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Abstract

The Particle Flow (PFlow) approach to calorimetry promiseseliver unprecedented jet energy
resolution for experiments at future high energy collideush as the proposed International
Linear Collider (ILC). This paper describes the Pandorap&wicle flow algorithm which is then
used to perform the first systematic study of the potentigigh granularity PFlow calorimetry.
For simulated events in the ILD detector concept, a jet gneggolution ofog/E < 3.8% is
achieved for 40- 400GeV jets. This result, which demonstrates that high @eaity PFlow
calorimetry can meet the challenging ILC jet energy resofugjoals, does not depend strongly
on the details of the Monte Carlo modelling of hadronic shev&he PandoraPFA algorithm is
also used to investigate the general features of a collieertbr optimised for high granularity
PFlow calorimetry. Finally, a first study of the potentialigh granularity PFlow calorimetry at
a multi-TeV lepton collider, such as CLIC, is presented.

Key words: Particle Flow Calorimetry, Calorimetry, ILC
PACS:07.05.Kf, 29.40.Vj+c

1. Introduction

In recent years the concept of high granularity Particlevidalorimetry [1] has been devel-
oped in the context of the proposed International Lineati@i (ILC). Many of the interesting
physics processes at the ILC [2] will be characterised bytiAetl final states, often accompa-
nied by charged leptons afod missing transverse energy associated with neutrindedightest
super-symmetric particles. The reconstruction of theriavd masses of two or more jets will
provide a powerful tool for event reconstruction and evdeniification. Unlike at LEP, where
kinematic fitting [3] enabled precise invariant mass retosion, at the ILC di-jet mass recon-
struction will rely on the jet energy resolution of the detecThe goal for jet energy resolution
at the ILC is that it is sfiicient to cleanly separate W and Z hadronic decays. An invanass
resolution comparable to the gauge boson widthsg,/m = 2.7 % ~ I'y/my ~ I'z/mz, leads
to an dfective 36 o- separation of the W~ g'q and Z— qq mass peaksg. the optimal invariant
mass cut corresponds 1.8 o- (-1.8 ¢") in the reconstructed W (Z) mass distributions.
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In the traditional calorimetric approach, the jet energghisained from the sum of the ener-
gies deposited in the electromagnetic and hadronic caéteira (ECAL and HCAL). This typi-
cally results in a jet energy resolution of the form

G Y
E VEGeV)

The stochastic termy, is usually greater thar60%. The constant ternB, which encom-
passes a number offects, is typically a few per cent. For high energy jets thdse will be

a contribution from the non-containment of the hadroniovgrs. The stochastic term in the
jet energy resolution results in a contribution to the difass resolution afm/m ~ o/ /Ej;,
whereEj; is the energy of the di-jet system in GeV. At the ILC, opergtai centre-of-mass
energiesys = 0.5 - 1.0 TeV, the typical di-jet energies for interesting physicsqesses will
be in the range 150 350 GeV. Hence to achieve the ILC goalwf/m = 2.7 %, the stochastic
term must be< 30 %/ VE(GeV). This is unlikely to be achievable with a traditioaglproach to
calorimetry.

(1)

1.1. The Particle Flow Approach to Calorimetry

Measurements of jet fragmentation at LEP have providedlddtaformation on the particle
composition of jets€.g.[4, 5]). On average, after the decay of short-lived parsicteughly 62%
of the jet energy is carried by charged particles (mainlyrbasl), around 27% by photons, about
10% by long-lived neutral hadrons.@). n n andK_), and around 1.5% by neutrinos. Hence,
approximately 72 % of the jet energy is measured in the HCAdL the jet energy resolution is
limited by the relatively poor HCAL energy resolution, tgpily > 55 %/ VE(GeV). The LEP
collaborations, most notably ALEPH, and other collider exments é.g. H1, DO and CMS)
have obtained improved jet energy resolution using the ggn€tow [6] approach, whereby
energy deposits in the calorimeters are removed accordirtiget momentum of the charged
particle tracks. Using this method, ALEPH achieved a jetrgneesolution (forv/s = Mz)
equivalent targ/E ~ 65 %/ VE(GeV) [6]. This is the best jet energy resolution of the folER.
experiments, but is roughly a factor two worse than requioethe ILC.

It is widely believed that the most promising stratéfgr achieving the ILC jet energy goall
is the Particle Flow (PFlow) approach to calorimetry. Thiteads the concept of Energy Flow to
a highly granular detector. In contrast to a purely calotimeneasurement, PFlow calorimetry
requires the reconstruction of the four-vectors of allblisiparticles in an event. The recon-
structed jet energy is the sum of the energies of the indaligarticles. The momenta of charged
particles are measured in the tracking detectors, whileetiergy measurements for photons
and neutral hadrons are obtained from the calorimetershisnnhanner, the HCAL is used to
measure only~ 10 % of the energy in the jet. If one were to assume calorinretsslutions
of og/E = 0.15/ vE(GeV) for photons ande/E = 0.55+/E(GeV) for hadrons, a jet energy
resolution of 019/ vVE(GeV) would be obtained with the contributions from tragkisotons and
neutral hadrons as given in Table 1. In practice, this le¥@esformance can not be achieved
as it is not possible to perfectly associate all energy depuwsth the correct particles. For ex-
ample, if the calorimeter hits from a photon are not resoffreth a charged hadron shower,
the photon energy is not accounted for. Similarly, if partbérged hadron shower is identified
as a separate cluster, the energyfisaively double-counted as it is already accounted for by

1The only alternative proposed to date is that of Dual Readalotimetry as studied by the DREAM collaboration [7].
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the track momentum. Thisonfusiorrather than calorimetric performance is the limiting faicto
in PFlow calorimetry. Thus, the crucial aspect of PFlow datetry is the ability to correctly
assign calorimeter energy deposits to the correct reamistt particles. This places stringent
requirements on the granularity of the ECAL and HCAL. From ploint of view of event recon-
struction, the sum of calorimeter energies is replaced lynaptex pattern recognition problem,
namely the Particle Flow reconstruction Algorithm (PFAh€Tjet energy resolution obtained is
a combination of the intrinsic detector performance ang#réormance of the PFA software.

Component Detector Energy Fract. Energy Res. Jet Energy Res
Charged Particles{®) | Tracker ~ 0.6E; 104EZ. <36x10°E?
Photons {) ECAL ~ 0.3E; 0.15 \/E_y 0.08 \/E_,
Neutral HadronsH) HCAL ~0.1E; 0.55 VEo 0.17 \/E

Table 1: Contributions from the fiierent particle components to the jet-energy resolutidrefergies in GeV). The table
lists the approximate fractions of charged particles, phe@and neutral hadrons in a jet of enery, and the assumed
single particle energy resolution.

The PandoraPFA algorithm was developed to study PFlowicadtry at the ILC. PandoraPFA
is a C++ implementation of a PFA running in the MARLIN [8] reconsttion framework. It was
developed and optimised using simulated physics eventsrgesd with the MOKKA [9] pro-
gram, which provides a detailed Geant4 [10] simulation deptial detector concepts for the
ILC. In particular, PandoraPFA was developed using the M@kdimulation of the LDC [11]
detector concept and, more recently, the ILD [12] deteadoicept. The algorithm is designed to
be suficiently flexible to allow studies of PFlow for fierent detector designs. Whilst a number
of PFAs [13, 14, 15] have been developed for the ILC, PandekaP the most sophisticated
and best performing algorithm. In this paper PandoraPFAstidbed in detail. It is then used
to study the potential at a future high energy lepton coflimfe®Flow calorimetry with a highly
granular detector, in this case the ILD detector concept.

2. Overview of the ILD Detector Model

The ILD detector concept [12], shown in Figure 1, consista afertex detector, tracking
detectors, ECAL, HCAL and muon chambers. It represents ailplesconfiguration of a de-
tector suitable for PFlow calorimetry. Specifically, foetECAL and HCAL the emphasis is
on granularity, both longitudinal and transverse, rathantsolely energy resolution. Suitable
candidate technologies are being studied by the CALICEo(taktry for the ILC) collabora-
tion [16]. Amongst these are the Silicon-Tungsten ECAL atekBScintillator HCAL designs
assumed for the baseline ILD detector simulation.

Both the ECAL and HCAL are located inside a solenoid whictalen to produce the 3.5 T
magnetic field. The main tracking detector is simulated &®a projection chamber (TPC) with
an active gas volume of half-length 2.25m and inner and aaidir of 0.39m and 1.74m re-
spectively. The vertex detector consists of 6 layers o€&iliwith an inner radius of 15 mm from
the interaction point (IP). The tracking is complementedvg barrel Silicon strip detectors
between the vertex detector and the TPC and seven Silicarafdritracking disks. The ECAL is
simulated as a Silicon-Tungsten sampling calorimeteristing of 29 layers. The first 20 layers
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have 2.1 mm thick Tungsten and the last 9 layers have 4.2 nok Thingsten. The high resis-
tivity Silicon is segmented into & 5 mn? pixels. At normal incidence, the ECAL corresponds
to 23 radiation lengthsXp) and 0.8 nuclear interaction lengthg), The HCAL is simulated as
a Steel-Scintillator sampling calorimeter comprising 48drs of 20 mm thick Steel and 5mm
thick 3x 3 cn? plastic scintillator tiles. At normal incidence the HCALGS, thick.

