
function of the gain, the measurements have
to be performed simultaneously. The pico-
amperemeter, used to measure the amplifica-
tion current (see Section 2.4), registers also
discharge events as sharp spikes, altering the
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gain estimation. To prevent this, an averaging
algorithm excludes points that deviate more
than 5σ from the mean current value. The pro-
cedure was used in our previous studies and
is explained in more detail in [22]. In each
measurement of the discharge probability, up
to hundreds of sparks are recorded with the os-
cilloscope. However, the discharge rate never
exceeds 1 Hz to assure reliable gain measure-
ment. The associated statistical error of dis-
charge occurrences is calculated by assuming
a Poisson distribution of the latter.

3. Results

3.1. Gain comparisons

Figure 7 shows the measured absolute gain
as a function of the amplification voltage ap-
plied to each MPGD. The two different sources
used for these studies, the alpha source and
the 55Fe source (see Section 2.3), are presented
as triangles and squares, respectively. The
humidity content of the gas mixture is indi-
cated by the changing colour. To minimise the
influence of humidity variations on measure-
ments presented in this and the following sec-
tions, the humidity is adjusted and stabilised
overnight. Thus, the humidity level in the gas
mixture can be considered constant for a given
gain or discharge probability curve.

As expected, the gain dependence on the
applied voltage follows an exponential be-
haviour. A sudden drop of the THGEM gain
at higher voltages is a known effect linked to
the onset of discharges and discussed in more
detail in [22]. When comparing the measure-
ments between different MPGDs and radioac-
tive sources, it can be clearly seen that varying
humidity levels in the gas do not significantly
affect the absolute gain. Also, no clear depen-
dency can be observed, contrary to the discus-
sion in Section 2.5. However, the measured

gain values are not corrected for T/p varia-
tions, which, given each measurement is per-
formed on a different day, can dissolve the al-
ready vague dependency.

3.2. Leakage current studies
The influence of humidity on the leakage

current of an MPGD structure is presented in
Fig. 8. The measurements are performed with-
out any radioactive source. All data is col-
lected after the gas mixture’s humidity level
stabilises. For the measurements with dry gas,
the time elapsed since the beginning of flush-
ing is long enough (in all cases, this happened
overnight) to assume that most of the humid-
ity trapped in the material of the detector is re-
moved.

For the three MPGD structures studied,
the leakage current is clearly dependent on
gas humidity. Only at very high voltages,
beyond the values at which the gain of a
structure is measured (i.e., the discharge
rate with radioactive sources is too high),
is the current/voltage relation non-linear,
and the leakage current dependency on the
gas humidity is less pronounced. The latter
is even reversed in the case of GEM and
THGEM, as the highest leakage current values
are measured for the dry gas. This can be
related to the onset of discharges that are
likely to appear at very high fields, especially
near the electrode defects. This will be
further investigated in the discharge stability
studies, discussed in the following Section 3.3.

The study shows that humidity can alter the
leakage current measurement, however, in the
measured range the differences are marginal.
In all cases, the leakage current values mea-
sured below the high-voltage/high-current re-
gion are at the level of tens of picoamperes.
This is well below the limits used in the qual-
ity control of MPGDs produced for large-scale
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Figure 7: The absolute gain as a function of the applied voltage measured with various MPGDs, in Ar-CO2 (90-10)
mixture. The different colours display the humidity content of the gas mixture according to the legend. The gain
values of MMG1 are corrected for the <100 % collection efficiency - see Section 2.4.

projects like ALICE TPC [14], CMS GE1/1
Muon [15] and ATLAS New Small Wheel [16]
upgrades during the LHC Long Shutdown 2.
Indeed, in all three projects, the HV stabil-
ity and leakage currents of MPGD structures
were measured requiring relative humidity of
the gas below 10%, without specifying the ex-
act value. This is well in line with the range
considered in this work. As mentioned in Sec-
tion 1, various studies showed that at RH val-
ues above 50% clear instabilities can be ob-
served in the form of enhanced discharge rate
or leakage (dark) current values. This region
of humidity content is not to be discussed here.

3.3. Discharge stability studies
Figure 9 shows the discharge probability of

the MPGDs using the different sources as a
function of the absolute gain. The colour bar
indicates the different humidity levels in the
gas mixture, while different symbols represent
different radioactive sources.

While comparing the results obtained with
alpha particles, one can immediately observe
that the discharge probability scales inversely
with the (TH)GEM hole or MMG cell pitch,
thus the hole/cell density. As we have shown
in [21, 22, 17] this effect can be explained by
simple consideration of a primary charge den-
sity arriving at the single amplification cell.
Assuming 100% electron collection efficiency

(in the case of the MMG1, the gain is corrected
for the <100% value - see Section 2.4), the
number of primary electrons entering a sin-
gle amplification hole/cell increases with de-
creasing hole/cell density. Thus, given the gain
value, the probability of reaching the critical
charge required for a streamer and spark de-
velopment is increasing [21, 22, 17]. Measure-
ments with alphas are particularly sensitive to
these effects as primary charge densities are
very large, and the critical charge limits can be
reached already at relatively low gains, where
other effects related to, for example, defects,
high electric fields at the electrode edges, or
contamination, are not yet noticeable.

