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New method of particle identification with tracker detestor
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Abstract

Tracker detectors can be used to identify charged partiidsed on their globat value obtained during track
fitting with the Kalman filter. This approach builds upon theolvledge of detector material and local position
resolution, using the known physics of multiple scatteramgl energy loss. The proposed method is independent
of the traditional way of identification using deposited iyye The performance for present LHC experiments is
demonstrated.
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1. Introduction

The momentum of a charged particle can be measured by exajrtime small angle scatters of the trajectory
during propagation through the detector medium or trackgers. For a recent application see Ref. [1] where the root
mean square of the scattering angle distribution is contpfisteeach track and compared to the theoretical estimate
which is proportional to 18p. By assuming particle type, or at high momentysn( 1), p can be estimated. This
classical method underestimates momentum since thelpdases energy and its momentum decreases.

The Kalman filter is widely used in present particle physixgeziments for charged track and vertex fitting and
provides a coherent framework to handle known physitfalcées and measurement uncertainties [2]. It is equivalent
to a global linear least-squares fit which takes into accalintorrelations coming from process noise. It is the
optimum solution since it minimizes the mean square estimatrror. Recent studies show that this technique can be
successfully used to improve momentum resolution of padjeven in experiments without magnetic field [3]. It is
possible via the fects of multiple scattering. If the detector is in magnettdfi the momentum of charged particles
can be obtained from the bending of the trajectory. Henakfiitting may provide additional information that could
constrain the velocity of the particle, thus contributingtrticle separation or identification.

This article is organized as follows: S&¢. 2 introduces tleeinfunction of a track fify and discusses its charac-
teristics. Sed.]3 deals with physicdlects during track propagation, while in SEL. 4 the basidrsgalroperties ok
are given. In Sed.]5 the details of the Monte Carlo simulagiod the obtained performance are shown. This work
ends with conclusions and it is supplemented by two Appewdic

2. The merit function of the fitted track

There are various merit functions that can characterizgdloeiness of a track fit: sum of the squared and properly
normalized predictedR), filtered ) or smoothed$) residuals. It can be easily shown that for eachyﬁitz Xﬁ.
The filtered residuals are uncorrelated and in the Gaussis@ independent. Hen@xﬁ is chi-square distributed
with r = [ dim(my)] — np degrees of freedom, where dimy) is the dimension of th&th hit on track andh,, is the
number of track parameters.
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Tests with smoothed residuals (e.g. for outlier removapeap to be more powerfull[2], but the correlations of
these residuals between the states have to be taken intordac@beir global covariance matrf¥g between smoothed
statesk andl can be calculated|[4] with the recursion

Ciar = AcaCyy, ksl
and
Ru = Vb — HkCEJH'T

whereC is the smoothed covariance matrixjs the gain matrix) is the covariance of measurement noldes the
measurement projection matrix. Here we follow the notatiohRefs.[[2/ 4]. The vector of smoothed residuals is
described by a multivariate Gaussian distribution withgludal covarianc® obtained above. Since Kalman filtering
consists of a series of linear transformations, the smaotesiduals can be obtained from the predicted ones by a
linear transformatioms = Brp. Note that no translation is allowed, since the average df besiduals is zero. The
global covariance matrix of predicted residual®js the covariance fors is Rs = BRpB'. Thus, the expression for
the corrected sum of smoothed values is

(Z/\/é) = rg‘Rglrs = (Bprp)T(BpRPBE)_l(Bprp) =
-1 14— -
= (FEBL)(BY "R5'B5")(Bere) = rERslre = > 42,

It is clear that the correlations are transformed out and eteébgck simply the predicted or filtered valuggy2 =
Y x2 = (T x3)". Hence the most straightforward quantity to calculate éssitimy? = 3, x2 using predicted residuals
which will be used in the remaining part of this study.

During track propagation the mass of the tracked particktbide assumed. In collider experiments it is often set
to the mass of the most abundantly produced particle, the picthat of the muon. The obtained merit function with
mass assumptiamy is

X(mg) = Z ry Rk
K

where the indek runs for all the measurements aRgdis the local covariance matrix for theh measurement. If the
largest contributions t&, are independent inp andz directions,y? can written as

,ﬂmzZG%%sz

- Y (2O () - Saa

wherei runs for all split measurements angare the corresponding standard deviations. The resultadssa linear
combination of non-centrally chi-square distributed ipeledent random variableswith weightsa;. The distribution
functions arefy(z; 1, ;) where

(o) (Y

The sum in Eq[{1) can approximated by a single rescaled eatral chi-squared distributioryd? fx(x/a?;r, 1%)
such that