The ECAL and HCAL in the ILD concept are well matched to theuiegments of PFlow
calorimetry. Tungsten is the ideal absorber material ferBCAL; it has a short radiation length
and small Moliére radius (see Table 2) which leads to cotmglactromagnetic (EM) showers. It
also has a large ratio of interaction length to radiatiogtbnwhich means that hadronic showers
will tend to be longitudinally well separated from EM showerThe 5x 5mn? transverse
segmentation takes full advantage of the small Molieréusad Steel is chosen as the HCAL
absorber, primarily for its structural properties. The 3 cn? HCAL transverse segmentation is
believed to be well matched to the requirements of PFlowrtaktry (see Section 9.5).

Material | A4;//cm  Xo/cm  pum/cm A,/ Xo

Fe 16.8 1.76 1.69 9.5
Cu 151 1.43 1.52 10.6
wW 9.6 0.35 0.93 27.4

Pb 171 0.56 1.00 30.5

Table 2: Comparison of interaction length, radiation lengthXo, and Moliére radiuspy, for Iron, Copper, Tungsten
and Lead. Also given is the ratio af / Xp.

3. Reconstruction Framework

The performance of PFlow calorimetry depends strongly endiconstruction software. For
the results obtained to be meaningful, it is essential tb#t the detector simulation and the re-
construction chain are as realistic as possible. For thisae no Monte Carlo (MC) information
is used at any stage in the reconstruction as this is likdiged to an overly-optimistic evaluation
of the potential performance of PFlow calorimetry.

PandoraPFA runs in the MARLIN [8] €+ framework developed for the LDC and ILD de-
tector concepts. The input to PandoraPFA (in LCIO [17] fapnis a list of digitised hits in
the calorimeters and a list of reconstructed tracks. Trackie TPC are reconstructed us-
ing a MARLIN processor, LEPTrackingProcessor, adaptethftbe TPC pattern recognition
software [18] based on that used by ALEPH and track fittingvgmfe used by DELPHI [19].
Reconstruction of tracks in the inner Silicon detectors asfg@med by a custom processor,
SiliconTracking [21]. TPC and Silicon track segments armbimed in a final tracking pro-
cessor, FullLDCTracking [21].

PandoraPFA combines the tracking information with hitdimhigh granularity calorimeters
to reconstruct the individual particles in the event. As ganeple of the information used in
the reconstruction, Figure 2 shows a photon, a charged hd&dtpand a neutral hadrorK() as
simulated in the ILD detector concept.



4. The PandoraPFA Particle Flow Algorithm

The PandoraPFA algorithm performs calorimeter clusteend PFlow reconstruction in
eight main stagesi) Track Selectigffopology: track topologies such as kinks and decays of
neutral particles in the detector volumeed Ks — n*n™) are identified.2) Calorimeter Hit Se-
lection and Orderingisolated hits, defined on the basis of proximity to other, kite removed
from the initial clustering stage. The remaining hits argeved intgpseudo-layerand informa-
tion related to the geometry and the surrounding hits aredtfor use in the reconstructio8)
Clustering:the main clustering algorithm is a cone-based forward ptivje method [22] work-
ing from innermost to outermost pseudo-layer. The algorittarts by seeding clusters using
the projections of reconstructed tracks onto the front fafcthe ECAL. 3A) Photon Cluster-
ing: PandoraPFA can be run in a mode where the above clusteringthly is performed in
two stages. In the first stage, only ECAL hits are considernd thve aim of identifying energy
deposits from photons. In the second stage the clustergugitiim is applied to the remaining
hits. 4) Topological Cluster Mergingby design the initial clustering stage errs on the side of
splitting up true clusters rather than merging energy diépér®m more than one particle into
a single cluster. Clusters are then combined on the basikaf pological signatures in the
high granularity calorimeters. The topological clusterrgieg algorithms are only applied to
clusters which have not been identified as photds)sStatistical Re-clusteringThe previous
four stages of the algorithm are found to perform well fos j@ith energies of less than 50 GeV.
For higher energy jets the performance degrades due to¢heaising overlap between hadronic
showers from dterent particles. Clusters which are likely to have beenteteiom the merging
of hits in showers from more than one patrticle are identifiedh@ basis of the compatibility of
the cluster energykc, and the associated track momentym,In the case of an inconsistent
energy-momentum match, attempts are made to re-clustéitthby re-applying the clustering
algorithm with diferent parameters, until the cluster splits to give a clustergy consistent
with the momentum of the associated tradX. Photon Recovery and Identificatio’k more
sophisticated, shower-profile based, photon-identificadgilgorithm is then applied to the clus-
ters, improving the tagging of photons. Itis also used toveccases where a primary photon is
merged with a hadronic shower from a charged parti€)&ragment Removalneutral clusters”
which arefragmentsof charged particle hadronic showers are identif@drFormation of Parti-
cle Flow Objects:The final stage of the algorithm is to create the list of retmesed particles,
Particle Flow Objects (PFOs), and associated four-momenta

The essential features of each of the above stages arelmbanimore detail below. The
description includes the main configuration parametershvidietermine the behaviour of the
algorithms. These can be defined at runtime. The defaulegalvhich are optimised for the
ILD concept, are given.

4.1. Track selectigtopology

Tracks are projected onto the front face of the ECAL using lachlefit to the last 50 hits
on the reconstructed track (no account is taken for energg/ddong the trajectory in the TPC
gas). Tracks are then classified according to their likelginor For example, neutral particle
decays resulting in two charged particle track®s) are identified by searching for pairs of tracks
which are consistent with coming from a single point dispthérom the IP. Charged particle
decays to a single charged particle and any number of neudréitles (kinks) are identified
on the basis of the distance of closest approach of the parehtlaughter tracks. Similarly,
interactions in the tracking volume (prongs) are identifiéithis information, along with the
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original track parameters and the projection of the tracto dhe front face of the ECAL, is
stored inExtendedTrack objects for use in the subsequent event reconstruction.

4.2. Calorimeter Hit Selection and Ordering

In addition to the reconstructed tracks, the input to PagielBA is a list of digitised calorime-
ter hits. For each hit, the positior,{, z), the energy deposition, and the physical layer in the
ECAL/HCAL are specified. Based on this informati@xtendedCaloHit objects are formed.
These hits are self-describing and incorporate informatéating to both the geometry of the
detector (accessed from the GEAR[23] geometry descriptimid information related to the
density of calorimeter hits in the neighbouring region. Tilie main steps in the calorimeter hit
processing (calibration, geometry, isolation, MIP id&cxdition, ordering) are described below.

4.2.1. Calibration

The energy of each calorimeter hit is converted to a minimamising particle (MIP) equiva-
lent (at normal incidence) using a calibration faclALMIPcalibration. Different calibration
factors are used for ECAL and HCAL hits. Hits are only retdirethey are above a MIP-
equivalent threshold ofalMIPThreshold (with default values of [0.5] and [0.3] for ECAL
and HCAL respectively). The MIP equivalent energy depasihen converted into calorimetric
measurement using MIP to GeV calibration fact@rs]MIPToGeV, for the ECAL and HCAL.
In general, the calorimeters will not be compensating, a&phsate energy measurements are
calculated for the hypotheses that the hit is either parndEll or hadronic shower. The final
choice of which energy to use depends on the whether the siiowehich a hit is associated
is ultimately identified as being EM in nature. To allow fota@meters with diferent absorber
thicknesses as a function of depth, the calibration fagiptied is proportional to the absorber
thickness of the layer in front of the hit. Initial values fible calibration factors are determined
from MC samples of single muons, photons &d. The muon sample is used to determine the
MIP calibration, the photon sample is used to determine tBAlEcalibrations and thé&s are
used to determine the initial HCAL calibration. Since theitnal hadrons in jets are a mixture
of K_s, neutrons and anti-neutrons, the initial HCAL calibrati® modified (typically by~5 %)
on the basis of minimising the jet energy resolutions for Mples of jets. A single set of
calibration factors is used for the subsequent studies.

4.2.2. Geometry information

The PandoraPFA reconstruction is designed to minimise #pendence on the detector
geometry to enable comparisons offdient detector designs. For this reason, information is
added to the digitised calorimeter hits such that they becseif describing. For example, the
ExtendedCaloHit objects store the size of the corresponding detector pixeteduce the de-
pendency of the clustering algorithms on the detector géyrrtats are ordered in increasing
depth in the calorimeter. This is achieved by defining “pselayers” which follow the gen-
eral layer structure of the calorimeters. This is neceskargalorimeter layouts such as in the
ECAL stave-like structure being studied by the CALICE cbéaation, shown schematically in
Figure 3. Here there are regions where the first layer in aicadter stave can be deep in the
overall calorimeter structure.