The density effect is evident in both Mi-
cromegas detectors when compared to the
(TH)GEM structures. However, interpreting
the results obtained with both meshes is more
complex. A clear discharge probability depen-
dency on the mesh cell size (larger mesh den-
sity results in lower discharge rate) was ob-
served before in [32] and has been shown
again and discussed in [17], where the con-
clusion of considering Micromegas cells as in-
dependent amplification unit (as a GEM hole)
was proposed. Comparing present results ob-
tained with alpha particles for MMG1 and
MMG3 is not straightforward, though. As all
the measurements presented in this work are
performed with a drift field of 400 V/cm, the
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Figure 8: Leakage current of a standard GEM (left), Thick GEM (middle) and a Micromegas (right) detector measured
as a function of the amplification voltage for various levels of humidity in Ar-CO2 (90-10).

collection efficiency for the MMG1 is lower
than 80% [17] unlike for all other structures,
where the value of 100% can be safely as-
sumed (see Section 2.4). The gain values of
MMG1 in Fig. 7 and Fig. 9 have been cor-
rected for this inefficiency. In reality, less
charge enters the amplification gap in MMG1
compared to MMG3, which in turn affects the
discharge probability, which does not scale lin-
early with gain. Therefore, great care must be
taken when comparing discharge probability
curves between MMG1 and MMG3 in Fig. 9.

Discharge probability measurements with
the 55Fe source require higher gains as the pri-
mary charge densities are much lower than
those provided with an alpha source. Thus,
the multiplication required to reach the criti-
cal charge limits is proportionally higher. The
GEM hole or MMG cell density effect can
still be recognised in the measurements with
55Fe. However, it is less pronounced when
comparing the structures with similar geome-
tries (pitches), such as the standard and the LP
GEMs. We assume that this occurs because
additional factors may influence instabilities at
higher gains (and voltages), such as the effects
of contamination, defects, or electric field hot
spots, particularly around electrode edges. As
explained above, the MMG1 efficiency correc-
tion may not be sufficient to accurately scale

the discharge curve, hence, the direct compari-
son of the MMG1 and MMG3 curves does not
provide a strong basis for drawing definitive
conclusions.

When comparing the discharge probabili-
ties obtained with the alpha source measure-
ments for all of the MPGDs, no hierarchy is
observed in terms of different humidity con-
tents. In the case of the THGEM and the Mi-
cromegas, the same observation is made when
measuring with the 55Fe source. However, the
results obtained with the standard and large-
pitch GEMs and the 55Fe-source show a vari-
ation in which, at higher gains, the discharge
probability decreases when adding humidity to
the gas. A similar conclusion can be drawn
from the results of MMG3, however, here the
difference between the two measurements (dry
and humidified gas) concerns a single point,
thus making the observation less significant.

It can be concluded that, as stated be-
fore, the humidity effects do not matter when
we discuss the intrinsic properties of the gas
mixture (critical charge limit resulting in a
streamer development), which are manifested
best in studies with alpha particles (see above).
This is no surprise given the marginal change
of the gas mixture itself, as it was also dis-
cussed in the amplitude studies in Section 2.5.
However, with effects which may appear at
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Figure 9: Left: The discharge probability as a function of the measured gain for each MPGD and the different sources
- see legend. (*) The gain values of MMG1 are corrected for the <100 % collection efficiency - see Section 2.4. Right:
The discharge rate as a function of the amplification voltage for each MPGD measured with and without a source. All
measurements are performed in Ar-CO2 (90-10) gas mixture. The humidity content of the gas mixture follows the
colour bar.

higher voltages, the water content seems to
play a noticeable role. In order to study this
effect further, a measurement of the detector
stability at very high voltages is performed. In
order to reach the very high voltage region, no
source is used to induce the discharges.

The right plot in Figure 9 illustrates the dis-
charge rate as a function of the applied am-
plification voltage for various MPGDs and hu-
midity levels. In addition to the data pre-
sented in the left plot of Fig. 9, this plot
also includes measurements taken without any
radiation source. In this configuration, the
observed discharges result from cosmic rays,
field emissions, and other factors rather than
source irradiation and are referred to as spuri-
ous discharges. The data points correspond-
ing to measurements without a source are

represented by hollow squares and extend to
higher voltages due to reduced primary ion-
isation. Notably, these measurements reveal
a clear correlation between increasing humid-
ity content in the gas mixture and discharge
behaviour. Increased stability against spuri-
ous discharges is observed in the GEM and
THGEM, particularly at the highest voltages.
A similar trend is seen in Micromegas, where
this dependence is also evident at lower volt-
ages. Additionally, the measurements appear
to group at the highest voltages when humid-
ity is introduced, irrespective of its absolute
value. This suggests that beyond a certain
point, adding more water vapour does not fur-
ther enhance MPGD stability. These find-
ings indicate that humidity has minimal impact
on discharge formation at lower voltages but
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plays a role in reducing spurious discharges,
potentially by mitigating electrode defects or
influencing the charging-up of insulating lay-
ers.