K] (i a)
“= T Tma ™ el
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Figure 1. The contributions to deviations and shifts of thedmted hit in aB = 3.8 T magnetic field, after crossing/Xo = 2% silicon and
furtherl = 5 cm propagation before reaching the next layer, as a fundfigparticle momentum. Left: expected standard deviatohunes multiple
scattering. Right: expected shifts, compared to an avgreg@agation withr mass assumption, due to energy loss. The curves give ths lifni
the lower and uppetlo confidence intervals for several particle types. For comsparlines corresponding to a local position resolution®fiéh
are drawn.

wheren, is the number of track parameters. For details see Appéndik = my, we geta; =1, = 1,4 =0, and
the distribution is a chi-squared one. If the ratio of expdatariances; are similar for alli, we get

o’ <(;i((nr2))2> @

andr is the number of split measurements decreased by the nurhtsack parameters.
At the same time the use of the varialje= \//? appears to be more practical. It is described by a scaled
non-central chi-distribution /e f (y/«; r, 2) and well approximated by a Gaussian with parameters

1 1
,u)(zcy,/r—§+/12, sza\/;. (3)

For detailed derivation see Appendix A.

The value ofy can be calculated for each track during the track fit with Kainfilter. For diferent type of
particles it will have diferent distribution function, because the parametgrando, (via « andr) depend on the
ratio of expected hit deviations;(m)/o(mp) which are mass dependent (see $&c. 3). This observatmvsalh use
this quantity in particle identification. Using the Gaussapproximation of Eq[{3), the separation powerof y
between particles of mass andm, is

_ 2[/‘)((ml) - /1)((”12)]

Py
\/U)%(ml) +0Z(mp)

(4)

3. Physical dfects

When a stable charged particle propagates through matteeiahost importantféects which alter its momentum
vector are multiple scatteringn§) and energy loss(). In the following the expected spatial shifand deviatiorr
will be calculated. They are to be compared with the resoitutif the local position measuremeryos of the tracker
layers.



The distribution of multiple Coulomb scattering is rougl@®aussian|[5], the standard deviation of the planar

scattering angle is

- %’zmg + 0,038 Inx/Xo)] ©

wherep, B¢, andz are the momentum, velocity, and charge of the particle inteda charge units, ang/ Xg is the
thickness of the scattering material in radiation lengtikile the expected shift i&ns = 0, the average deviation on
the next tracker plane after a flight pattin case of normal incidence, is

0

oms = | 6o. (6)

Momentum and energy is lost during traversal of sensitiieater layers and support structures. To a good
approximation the most probable energy lags and the full width of the energy loss distribution at halfximaum
' [6] are

2meipPy2é

Ap=£]In T+ 0.2000- % -6 (7)
[y = 4.018 (8)
where
K,Z X
&= EZZZ'OB—Z

is the Landau parametel; = 47Nar2mec?; Z, A andp are the mass number, atomic number and the density of the
material, respectively [5]. Since this study deals with reota below 2 Ge)¢, the density correctiofiwas neglected.

In most cases tracker detectors are placed in magnetic Beld{ven the radius of the trajectoryand the length
of the arcl, the central angle ig = I/r. If the radius is changed by, the angle changes l#p = —1/r2 r and the
position shift of the trajectory aftémpath is

Sa ~ | 6p/2 = —12/2 61 /r?

At the same timep = 0.3Br, EJE = pdp. Hence

0.3BIZ (A)
(Sel X - Pt
2 pp
Similarly, the expected deviation is
o ~ 0-3B|2ﬂ
T2 pp?

The contributions to deviations and shifts of the predittiééth a B = 3.8 T magnetic field, after crossing Xp =
2% silicon and furthel = 5 cm propagation before reaching the next layer, are showigifil. Standard deviations
are dominated by multiple scattering, although at very lomammantum the energy loss, at very high momentum the
local position measurement also plays a role. Shifts froerggnloss are only relevant at very low momentum, but
they are still very small compared to standard deviations.

4. Properties ofy

Itis important to study the sensitivity of the measugedistribution at a given total momentum The parameters
which govern the distribution (Ed.](3)) are the rescalgthe average shift and the number of degrees of freedom
In this section we estimate them, as well as the separatiaepg listed in Eq. [4), based on physicdfects.