4.2.3. Isolation Requirements

Low energy neutrons produced in hadronic showers can teesighificant distance from the
point of production and thus produce isolated energy dépdsor PFlow calorimetry, these en-
ergy deposits are of little use as it is impossible to unannisly associate them with a particular
hadronic shower. For this reason, and to improve the pedoom of the clustering algorithms,
isolated hits are identified and excluded from the initialstér finding. Isolated hits are defined
using one of two possible criteria: i) less than a minimum hanof calorimeter hits within a
pre-defined distance from the hit in question; or ii) a cutf@local weighted hit number density,

pi, defined by:
1
a=Sm = Y
i iVl
1

rix(ri —r;
where rjj = rix(ti = 1)
Iril
Herer; is the position of the hit in question, the sum oyés for all hits within a certain number
of pseudo-layers of hit and the default value faris 2. By default, method i) is used.

4.2.4. MIP Identification

Hits which are consistent with having originated from a mmam ionising particle (MIP) are
flagged based on energy deposition and the surroundingnhtiteisame calorimeter layer. For
a hit to be tagged as MIP-like: a) the energy deposition mestdmore thaMipLikeMipCut
[5.0] times the mean expected MIP signal, and b) of the adjacenallys3) pixels in the same
layer, no more thaMipMaxCellsHit [1] should have hits above threshold. This information
is used in the identification of minimum ionising tracks viitlthe calorimeter.

4.2.5. Hit Ordering

Prior to applying the clustering algorithm, hits within bégeseudo-layer are ordered either
by energy (the default) or by local hit density, defined above. The latter option is intended
primarily to be used for the case of digital calorimetry, wéha simple hit count replaces the
analogue energy information.

4.3. Clustering

The main clustering algorithm of PandoraPFA is a cone-b&sedard projective method
working from innermost to outermost pseudo-layer. In th&mer hits are either added to exist-
ing clusters or they are used to seed new clusters. Throati®algorithm clusters are assigned
a direction (or potentially directions) in which they ar@pagating. This allows the clustering
algorithm to follow tracks in the calorimeters. The inputhe clustering algorithm is a vector of
hits (ExtendedCaloHits) ordered by pseudo-layer and energy (or local hit denaitgl)a vector
of tracks ExtendedTracks).

The algorithm starts bgeedinglusters using the projections of reconstructed tracks the
front face of the ECAL. The initial direction of a track-seeticluster is obtained from the track
direction at the ECAL front face. The hits in each subseqpsatido-layer are then looped over.
Each hitji, is compared to each clustered kjtin the previous layer. The vector displacemet,
is used to calculate the parallel and perpendicular dispi@nt of the hit with respect to the unit
vector(s)i describing the cluster propagation direction¢)= rij.0 andd, = |rj x Of. Associ-
ations are made using a cone-alit,< dtanA + bDyag WhereA is the cone half-anglépaq is
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the size of a sensor pixel in the layer being consideredpasithe number of pixels added to the
cone radius. Oterent values of andb are used for the ECAL and HCAL with the default values
set to{tanAg = 0.3, bg = 1.5} and{tanAy = 0.5, by = 2.5} respectively. The values can be mod-
ified using the steering paramet@&busterFormationAngle andClusterFormationPads.
For hits in layerk, associations are first searched for in lager 1. If no association is made,
possible associations with clustered hits in layers2 andk — 3 are considered in turn. If still
no association is made, associations can be made with nbésoin existing clusters in the
same pseudo-layer as the hit in question, providing thanltst between the hit centres is less
thanSameLayerPadCut = [2.8] ([1.8]) for pixels in the ECAL (HCAL). If a hit remains
unassociated, it is used to seed a new cluster. Clusterssg@eth calorimeter hits are assigned
an initial direction corresponding to radial propagaticonf the IP. This procedure is repeated
sequentially for the hits in each pseudo-layer working @uthfrom ECAL front-face.

4.3.1. Fast Photon Identification

Clusters which are consistent with being from EM showersfahotons are identified. For
reasons of speed, simple cut based criteria are used. Titphfaten identification requirements
are: no associated track; the cluster must start withiXgl6f the front face of the ECAL; the
cluster direction (obtained from a linear fit to the energsighted centroids of the hits in each
pseudo-layer) must point to within 20f the IP; the rms deviation of the hits in the cluster around
the linear fit to the centroids in each calorimeter layer nngskess than 40 cm; and the fraction
of hits classified as MIP-like must be less than 30 %. In addjtiweak cuts on the longitudinal
development of the shower are imposed. Photon clusterssaentally frozen at this stage in
the PandoraPFA algorithm; they are not used in the subsetp@iogical cluster merging or
reclustering algorithms.

4.3.2. Photon Clustering (optional)

Rather than attempting to cluster all calorimeter hits imgle pass, PandoraPFA can be run
in a mode PhotonClustering > 0) where the clustering algorithm described above is first ap
plied solely to the ECAL hits to identify photons as the fitsigee of PFlow reconstruction. The
clustering algorithm parameters are chosen to reflect thrwaess of EM showers. Recon-
structed clusters which are consistent with the expectedrasverse and longitudinal shower
profiles (see Section 4.6) are stored and the associatedheater hits are not considered in the
second pass of the clustering algorithm. The identified @iatusters are added back to the
event just prior to the formation of the PFOs. For the regoiiessented in this paper, photon
clustering is run prior to the main clustering algorithm.

4.4. Topological Cluster Merging

By design the initial clustering algorithm errs on the sidesplitting up true clusters rather
than merging energy deposits from more than one partiatearsingle cluster. Hence, the next
stage in the PandoraPFA algorithm is to merge clusters varehot already associated to tracks
(termed “neutral clusters™) with clusters which have arpagged track (termed “charged clus-
ters”). The merging algorithms are based on the clear taqpodbsignatures shown schematically
in Figure 4.

2The exact cut values depend on the cluster energy and thesvakiow are those given in the text are the default
values for a 10 GeV cluster.
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This procedure takes advantage of the high granularityE®AL and HCAL of a detector
designed for PFlow reconstruction. For clusters with aoeissed track, the location of the first
hadronic interaction is identified and the properties oftthek-like segment in the calorimeter
before the interaction are reconstructed. For neutratelsistrack-like segments are identified in
the first and last six pseudo-layers of the cluster basedamtidin of hits classified as MIP-like
and the rms deviation of the hit positions about straighe fits. For track-like segments, the
fitted line, ro + «d, is used to project forwards or backwards in the calorimeSémilarly, the
entire cluster may be classified as track-like. The mainltgical rules for cluster association
are:

(i) Looping tracks: Because of the forward projective nataf the primary clustering algo-
rithm, tracks which turn back in the calorimeter due to thghhinagnetic field are often
reconstructed as two track-like clusters. The track-lgégnsents at the ends of the clusters
are projected forwards and the clusters are combined ifitartte of closest approach of
the two forward-going track projections is less tHaroperClosestApproachCutECAL
[5cm].

(i) Broken tracks: Non-continuous tracks in the calorigrstcan arise when particles cross
boundaries between physical sub-detectors or cross dgahsef the calorimeters. Such
instances are identified using track-like segments in thtesia layers of a charged cluster
and the first six layers in a neutral cluster. The clusters beaynerged if the distance of
closest approach of the forward-going and backward-goamktlike segment projections
is less tharTrackMergeCutEcal [2.5cm].

(iii) Tracks pointing to showers: If, when projected forwaa track-like charged cluster points
to within TrackMergeCutEcal [2.5 cm] of the start of a cluster deeper in the calorimeter,
the clusters may be merged.

(iv) Track-like clusters pointing back to hadronic intetians: If the start of a neutral cluster is a
track-like segment and it points to withilrackBackMergeCut [3.0 cm] of the identified
first hadronic interaction of charged cluster, the clusteay be merged.

(v) Back-scattered tracks: Hadronic interactions can pcedracks in the calorimeter which
propagate backwards in the calorimeter. Due to the forwenjptive nature of the cluster-
ing algorithm, these often will be reconstructed as sepalaisters. Back-scattered tracks
are identified as track-like clusters which point to witlirackBackMergeCut [3.0 cm]
of the identified hadronic interaction of a charged cluster.

(vi) Hadronic interactions pointing to neutral clusterbalcharged-cluster has track-like seg-
ment prior to the identified interaction point, and it poitatsvithin TrackForwardMergeCut
[5.0cm] of the start of a cluster deeper in the calorimeter, the efsshay be merged.

(vii) Proximity-based merging: The minimum distance begwa charged cluster, of energy,
and a neutral cluster, of ener@y, is defined as the smallest distance between any of the
hits in the two clusters. If this distance is less tlPanximityCutDistance [5cm] then
the clusters maybe merged if there is additional evidenaettie two clusters originate
from a single hadronic shower. To suppress false matcheg tbensistency between the
original and merged cluster energies and the associateldrimamentump, is used. The
merged cluster energlf/ = Ec + En, must be consistent with the track momentwhs=
(E’'-p)/oe <EnergyChi2ForCrudeMerging [2.5], whereog is the uncertainty on the
merged cluster energy assuming that it is a hadronic shdmwaddition, they? consistency
must not be significantly worse than that for the originalstdn, Ay?> = (v')? — x? <
EnergyDeltaChi2ForCrudeMerging [1.0], wherey = (Ec — p)/ok..
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(viii) Cone-base merging: Starting from the identified hac interaction point of each charged
cluster, a cone of half-angleosineConeAngle [0.9] is defined in the direction of the
track-like segment of the cluster. Neutral clusters deépédhe calorimeter with more
than 50 % of the energy of lying within this cone may be mergewiping the above?
consistency requirements are satisfied. If there is no tikeklsegment at the start of the
charged cluster, the track direction is used.