One should consider the fact that measure-
ments without a source may be biased by
missing gain estimates. From the previous
measurements (see Fig. 7), however, we ob-
serve the gain should not change by more than
10 %–20 %. Varying ambient conditions shall
be taken as an additional uncertainty. Still, in
all observed cases, the dry mixtures seem to be
less stable in terms of spurious discharge prob-
ability, which allows us to conclude that this is
a genuine, systematic effect.

4. Conclusion

The impact of humidity on the performance
of three different non-resistive MPGD struc-
tures (GEM, Thick GEM, and Micromegas) is
studied using humidified gas from a dedicated
gas system. To evaluate the performance of the
detector, different properties are investigated,
including gain, energy resolution, leakage cur-
rent, discharge rate and discharge probability.
The measurements are performed both with
(alpha, x-ray) and without radiation sources.

Studies on gain and energy resolution indi-
cate that humidity has a negligible impact on
detector performance and should not affect in-
vestigations on discharge stability. Indeed, the
effective Townsend coefficient calculated with
Magboltz does not show any dependency on
the water content in the considered humidity
and electric field ranges. The residual gain
variations observed in the 55Fe peak position
studies and the absolute gain measurements
may be related to the ambient conditions or
water absorption in the polyimide material of
GEMs. Full interpretation of the effects ob-
served in this work should be considered with
a dedicated measurement campaign.

The leakage current shows a dependence
on humidity, which may be attributed to wa-
ter conductivity and moisture accumulation on
insulating surfaces such as the pillars of the
Micromegas, the polyimide in GEMs, or the
glass-reinforced epoxy laminate used in the
Thick GEM structure. However, within the
operational voltage range, these variations re-
main minimal. At very high amplification
fields, the leakage current increases, though
without a clear correlation to humidity. This
rise may be associated with the occurrence of
spurious discharges, which are more likely to
develop at extremely high fields, particularly
near electrode defects.

Finally, we observe no major influence of
water content on the discharge stability of any
of the amplification structures when discharge
probability is measured with an alpha or an x-
ray source. However, the measurements with
55Fe at the highest amplification fields show
a slight dependency towards the higher stabil-
ity of a humid gas. This observation is fur-
ther confirmed when the discharge rate is mea-
sured without any radiation source. In all the
studied structures we observe enhanced stabil-
ity (lower discharge rates) when the detector
is operated with humidified gas. However, no
major improvement is observed when the wa-
ter content is further increased.

We conclude that adding water to the gas
mixture increases the discharge stability at
the highest fields. The humidity levels do
not influence the discharge formation pro-
cess, however, they reduce the rate of spuri-
ous discharges related to electrode defects or
charging-up of the insulating layers.
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[2] C. Altunbas, M. Capéans, K. Dehmelt, J. Ehlers,
J. Friedrich, I. Konorov, A. Gandi, S. Kap-
pler, B. Ketzer, R. De Oliveira, S. Paul,
A. Placci, L. Ropelewski, F. Sauli, F. Simon,
M. van Stenis, Construction, test and com-
missioning of the triple-gem tracking detector
for compass, Nucl. Instr. and Meth. A 490
(2002) 177. doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/

S0168-9002(02)00910-5.
[3] D. Xiao, Gas Discharge and Gas Insulation,

Springer Berlin, Heidelberg, 2016.
[4] X. Ren, X. Jiang, G. Yang, Y. Huang, J. Wu,

Z. Yang, Effect of environmental parameters on
streamer discharge in short air gap between rod
and plate, Energies 15 (3). doi:10.3390/

en15030817.
[5] M. Hohlmann, C. Padilla, N. Tesch, M. Titov,

Aging phenomena in gaseous detectors – per-
spectives from the 2001 workshop, Nuclear In-
struments and Methods in Physics Research Sec-
tion A: Accelerators, Spectrometers, Detectors
and Associated Equipment 494 (1) (2002) 179–
193, proceedings of the 8th International Con-
ference on Instrumentatio n for Colliding Beam
Physics. doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/

S0168-9002(02)01463-8.
[6] F. Sauli, GEM: A new concept for electron ampli-

fication in gas detectors, Nucl. Instr. and Meth. A
386 (1997) 531.

[7] H. Fribert, P. Gasik, B. Ulukutlu, L. Fabbi-
etti, Studying the impact of humidity on the
performance of thgems, Journal of Instrumenta-
tion 18 (06) (2023) C06015. doi:10.1088/

1748-0221/18/06/C06015.
[8] R. Chechik, A. Breskin, C. Shalem, D. Mörmann,
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F. Jeanneau, D. Jourde, S. Jurie, M. Keb-

14

https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/16/03/p03022
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/16/03/p03022
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/16/03/p03022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/16/03/p03022
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0168900222002480
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0168900222002480
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2022.166716
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2022.166716


biri, T. Kawamoto, C. Lampoudis, J. Laporte,
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