Since the deviations are dominated by multiple scatterim@jlacal position measurement,in Eq. (2) can ap-
proximated as

Tas(M) + o—%os
O s(Mo) + o—%os
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Figure 2: The average shift for several particle types, B a 3.8 T magnetic field, with layer thicknesses xfXo = 2% silicon, an average
propagation length df= 5 cm, in case of = 16 number of degrees of freedom, as a function of the paridmentum.

which can be further simplified, i pos < o'ms, t0

B [ & _ﬂz(m)}
= 5 [1 2(1 ﬂz(mo))

where the sensitivity is defined &s= o pos/oms(Mo), it is proportional to 18p (Egs. [$)-{(6)). If the local position
resolution can be neglectedl &« 1) we get

B(mo)
ax ——=. 9
A ©
Shifts come entirely from dierences in energy loss, hence contributions éme only substantial at low momen-
tum:
0.3BI2(A(m) — A(mp))

C VRS

[ yrx ( 1 1 )
« 2(m) 32 :
p \pAmM) (o)
The average shif1) in a B = 3.8 T magnetic field, with layer thicknesses xfXo = 2% silicon, an average
propagation length df= 5 cm, in case of = 16 number of degrees of freedom, is shown in Elg. 2.
If 2, < 1, the separation powgy, between particles andmy is

o~ 2E T BB 10)
g VI+BM)/BMo)2

Hence if the momentum is not very low and the local positi@ohation is small compared to deviations from multiple
scattering, neither the rescatenor the separation power, depends on the details of the experimental setup, such
as magnetic field, radii of tracker layers, value of localipias resolution and material thickness. In this respeet th
only decisive parameter is the number of split measuremehitsh enters the above expressions by the number of
degrees of freedom The mean and variance of the corresponding Gaussiansligrddtermined by the momentum
and mass of the particles via

Although at low momentum the prediction of the means is mafigcdlt due to the increasing, the variances

still stay the same. Thg distribution can be easily unfolded, since the separatmmep is large, allowing for a
many-parameter fit.

5



Table 1: Important characteristics of the inner barrel dets of the studied experimental setup. For details seatdRke beginning of Sef] 5.

B Subdetector Radius of layers Tro o X/ Xo &g 4y Split
(7] [cm] (pm]  [um]  [%] meas.
pixels (barrel) 5.0,8.8,12.2 10 115 4 0.1 1
ExpA 2 strips(SCT) 29.9,37.1,44.3,51.4 17 580 4 01 3 50
straw (TRT) 56.3 — 106.64 36 hits) 130 - 05 10 -
pixels (SPD)  3.9,7.6 12 100 1 0.2 2
drifts (SDD)  14.9,23.8 35 23 1 03 0.2
ExpB 04 Giips(SSDy  38.5, 43.6 15 730 1 01 7 2
[gas (TPC) 84.5-246.6<(159 hits) 900 900 16 10°-104
pixels (PXB)  4.4,7.3,10.2 15 15 3 02 02
strips (TIBY  25.5,33.9 28vV2 230 4 0.1 038
ExpC 3.8 strips (TIB) 41.8,49.8 35 - 2 02 - 20
strips (TOBf  60.8, 69.2 58v2 530 4 01 2
strips (TOB)  78.0, 86.8, 96.5, 108.0 53,35 - 2 02 -

4.1. Applications

The measured value gf is sensitive to the proper spatial alignment of the deteletpers and to the correct
estimate of the variation of the predicted local positiohthe alignment precision is flicient, the latter is mostly
determined by the contribution from multiple scatteringiethis closely proportional toy'x/Xo. While p andr are
well measured, the amount of material in the detector can be

e understood: the unfolding of they distribution in a phase space bin enables the measuremeti¢ld$ of
different particle species.

e poorly known: the unfolding of they distribution in a phase space bin may provide correctiorte¢omate-
rial thickness. They can be extracted by fitting ghéistribution with an additional rescaler. Note that the
measurement of yields offtierent particle species is still possible, although withdowonfidence.

5. Simulation

The proposed method was verified by a Monte Carlo simulatid examples from LHC, the performance of
simplified models for the inner detectors of the followingpekiments were studied:

e ATLAS (Exp A): three layers of silicon pixels, five layers afuble-sided silicon strips, up to 36 layers of straw
tubesl[7].

e ALICE (Exp B): two layers of silicon pixels, two layers of isibn drifts and two layers of double-sided silicon
strips [8, 9]. Due to the largévalue of the gas detector (TPC) its measurements were Hated.

e CMS (Exp C): three layers of silicon pixels, ten layers oftsih strips (four of them double-sided) [10].

Some relevant details of the experimental setups are giv&able[1. For simplicity a homogeneous longitudinal
magnetic field was used, and detector layers were assumeddongentric cylinders around the beam-line. Pixels,
double-sided strips (superscript drift layers and gas provide measurements in two dimessf® andz), while
one-sided strips and straw tubes give only measurementdrdimaction ¢). x/Xp values are given per layer and
they are rounded to integers where possible. Sensitivltyeed, , and{; are shown for pions gi = 1 GeV/c, normal
incidence, rounded to one significant digit. The number bf sppasurements are also indicated.