(ix) Photon recovery: In dense jets minimum ionising pdéscmay pass through the EM
shower from a photon, resulting in a single reconstructasdtel. Cases where the hadron
interacts a significant distance after the end of the EM shaneidentified and photons
overlapping with charged clusters are recovered.

4.5. Re-clustering

The previous four stages of the PandoraPFA algorithm amedieaperform well for jets with
energy less than about 50 GeV. At higher energies the jeggmesolution degrades due to the
increasing overlap between the hadronic showers frdfareint particles. It is possible to detect
such reconstruction failures by comparing the chargedalenergyEc, with the momentum
of the associated traclp. A possible reconstruction failure is identified|(Ec — p)/oe.| >
ChiToAttemptReclustering [3.0]. In this case the PandoraPFA algorithm attempts to find
a more self-consistent clustering of the calorimeter hifs.for example, a 10GeV track is
associated with a 20 GeV calorimeter cluster, shown schieafigtin Figure 5a), a potential
reconstruction failure is identified. One possible apphoaould be to simply remove hits from
the cluster until the cluster energy matched the track moumenHowever, this does not use the
full information in the event. Instead, the clustering altgon is modified iteratively with the
hope that a more correct clustering of the hits will be fouiitiis is implemented by passing
the hits in the cluster and the associated track(s) to the elastering algorithm described in
Sections 4.3 and 4.4. The algorithm is applied repeatediggusuccessively smaller values of
the parametera andb, with the aim of splitting the original cluster so that thedk momentum
and associated cluster energy are compatible, as indicekégure 5a). In principle, completely
different clustering algorithms could be tried. In cases whersignificant improvement in the
2 compatibility of the track and associated cluster is fouhd original cluster is retained.

In steps vii) and viii) of the topological clustering, deiberd in Section 4.4, the case where
too little energy is associated with the track is addresbkmivever, in a dense jet environment,
the neutral cluster which should be associated with a chiaslyster may itself be merged with
another neutral cluster, as indicated in Figure 5b). In sasles the reclustering procedure acts on
the combination of hits in the charged cluster associatédetdrack and nearby neutral clusters.

4.6. Photon Identification and Recovery

A relatively sophisticated photon identification algonitlis applied to the reconstructed clus-
ters. The longitudinal profile of the energy depositiak,ps, as a function of number of radiation
lengths from the shower statt,is compared to that expected [24] for an EM shower:

(t/z)a—le—t/Z
I'(a) ’
Eo

1
125+ = In =2,
2N E,

AEgwm

Q

0

where a
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Eop is the shower energy arig; is the critical energy, which is chosen to give the apprderia
average MC shower profile in the ECAL. The level of agreememiarameterised by the sum
over samplings in radiation length of the fractional dewiabof the cluster profile compared the
expectation for an EM shower:

_ 1 i i
5 = E—ngAEobS—AEEMl.

This approach was preferred toabased metric as it is less sensitive to large local deviatio
which might arise from energy deposits from other nearbyiglas. The quantity is minimised

as a function of the assumed starting point of the shotyertHence the output of the shower
shape algorithm is a measure of the consistency with thecesgp&M shower profilej, and the
starting depth of the shower in the ECAl,(in radiation lengths). These variables are used as
the basis for identifying clusters as photons. Transver&ermation is not used as this would
make the photon identification algorithm more sensitiveverdapping EM showers from very
close photons.

4.6.1. Photon Recovery

The compact nature of EM showers is utilised in an attempdéatify photons which may
have been merged into the cluster associated with a hadsboiger. The transverse energy
distribution (ECAL only) of the reconstructed clusters &tefmined assuming that the cluster
originates from the IP. A peak finding algorithm attemptgenitify localised energy depositions
which are displaced from the associated track. If the lamijital energy profile in these regions
is consistent with being an EM shower, the relevant hitsemgowved from the cluster and used to
form a new cluster (assumed to be a photon). Cases where irmgntbe candidate photon would
result in the remaining cluster energy being inconsistétit the associated track momentum are
vetoed.

4.7. Fragment Removal

At this late stage in PandoraPFA there are still a significarmhber of “neutral clusters”
(not identified as photons) which al@gmentsof charged particle hadronic showers. An at-
tempt is made to identify these clusters and merge them Wwéahappropriate parent charged
cluster. All non-photon neutral clusters,are compared to all charged clustefs,For each
pair of clusters a quantityg;, is defined which encapsulates the evidence that clisser
fragment from clustejj using the following information: the number of calorimetayers in
which the minimum distance between the hits in the two clgséee separated by less than
FragmentRemovalContactCut [2] pixels; the fractions of the energy of clustewithin three
narrow cones defined by the first hadronic interaction intelujs the minimum distance of the
centroid within a layer of clustérto the fitted helix describing the track associated to clugte
and the minimum distance between any of the hits in the twsteis. The requiremeri;, for
the clusters to be mergeice. the cut one;j, depends on the location of the depth of the neutral
cluster in the calorimeter and the change in gAdor the track-cluster energy consistency that
would occur if the clusters were merged,

A* = (p-Ej)’/og - (p-Ej— E)?/og,.
If &; > R;j the clusters are merged. Thasl hocprocedure gives extra weight to cases where
the consistency of the track momentum and associated cleisezgy improves as a result of

merging the neutral cluster with the charged cluster.
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4.8. Formation of Particle Flow Objects

The final stage of PandoraPFA is to create Particle Flow @Ghj@-0Os) from the results of
the clustering. Tracks are matched to clusters on the basiealistance closest approach of
the track projection into the first 10 layers of the calorienetf a hit is found within a distance
TrackClusterAssociationDistance [10mm] of the track extrapolation, an association is
made. If an identified kink is consistent with being fronlK& — u*v or n* — u*v decay the
parent track is used to form the PFO, otherwise the daugtatek ts used. Relatively primitive
particle identification is applied and the reconstructe®®HRncluding four-momenta, are written
out in LCIO [17] format. Figure 6a) shows an example of a PaaBBA reconstruction of a
100 GeV jet from a Z— uu decay aty/s = 200 GeV. The ability to track particles in the high
granularity calorimeter in the ILD detector concept can densclearly.

5. Parameterising Particle Flow Performance: rmsgg

Figure 7 shows the distribution of PFA reconstructed endogysimulated (Zy)* — g
events (light quarks only,e. g=u,d,s) generated aj's = 200 GeV with the Z decaying at rest,
termed “Z — uds” events. A cut on the polar angle of the genera@dygtemfg, is chosen
to avoid the barr¢géndcap overlap regiofgosfgl < 0.7. Only light quark decays are consid-
ered as, currently, PandoraPFA does not include speciiimssaiction algorithms to attempt to
recover missing energy from semi-leptonic decays of heamyles. The reconstructed energy
distribution of Figure 7 is not Gaussian. This is not suipgs one might expect a Gaussian
core for perfectly reconstructed events, and tails comedjmg to the population of events where
confusion is significant. Quoting the rms, in this case 5.8,&s a measure of the jet energy
resolution over-emphasises the importance of these taithis paper, performance is quoted in
terms of rmgy, which is defined as the rms in the smallest range of recaststiienergy which
contains 90 % of the events. For the data shown in Figure %ormg.1 GeV (equivalent to a
single jet energy resolution of 2.9%). The advantage ofgisingy is that it is robust and is
relatively insensitive to the tails of the distributionpiairameterises the resolution for the bulk of
the data. One possible criticism of this performance mesisuthat for a true Gaussian distribu-
tion, rms would be 21 % smaller than the true rms. However, for the nangSian distribution
from PFlow reconstruction, this is not a fair comparisont &mample, the central region of the
reconstructed energy distributibis 15 %narrowerthan the equivalent Gaussian®f= rmsy
as shown in Figure 7. To determine the equivalent Gaussiststal power, a MC study was
performed assuming a signal with the shape of the PFA rewanistl energy distribution centred
onxand a flat background. A fit to determine the valua @fas performed using the shape of the
PFA distribution as a resolution function (fitting templat&€he process was repeated assuming
a signal with same number of events but now with a Gaussiamgéstribution. The width of
the Gaussian (for both the signal and the fitting functions alaosen to give the same statistical
precision ornx as obtained with the PFA resolution function. From a fit tavalgand background
components the same fitted uncertaiity, is obtained for a Gaussian with standard deviation
of 1.1 x rmsy. On this basis it is concluded that the statistical powetPBlow reconstruction
with PandoraPFA yielding rngs is equivalent to a Gaussian resolution with= 1.1 X rmsyp.
This conclusion does not depend strongly on the assumetvest@mrmalisation of the signal and
background or the total energy of the generated events.

3Here the best fit Gaussian to the region 29805 GeV has an rms of 3.5 GeV
12



6. Particle Flow Performance

The performance of the PandoraPFA algorithm with the ILDed&tr concept is studied
using MC samples of approximately 100008 uds generated with the Z decaying at rest
with Ez = 91.2, 200, 360, and 500 GeV. These jet energies are typidabst expected at the
ILC operating aty/s = 0.5 - 1.0 TeV. In addition, to study the performance at higher emesxgi
events were generated willy = 750 GeV and 1 TeV. Jet fragmentation and hadronisation was
performed using the PYTHIA [25] program tuned to the fragtation data from the OPAL
experiment [26]. The events were passed through the MOKIKAuKition of the ILD detector
conceptwhich is described in detail in [12]. ThePHYS[27] Geant4 physics list was used for the
modelling of hadronic showers. For each set of events, thédaergy is reconstructed and the jet
energy resolution is obtained by dividing the total energotution by V2. Figure 8 shows the
jet energy resolution as a function of the polar angle of tirkis in Z— qg events. The energy
resolution does not vary significantly in the regi@osd| < 0.975. A small degradation in the
energy resolution is seen for the barrel-endcap overlapme@.7 < |cosd| < 0.8. In addition,
there is a small degradation in performance atices0O due to the TPC central membrane and
gaps between sections of the HCAL as simulated in the ILDad@tenodel.

Jet Energy rms  rmseo(Ej;)  rmseo(Ejj)/ VEj  rmseo(E;j)/E;
45 GeV | 3.4GeV 2.4GeV 25.2% (34+ 0.05) %
100 GeV| 5.8GeV 4.1GeV 29.2% (22+0.04) %
180 GeV | 11.6GeV 7.6 GeV 40.3% (B0+0.04) %
250 GeV| 16.4GeV 11.0GeV 49.3% (B1+0.05)%
375 GeV | 29.1GeV 19.2GeV 81.4% B4+ 0.05) %
500 GeV | 43.3GeV 28.6 GeV 91.6% @9+ 0.07)%

Table 3: Jet energy resolution for-2uds events withcosfggl < 0.7, expressed as: i) the rms of the reconstructed di-jet
energy distributionEj;; i) rmsgg for Ejj; iii) the effective constant in rmso(E;jj)/Ejj = a(Ejj)/ +/Ejj (GeV); and iv)
the fractional jet energy resolution for a single jet whereg(E;) = rmsyo(Ejj)/ V2.

Table 3 summarises the current performance of the Pandaralgbrithm applied to ILD
detector simulation. For the typical ILC jet energy randge-250 GeV, the energy resolution is
significantly better than the best resolution achieved &,z /E ~ 0.65/ VE(GeV). Table 3
also lists the single jet energy resolution. For jet energiethe range 45 375GeV this is
better than 3.8 %, which is necessary to resolve hadroniayseaf W and Z bosons. These re-
sults clearly demonstrate the potential of PFlow calorignat the ILC; the jet energy resolution
obtained is approximately a factor two better than mightdigevable with a traditional calori-
metric approach. Furthermore, it is expected that the pedoce of PandoraPFA will improve
with future refinements to the algorithm.

It is worth noting, that for perfect PFlow reconstructiohetenergy resolution would be
described byre/E ~ a/ VE(GeV), wherex is a constant. The fact that this does not apply
is not surprising; as the particle density increases it mesoharder to correctly associate the
calorimetric energy deposits to the particles and the afuterm increases. Also it should be
noted that in a physics analysis involving multi-jet finatss, the resolution may be degraded
by imperfect jet finding.
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7. Understanding Particle Flow Performance

PandoraPFA is a fairly complex algorithm, consisting ofral@,000 lines of G+. It has a
number of distinct stages which interact with each othen@sense that reconstruction failures in
one part of the software can be corrected at a later stagereldteve importance of the fierent
stages in the reconstruction is investigated by turnifigoarts of the PandoraPFA algorithm.
Table 4 compares the full PandoraPFA reconstruction wighatlgorithm run: a) without the
topological cluster merging phase; b) without the reclustephase; c) without running the
photon clustering stage prior to the running the full clusigg d) without fragment removal; and
e) the case where tracks frois and kinks are not used in the event reconstruction. There ar
a number of notable features. The topological clusterird)feagment removal algorithms are
important at all energies. For low energy jets, the rechirgestage is not particularly important.
This is because the primary clustering and topologicaltehirsg algorithms are sficient in
the relatively low particle density environment. With ieesing jet energy, the reclustering stage
becomes more important. For high energy j&is-(100 GeV) it is the single mostimportant step
in the reconstruction after the initial clustering. Rurmihe dedicated photon clustering stage
before the main clustering algorithm is advantageous fginéi energy jets. Theé%/kink finding
does not significantly improve the resolution, althougk & important part in the identification
of the final reconstructed particles.

Algorithm Jet Energy Resolution rmso(E;)/E; [%]
Ej=45GeV E;=100GeV E;=180GeV E;=250GeV
Full PandoraPFA 3.74+005 292+0.04 300+£0.04 311+0.05
a) No Topological Clustering | 402+0.05 325+0.04 352+005 367+0.06
b) No Reclustering 383+0.05 330+0.04 391+0.05 419+0.07

¢) No Photon Clustering Stage3.66+ 0.05 299+0.04 313+0.04 331+0.05
d) No Fragment Removal 4.05+0.05 321+0.04 325+0.04 340+0.06
e) NoVY/Kink Tracks 378+0.05 296+0.04 302+0.04 313+0.05

Table 4: Jet energy resolutions (gpAE) for the full PandoraPFA reconstruction compared to thaéiokd: a) without
the topological cluster merging phase; b) without the r&telting phase; c) without running the photon clusteringesta
prior to the running the full clustering; d) without fragmieemoval; and e) the case where tracks fragfls and kinks
are not used in the event reconstruction.

The contributions to the jet energy resolution have beemagtd by replacing dlierent steps
in PandoraPFA with algorithms which use MC information tofpem: a) perfect reconstruction
of photons as the first phase of the algorithm; b) perfectrrsiraction of neutral hadrons; and
c) perfect identification of fragments from charged hadrdiie jet energy resolutions obtained
using these “perfect” algorithms enable the contributiwos confusiorto be estimated. In ad-
dition, studies using a deep HCAL enable the contributiomfieakage to be estimated. Finally,
MC information can be used to perform ideal track pattermgedion enabling the impact of
imperfect track finding code to be assessed. Table 5 listsstimated breakdown of the total jet
energy into its components, including the contributiomsrfrcalorimetric energy resolution€.
the energy resolution for photons and neutral hadrons)tHeocurrent PandoraPFA algorithm,
the contribution from the calorimetric energy resolutien21 %/ VE, dominates the jet energy
resolution for 45 GeV jets. For higher energy jets, the ceitinterm dominates. This behaviour
is summarised in Figure 9. The contributions from resotuéind confusion are roughly equal for
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120 GeV jets. From Table 5 it can be seen that the most imptaztantribution for high energy
jets is confusion due to neutral hadrons being lost withiarghd hadron showers. For all jet
energies considered, fragments from charged hadronshwdric to be relatively low in energy,
do not contribute significantly to the jet energy resolution

Contribution Jet Energy Resolution rmsg(E;)/E;
E;=45GeV E;=100GeV E;=180GeV E;=250GeV

Total 3.7% 2.9% 3.0% 3.1%
Resolution 3.0% 2.0% 1.6% 1.3%
Tracking 1.2% 0.7% 0.8% 0.8%
Leakage 0.1% 0.5% 0.8% 1.0%
Other 0.6% 0.5% 0.9% 1.0%
Confusion 1.7% 1.8% 21% 2.3%
i) Confusion (photons) 0.8% 1.0% 1.1% 1.3%
ii) Confusion (neutral hadrons) 0.9% 1.3% 1.7% 1.8%
iif) Confusion (charged hadrong) 1.2% 0.7% 0.5% 0.2%

Table 5: The PFlow jet energy resolution obtained with PaaléBA broken down into contributions from: intrinsic
calorimeter resolution, imperfect tracking, leakage aonfasion. The dierent confusion terms correspond to: i) hits
from photons which are lost in charged hadrons; i) hits freentral hadrons that are lost in charged hadron clusteds; an
iii) hits from charged hadrons that are reconstructed asiraénadron cluster.

The numbers in Table 5 can be used to obtain an semi-empi@cameterisation of the jet
energy resolution:

rMsyo 21 E \*3
= — o070 0.004E@2.1(—) %,
E VE 100

whereE is the jet energy in GeV. The four terms in the expressionaetdely represent: the
intrinsic calorimetric resolution; imperfect trackingakage and confusion. This functional form
is shown in Figure 10. It is worth noting that the predictedgrergy resolutions for 375 GeV
and 500 GeV jets are in good agreement with those found for k@ts (see Table 3); these data
were not used in the determination of the parameterisafitiveget energy resolution.

The ILC jet energy goal ofre/E < 3.8% is reached in the jet energy range 40 GeV
420 GeV. Figure 10 also shows a parameterisation of the grggmresolution (rmg) obtained
from a simple sum of the total calorimetric energy depositethe ILD detector concept. It is
worth noting that even for the highest energies jets consdJé&Flow reconstruction significantly
improves the resolution. The performance of PFlow calotiyrie compared to 60 %/E(GeV)o
2.0 % which is intended to give andicationof the resolution which might be achieved using a
traditional calorimetric approach. For a significant rangithe jet energies relevant for the ILC,
PFlow results in a jet energy resolution which is roughly@datwo better than the best at LEP.

8. Dependence on Hadron Shower Modelling

The results of the above studies rely on the accuracy of thesMtilation in describing
EM and hadronic showers. The Geant4 MC provides a good géiscriof EM showers as has
been demonstrated in a series of test-beam experimentagig] a Silicon-Tungsten ECAL of
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the type assumed for the ILD detector model. However, thedainties in the development of
hadronic showers are much larger [29]. There are a numberssilple &ects which could fiect
PFlow performance: the hadronic energy resolution; thestrarse development of hadronic
showers which will &ect the performance for higher energy jets where confusiamportant;
and the longitudinal development of the shower which wfiiat both the separation of hadronic
and EM showers and the amount of leakage through the reae ¢i@AL.

To assess the sensitivity of PFlow reconstruction to hadisitower modelling uncertainties,
five Geant4 physics lists are compared:

e QGSP_BERT, Quark-Gluon String model[30] with the addition of the Ryegpound model
of nuclear evaporation[31] (QGSP) for high energy intdoans, and the Bertini (BERT)
cascade model[32] for intermediate energy interactions;

e QGS_BIC, Quark-Gluon String (QGS) for high energy interactions thelBinary cascade
(BIC) model[33] for intermediate and low energies;

e FTFP_BERT, the Fritiof (FTF) string-based model[34] with Precompd[81] for high en-
ergy interactions and the Bertini cascade model for inteliate energies;

e LHEP, based on the Low and High Energy Parameterised modes (L&EPEPR) of the
GHEISHA package[35] used in Geant3;

e LCPhys[27], which uses a combination of the QGSP, LEP and BERT nsodel

These physics lists represent a wide range of models anld iresignificantly diferent predic-
tions for total energy deposition, and the longitudinal &rashsverse shower profiles. For each
Physics list, the calibration constants in PandoraPFAextemed, but no attempt to re-optimise
the algorithm is made. The jet energy resolutions obtaimedyaven in Table 6. Whilst non-
statistical diferences are seen, the rms variations are relatively sraai,than 4.2 %. Whilst
this might seem surprising, it should be noted that tfiect on the jet energy resolution of the
hadronic modelling is likely to be predominantly from theutral hadron confusion term. This
tends to dilute the sensitivity to the modelling of hadrastiowers. For example, from Table 4 it
can be seen that if the neutral hadron confusion term for 280jéts is increased by 25 %, when
added in quadrature to the other terms, the overall jet gresplution would only increase by
10 %.

Physics List Jet Energy Resolutionr = rmsgo(E;)/E;
45 GeV 100 GeV 180 GeV 250 GeV
LCPhys (374+0.05)% (292+0.04)% (300+0.04)% (311+0.05)%
QGSP_BERT (352+0.06)% (295+0.06)% (298+0.06)% (325+0.07)%
QGS_BIC (351+0.06)% (289+0.05)% (312+0.07)% (320+0.07)%
FTFP_BERT (3.68+0.08)% (310+0.06)% (324+0.06)% (326+0.08)%
LHEP (3.87+0.07)% (315+0.06)% (316+0.06)% (308 0.06)%
x? (4d.o.f) 23.3 17.8 16.0 6.3
rmgmean §/T) 4.2% 3.9% 3.5% 2.5%

Table 6: Comparison of the jet energy resolution obtainédgusifferent hadronic shower physics lists. Tifeconsis-
tency of the diferent models for each jet energy are given as are the rmsioasdetween the five models.
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From the above study it is concluded that, for4250 GeV jets, the jet energy resolution
obtained from PFlow calorimetry as implemented in Pandefa#foes not depend strongly on
the hadronic shower model; the observefiatences are less than 5%. This is an important
statement; it argues strongly against the need for a tesh lix@esed demonstration of PFlow
calorimetry (the design of such an experiment would be ehgihg). From test beam data the
performance of the ECAL and HCAL systems can be demonstiaied) single particles and
the MC can be validated. Once the single particle performédemonstrated, the uncertainties
in extrapolating to the full PFlow performance for jets, aiarise from the detailed modelling
of hadronic showers, are likely to be less than 5 %.

9. Detector Design for Particle Flow Calorimetry

PFlow calorimetry requires the full reconstruction of tinelividual particles from the in-
teraction. The optimisation of a detector designed for RRtalorimetry extends beyond the
calorimeters as tracking information plays a major role.isT§ection presents a study of the
general features of a detector designed for high granulaRtow reconstruction.

9.1. General Arguments

PFlow calorimetry requires thefixient separation of showers from charged hadrons, pho-
tons and neutral hadrons. This implies high granularitpidadeters with both the ECAL and
HCAL inside the detector solenoid. For high energy jetdufas in the ability to &iciently sep-
arate energy deposits fromfiirent particles, theonfusionterm, will dominate the jet energy
resolution. The physical separation of calorimetric epetgposits from dterent particles will
be greater in a large detector, scaling as the inner raditedECAL, R, in the barrel region and
the detector length,, in the endcap region. There are also arguments favouriimghenmagnetic
field, as this will tend to deflect charged particles away fithen core of a jet. The scaling law
here is less clear. The separation between a charged pantidlarinitially collinear neutral par-
ticle will scale asBR?. However, there is no reason to believe that this will holchwerage for
a jet of non-collinear neutral and charged particles. The ttependence of PFlow performance
on the global detector parameteBsandR has to be evaluated empirically.

9.2. Particle Flow Optimisation Methodology

The dependence of the PFlow performance on the main detgstameters has been inves-
tigated using PandoraPFA. The studies are based on fulhséremtion of the tracking and the
calorimetric information. The results presented here heg3eant4 simulation of the LDC de-
tector concept [11] which, from the point of view of PFlow,dssentially the same as the ILD
detector concept described in Section 2. The starting jpaithe optimisation studies is the LD-
CPrime detector model with a 3.5 T magnetic field, an ECAL ima€ius of 1820 mm and a 48
layer (61,) HCAL. The ECAL and HCAL transverse segmentations axesdmnt and 3x 3 cn?
respectively. The jet resolution is investigated as a fionadf a number of parameters.

9.3. HCAL Depth

For good PFlow performance both the ECAL and HCAL need to bhiwithe detector
solenoid. Consequently, in addition to the cost of the HC#e, HCAL thickness impacts the
cost of the overall detector through the radius of the sugetacting solenoid. The thickness of
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the HCAL determines the average fraction of the jet energyithcontained within the calorime-
ter system. The impact of the HCAL thickness on PFlow pertoroe is assessed by changing
the number of HCAL layers in the LDCPrime model from 32 to 63hisTcorresponds to a
variation of 40 — 7.9, in the HCAL (48 — 8.7 4, in the ECAL+HCAL combined).

The study of the optimal HCAL thickness depends on the ptessike of the instrumented
return yoke (the muon system) to correct for leakage of higérgy showers out of the rear of
the HCAL. The é&ectiveness of this approach is limited by the fact that, focmof the polar
angle, the muon system is behind the relatively thick sate(@1, in the MOKKA simulation
of the detector). Nevertheless, to assess the possiblectropaising the muon detector as a
“tail-catcher”, the energy depositions in the muon detecteere included in the PandoraPFA
reconstruction. Whilst the treatment could be improvednypioprovides an indication of how
much of the degradation in jet energy resolution due to lgal@n be recovered in this way.
The results are summarised in Figure 11 which shows the @ggmresolution obtained from
PandoraPFA as a function of the HCAL thickness. Thiea of leakage is clearly visible, with
about half of the degradation in resolution being recovevidn including the muon detector
information. For jet energies of 100 GeV or less, leakageotsanmajor contributor to the jet
energy resolution provided the HCAL is approximately 4 thick (38 layers). However, for
180- 250 GeV jets this is not shicient; for leakage not to contribute significantly to the jet
energy resolution at/s = 1TeV, the results in Figure 11 suggest that the HCAL thicknes
should be between%—- 6.04, for an ILC detector.

9.4. Magnetic Field versus Detector Radius

The LDCPrime model assumes a magnetic field of 3.5T and an EDAé&r radius of
1820 mm. A number of variations on these parameters weréestui) variations in the ECAL
inner radius from 1286 2020 mm withB = 3.5T; ii) variations theB from 25 - 45T with
R = 1825 mm; and iii) variations of botB andR. In total thirteen sets of parameters were con-
sidered spanning a wide range®&ndR. The parameters include those considered by the LDC,
GLD [36], and SiD [37] detector concept groups for the ILC ellch case PFlow performance
was evaluated for 45, 100, 180, and 500 GeV jets.

Figure 12 shows the dependence of the jet energy resoludiafumction of: a) magnetic field
(fixedR) and b) ECAL inner radius (fixeB). For 45 GeV jets, the dependence of the jet energy
resolution onB andR is rather weak because, for these energies, it is the iftraadorimetric
energy resolution rather than the confusion term that datem For higher energy jets, where the
confusion term dominates the resolution, the jet energyluésn shows a stronger dependence
onRthanB.

The jet energy resolutions are reasonably well describatddfunction:

Mo _ 21 0760004
E VE

R -1.0 B -0.3 E 0.3
21(r55) (38) (0 *
®<H1e2s) \35) \100/ 7

whereE is measured in Ge\Bin Tesla, andRin mm. This is the quadrature sum of four terms: i)

the estimated contribution to the jet energy resolutiomftbe intrinsic calorimetric resolution;

ii) the contribution from track reconstruction; iii) the mwibution from leakage; and iv) the

contribution from the confusion term obtained empiricditym a fit to the data of Figure 12 and

several models where bothandR are varied [12]. In fitting the confusion term, a power-law
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form, kB*RPE?, is assumed. This functional form provides a reasonablempeterisation of the
data; the majority of the data points lie withio-2f the parameterisation.

From the perspective of the optimisation of a detector fdoRRthese studies show that for
the PandoraPFA algorithm, the confusion term scales agzippatelyB%R, i.e. for good PFlow
performance a large detector radius is significantly mongoirtant than a very high magnetic
field.

9.5. ECAL and HCAL Design

The dependence of PFlow performance on the transverse s&gina of the ECAL was
studied using modified versions of the LDCPrime model. Thefergy resolution is determined
for different ECAL Silicon pixel sizes; 5 mn?, 10x 10 mn?, 20x 20 mn?, and 30« 30 mn¥.
The two main clustering parameters in the PandoraPFA dfgonvere re-optimised for each
ECAL granularity. The PFlow performance results are sunisedrin Figure 13a. For 45 GeV
jets, the dependence is relatively weak since the confusiomis not the dominant contribution
to the resolution. For higher energy jets, a significant dégtion in performance is observed
with increasing pixel size. Within the context of the cutrestonstruction, the ECAL transverse
segmentations have to be at least as fine as 1Omn¥ to meet the ILC jet energy requirement
of o /E < 3.8 % for the jet energies relevant §fs = 1 TeV, with 5x 5 mn? being preferred.

A similar study was performed for the HCAL. The jet energyotaton obtained from
PandoraPFA was investigated for HCAL scintillator tileesiof 1x 1 cn?, 3x 3cn?, 5x 5cn?
and 10x 10cn?. The PFlow performance results are summarised in Figure E8bm this
study, it is concluded that the ILC jet energy resolutionlg@an be achieved an HCAL trans-
verse segmentation ofb65 cn?. For higher energy jets going tox33 cn¥ leads to a significant
improvement in resolution. From this study there appeatsetmo significant motivation for
1 x 1 cn? granularity over 3« 3 cn?. The results quoted here are for an analogue scintilldéeor ti
calorimeter. The conclusions for a digitalg.RPC-based, HCAL might be fiierent.

9.6. Summary

Based on the above studies, the general features of a detesigned for high granularity
PFlow calorimetry are:

e ECAL and HCAL should be inside the solenoid.

e The detector radius should be as large as possible, thesionfierm scales approximately
with the ECAL inner radius aR™*.

e To fully exploit the potential of PFlow calorimetry the ECAtansverse segmentation
should be at least as fine ax% mn?.

e Forthe HCAL longitudinal segmentation considered herexglis little advantage in trans-
verse segmentation finer tharx3 cnv.

e The argumentfor a very high magnetic field is relatively waalhe confusion term scales
asB03,

These studies, based on the PandoraPFA algorithm, matitia¢edesign of the ILD detector
concept for the ILC as is discussed in more detail in Chaptdi]22].
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10. Particle Flow for Multi-TeV Colliders

In this section the potential of PFlow Calorimetry at a miiV e"e collider, such as
CLIC [38], is considered. Before the results from the LHClawrewn it is dificult to fully define
the jet energy requirements for a CLIC detector. HoweveELfC is built, it is likely that the
construction will be phased with initial operation at ILiRd energies followed by high energy
operation aty/s ~ 3TeV. It has been shown in this paper that PFlow calorimetrgxitremely
powerful for ILC energies. Given that the confusion ternr@ases with energy, it is natpriori
clear that PFlow calorimetry is suitable for higher enesgi€his questions needs to be consid-
ered in the context of the possible physics measurements\jdteenergy resolution is likely to
be important aty/s ~ 3 TeV. For example, the reconstruction of the jet energies @& — (g
events is unlikely to be interest. Assuming the main physiogesses of interest consist of final
states with between six and eight fermions, the likely rahdyet energies will be in the range
375-500GeV. To study the potential of the PFlow calorimetry fogde jet energies the ILD
concept, which is optimised for ILC energies, was modifiad; HCAL thickness was increased
from 64, to 84, and the magnetic field was increased from 3.5T to 4.0 T. Therjetgy reso-
lution obtained for jets from Z» uU, dd, sS decays at rest are listed in Table 7. For high energy
jets, the &ect of the increased HCAL thickness (the dominafi¢e) and increased magnetic
field is significant. Despite the increased particle deessitihe jet energy resolution (rggsfor
500 GeV jets obtained from PFlow is 3.5%. This is equivalert® %/ VE(GeV). This is likely
to beat leastcompetitive with a traditional calorimetric approach,gararly when the constant
term in Equation 1 and the contribution from non-containt@a accounted for. Furthermore,
it should be remembered that PandoraPFA has not been ogdiffis such high energy jets and
improvements can be expected. It is also worth noting theptirely calorimetric energy reso-
lution (rmsy) for 500 GeV jets with the modified ILD concept is equivaleniil5 % VE(GeV)
and, thus, the gain from PFlow reconstruction is still digant.

Jet Energy rmseo(E;j)/ VEj; rmsgo(E;)/E;
35T&64 4T&84 35T &64 4T &84

45GeV| 252% 252% | (3.74%0.05)% (374 0.05)%
100 GeV 29.2% 28.7% | (292+0.04)% (287+0.04)%
180 GeV 40.3% 37.5% | (3.00+0.04)% (280+0.04)%
250 GeV 49.3% 44.7% | (3.11+0.05)% (283+0.05)%
375GeV| 81.4% 71.7% | (364+0.05)% (321 0.05)%
500GeV| 91.6% 78.0% | (409+0.07)% (349+ 0.07)%

Table 7: Comparisons of jet energy resolutions for two sétdetector parameters. This jet energy resolution shown
is for (Z/y)* —uds events withcosfgl < 0.7. It is expressed as: i) thefective constantr in rmsyo(Ejj)/Ejj =
a(Ejj)/ +/Ej;(GeV), whereEj; is the total reconstructed energy; and ii) the fractionjeergy resolution for a single
jet where rmgo(E;) = rmsyo(Ejj)/ V2.

10.1. Gauge Boson Mass Reconstruction

A requirement for a detector at a future linear collider is #bility to separate hadronic W
and Z decays. It was on this basis that the ILC jet energy uésolgoal ofoe/E < 3.8 % was
justified. The performance of PFlow calorimetry has, up te goint, been considered in terms
of the jet energy resolution from particles decaying at.ra@$tis is reasonable since one of the
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main goals of a future linear collider will be to study the pltg Beyond the Standard Model
(BSM) which hopefully will be uncovered at the LHC. Thus, rgaf the processes of interest
are likely to be produced relatively close to threshold. His tase, the new particle(s) will be
produced almost at rest. Similarly, for processes wherangpagticle is produced in association
with one or more gauge bosons, the gauge bosons will be pedcalmost at rest. However, it
is also possible that gauge bosons may be produced from tagyslef BSM particles. In this
case, the WZ decays will not be at rest and the di-jet system will be bedstAt a multi-TeV
lepton collider the boost may be significant as the enerdit®eagauge bosons are potentially in
the range 500 GeVl1 TeV. For PFlow calorimetry there are a number fieets associated with
highly boosted jets:

e The jet particle multiplicities are lower than those forsjetf the same energy produced
from decays at rest. This increases the average energy qfatieles in the jet and,
consequently, will result in less containment of the hadrshowers (greater leakage);

e The energies of the jets in the di-jet system will, in genemat be equal. Where one of
the jets is much higher in energy than the other PFlow perdoica will tend to degrade.

e The high jet boost decreases the average separation of ittielgsain the jet. This will
tend to increase the confusion term.

e The two jets from the decay of a highly boosted gauge bosdremitl to overlap to form
a “mono-jet”, as shown in Figure 14. The overlapping of jeis the potential to increase
the confusion term.

Due to the likely increased confusion term, reconstructhrgyinvariant mass of high energy
gauge bosons presents a challenge for PFlow calorimetryweier, it should be noted that it
may be even more challenging for a traditional calorimedpproach as it is now necessary to
reconstruct the invariant mass of a single system of neaabtjcfes which will not be well-
resolved in the calorimeters.

The PFlow reconstruction of boosted gauge bosons has beestigmted by generating MC
samples of ZZ— ddvv and WW- — udu~v, events aty/s = 0.25, 0.5, 1.0 and 2.0 TeV. These
final states give clean samples of single hadronic Z and Wydgtlae muons from the W decays
are easy to identify and remove). The PFlow reconstructechd\Zainvariant mass distributions
are shown in Figure 15 and the corresponding mass resadudiengiven in Table 8. A direct
comparison with the jet energy resolutions of Table 7 is matightforward due to theffects
described above. However, the mass resolution g 2.8 GeV obtained from decays of
gauge bosons witk = 125 GeV is compatible with that expected from the jet eneegplution
of Table 7 after accounting for the gauge boson width.

For the ILC operating at/s = 0.5 — 1.0 TeV, the typical energies of the gauge bosons of
interest are likely to be in the randgyz = 125- 250 GeV. Here the reconstructed W and
Z mass peaks are well resolved. The statistical separatibith is quantified in Table 8, is
approximately B0, i.e. the separation between the two peaks is approximatelyrdeéstgreater
the dfective mass resolution.

For CLIC operating aty/s = 3 TeV, the relevant gauge boson energies are likely to besin th
range 05 — 1.0 TeV. At the low end of this range there is reasonable separé?.1o") between
the W and Z peaks. Even for 1 TeV M/decays, where the events mostly appear as a single
energetic mono-jet, the mass resolution achieved by theruversion of PandoraPFA allows
separation between W and Z decays at te-level. It should be remembered that PandoraPFA
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Ew/z rmsgo(m) om/m W/Zsep €
125GeV| 2.8GeV 2.9% 2o 91%
250GeV| 3.0GeV 3.5% Do 89%
500GeV| 3.9GeV 51% 2o 84 %

1000GeV| 6.4GeV 7.0% 5o 78%

Table 8: Invariant mass resolutions for the hadronic systesimulated ZZ— ddvy and WW~ — ua;fv,l events in
the ILD detector concept. The M separation numbers, which take into account the tailsdefimed such that as2
separation means that the optimal cut in the invariant masshaition results in 15.8 % of events being mis-identified
The equivalent WZ identification dficienciesg, are given in the final column. Even with infinitely good massalution,
the best that can be achieved is 94 % due to the tails of the-Bligher distribution and, thus, the possible rangesf
50— 94 %;

has not been optimised for such high energy jets, and theséiseepresent a lower bound on
what can be achieved. From this result it is concluded th&dwwEalorimetry is certainly not
ruled out for a multi-TeV lepton collider.

11. Conclusions

A sophisticated particle flow reconstruction algorithmn&araPFA, has been developed to
study the potential of high granularity Particle Flow c@toetry at a future linear collider. The
algorithm incorporates a number of techniqueg, topological clustering and statistical reclus-
tering, which take advantage of the highly segmented cakigrs being considered for the ILC
and beyond.

PandoraPFA has been applied to the reconstruction of sietlévents in the ILD detector
conceptfor the ILC. The results presented in this paperigedhe first conclusive demonstration
that Particle Flow Calorimetry can meet the ILC requirersdat jet energy resolution. For jets
in the energy range 40400 GeV, the jet energy resolutiang / E, is better than 3.8 %. For the jet
energies relevant at the ILC, the jet energy resolutionjs@gamately a factor of two better than
the best achieved at LEP. The conclusions do not dependyfron the details of the modelling
of hadronic showers.

PandoraPFA has been used to investigate the factors lgitenperformance of Particle Flow
calorimetry. For jet energies below approximately 100 G, intrinsic calorimetric resolution
dominates the jet energy resolution. For higher energy fjeésconfusion termi. imperfect
reconstruction) dominates. The largest single contriloutd the confusion term arises from the
mis-assignment of energy from neutral hadrons.

PandoraPFA has been used to study design of a detector s@difior high granularity Parti-
cle Flow calorimetry demonstrating the importance of higinsverse segmentation in the elec-
tromagnetic and hadron calorimeters. The confusion tetmigiwdominates the jet energy reso-
lution for high energy jets, scales as approximafi{°R1, whereB is the solenoidal magnetic
field strength an® is the inner radius of the electromagnetic calorimeter.

In addition, PandoraPFA has been used to perform a prelijnstady of the potential of
Particle Flow calorimetry at a multi-TeV collider such asICLFor decays at rest, a jet energy
resolution below 3B % is achievable for jets with energies less than approxin&00 GeV.
Reasonable separation of the hadronic decays of W and Z basanhievable for W energies
of up to approximately 1 TeV.
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In conclusion, the studies described in this paper providéitst proof of principle of Particle
Flow calorimetry at a future lepton collider. For ILC enagjiv/s = 0.5-1.0 TeV, unprecedented
jet energy resolution can be achieved. Whilst the poteatialmulti-TeV collider needs further
investigation, the results presented in this paper are isiog
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Figure 1: A quadrant of the ILD detector concept showing tl@nndimensions and layout of the sub-detector compo-

nents.
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Figure 2: Example simulated single particle interactianthe ILD detector concept: a) a 10 GeV photon; b) a 10 GeV
#t and ¢) a 10 Ge\K. Hits in the TPC, ECAL and HCAL are shown. For the ECAL (HCAL) lits with energy
depositions> 0.5 (0.3) minimum ionising particle equivalent are displayed. &limted TPC hits are digitised assuming
227 radial rows of readout pads.

IP

Figure 3: Schematic showing the definition of the pseudeda@gsignment for calorimeter hits. The solid lines indicat
the positions of the physical ECAL layers and the dashed lgi®w the definition of the virtual pseudo-layers. a) The
xy-view showing the CALICE stave structure for the ECAL. Heits In the first layer of the stave can be deep in the
overall calorimeter. b) Thezview showing a possible layout for the ECAL bayegidcap overlap region. Here the
pseudo-layers are defined using the projection back to tksedR that the pseudo-layer is closely related to the depth in

the calorimeter.
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Figure 4: The main topological rules for cluster mergingtofping track segments; ii) track segments with gaps; iii)
track segments pointing to hadronic showers; iv) track-tileutral clusters pointing back to a hadronic shower; vibac
scattered tracks from hadronic showers; vi) neutral ctastdich are close to a charged cluster; vii) a neutral ctustar

to a charged cluster; viii) cone association; and ix) reopeé photons which overlap with a track segment. In each case
the arrow indicates the track, the filled points represemhits in the associated cluster and the open points reprien

hits in the neutral cluster.
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Figure 5: Schematic examples of the main reclusteringegfieé used in PandoraPFA. The arrows indicates the track,
the filled points represent the hits in the associated chachysster and the open points represent the hits in the heutra
cluster. a) Here the charged cluster energy is initiallyigicantly greater than the associated track momentum. itse h
are reclustered using modified parameters for the clustalgorithm in the hope that a more consistent solution can be
found. b) Here the cluster energy is significantly less thenassociated track momentum. The topological association
algorithms vii) and viii) have not added the neutral clustehis would have resulted in a charged cluster with too much
energy for the track momentum. The hits are reclusteredeimdipe that the neutral cluster naturally splits in such a way
that the topological association algorithm will now make torrect association.
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Figure 6: PandoraPFA reconstruction of a 100 GeV jet in theKM@ simulation of the ILD detector. The fierent
PFOs are shown by colgigrey-shade according to energy.
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Figure 7: The total reconstructed energy from reconstdutfeOs in 200 GeV Z» uds events for initial quark directions
within the polar angle acceptanfmsfgl < 0.7. The dotted line shows the best fit Gaussian distributidh am rms of

5.8 GeV. The solid line shows a Gaussian distribution, ndismé to the same number of events, with standard deviation
equal to rmgg (i.e. o = 4.1 GeV).
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Figure 8: The jet energy resolution, defined asdhie og/E = a/ VE(GeV), plotted versus C@q for four different
values of+/s. The plot shows the resolution obtained from{¥* — ¢ events (gu,d,s) generated at rest.
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Figure 9: The contributions to the PFlow jet energy resolutbbtained with PandoraPFA as a function of energy. The
total is (approximately) the quadrature sum of the comptmen
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Figure 10: The empirical functional form of the jet energgaleition obtained from PFlow calorimetry (PandoraPFA
and the ILD concept). The estimated contribution from thafasion term only is shown (dotted). The dot-dashed
curve shows a parameterisation of the jet energy resolotid@ined from the total calorimetric energy depositionhia t

achievable using a traditional calorimetric approach.

ILD detector. In addition, the dashed curve, 60¥&(GeV)® 2.0 %, is shown to give an indication of the resolution
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Figure 11: Jet energy resolutions (gxsfor the LDCPrime as a function of the thickness (normaldecice) of the
HCAL. In addition, the ECAL contributes.8.,. Results are shown with (solid markers) and without (operkara)

taking into account energy depositions in the muon chamb&itsesults are based on 2> u, dd, S with generated
polar angle in the barrel region of the detectnoseqql <0.7.
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Figure 12:a) the dependence of the jet energy resolution ggnen the magnetic field for a fixed ECAL inner radius.
b) the dependence of the jet energy resolution gginsn the ECAL inner radius a fixed value of the magnetic fielde Th
resolutions are obtained from-2 ut, dd, sS decays at rest. The errors shown are statistical only.
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Figure 13:a) the dependence of the jet energy resolution ggnen the ECAL transverse segmentation (Silicon pixel
size) in the LDCPrime modeb) the dependence of the jet energy resolution ggnsn the HCAL transverse segmenta-
tion (scintillator tile size) in the LDCPrime model. The ohstions are obtained from 2> ul, dd, ss decays at rest. The
errors shown are statistical only.
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Figure 14: An example of a Z> dd decay withEz = 1 TeV produced in a simulated € — ZZ — vvdd interaction in
the ILD detector concept.
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Figure 15: Reconstructed invariant mass distributiongterhadronic system in simulated Z2 ddvy and WW~ —
udu~v, events as simulated in the modified ILD detector model.
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