The initial state vector was estimated by fitting a helix te flist three hits. (These hits are two-dimensional
in all three examined experimental setups.) The startihgegaof the track parameters were extracted at the closest
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Figure 3: Distributions of for several particle species. The relative yield of pagsalvas setta : K: p:e=70:10: 18 : 2. Results are shown
fornp =0, pr = 0.4 GeV/c (upper row) and; = 0, pr = 0.8 GeV/c (lower row) with setups Exp A, B and C. Individual fits with dfistributions
are indicated by thin solid lines.

approach to the beam line. The track fitting was performeddgssical Kalman filter [2] with pion mass assumption.
The state vectox = (x, 0,1, r ¢, 2) is five dimensional, where

k=q/p (signed inverse momentum)
0 =0(p) (local polar angle)
¥ = ¢(P) (local azimuthal angle)
re¢ =re(r) (global azimuthal position)

Z=r_ (global longitudinal position)

The propagation from layer to layer was calculated andiftiaising a helix model. Multiple scattering and energy
loss in tracker layers was implemented with their Gausspgmmaimations shown in Eq4.](6)3(8). The propagation
matrix F = df /0x was obtained by numerical derivation. The measuremenbretTE (r¢, 2) is two dimensional, the

measurement operator is
o= 0 0 01
0 0 0O ’
The covariance of the process nof3és
Q=(Fe®F))oZ+(Fo®F,)os+ (Fy ®F )5
whereo, = koa/B, 09 = 0y = 6p andF, = 9f /0%, is a vector. The covariance of measurement ndige

e

2
0 oy

Note that multiple scattering contributes equally to theateon of 8 andy, while energy lossféects onlyk.
7



5.1. Results

In order study the performance gf charged pions, kaons, protons and electrons with randamu#zal angle
were generated and emitted normal to the line of the collidieams# = 0) and run through the above outlined
reconstruction.

Distributions ofy using 16 particle tracks are shown in Flg. 3 fpf = 0.4 and 08 GeV/c. For a realistic particle
composition the relative yields were setto K : p: e=70:10: 18 : 2. Atpr = 0.4 GeV/c, in case of Exp A, the
protons are detached, but there is a goepl separation for Exp B and C, as well. For Exp A and Crthié separation
allows for yield estimation. Even gt = 0.8 GeV/c the observed resolution is enough to extract the protonseriVh
fitting the histograms a sum of chi distributions was emptbfthin solid lines), but a sum of Gaussians may also be
suficient.

For a complete picture charged pions, kaons, protons acttr@hs with transverse momenpa = 0.2, 0.4, 0.6,

..., 20 GeV/candn = 0 were used, amounting to 4particles pepr setting for each particle type and experimental
setup. The performance gfas function ofp for all three setups is shown in F{g. 4. The subsequent rovesthie
dependence of the measured resca)éhe fitted number of degrees of freedonthe merit function of the histogram
fit with sum of chi distributions(%i and the separation powgy. This latter was calculated by using the measured
a andr values with help of Eqs[13)5(4). The measured values anershy the symbols. In case afthe line gives
the plaing(my)/B(m) scaling (Eq.[(P)) that works rather well for all three setw@md for all particle types. Faorthe
horizontal lines show the number of split measurements fpiven pr, decreased by the number of track parameters
n,. While these predictions are closely followed by the meedwalues in case of Exp C, there are substantial
deviations with the other two setups. It can be traced badtvicsensitivity measurements: large number of straw
tubes with{;s = 10 (Exp A), and two strip layers witl, = 7 (Exp B). In case of the separation povegrthe lines
show the approximation based on the predicted number okde@f freedom and the rat#§m)/B(mp), calculated
with help of Eq. [ID). The steps are due to the changing numberossed detector layers with varyimpg The
approximation works well for Exp C, but strongly overesttesathe measured value for Exp A. It is again due to the
large number of low sensitivity measurements.

Comparison of ther—p separation power of themeasurement for several experimental setups as a fundtion o
momentum is shown in Fig] 5. While Exp A clearly performs eefor p < 0.6 GeV/c, Exp C has better resolution
for the more critical higher momentum region. With the meststive setups (Exp A and C) protons are dpart if
p < 1.4 GeV/c, while 20- separation is reachedjif< 1 GeV/c. For kaons these numbers gre: 0.9 and 05 GeV/c,
respectively.

6. Conclusions

It was shown that tracker detectors can employed to idenktijrged particles based on their glopadbtained
during track fitting with the Kalman filter. This approach loisiupon the knowledge of detector material and local
position resolution, using the known physics of multiplatsering and energy loss. The study using simplified models
of present LHC experiment shows thatk andz—p unfolding is possible at low momentum. The separatiomiteb
than I for p < 0.9 and 14 GeV/c, respectively. In general, the performance of an experinsesetermined by the
number of good sensitivity split measurements. It is alsiwang function of particle momentum.

If particles can be identified based on informations fromeotspurces (e.g. independerii/dix measurement)
this tool can still be useful to provide corrections to theoamt of material in the detector and to check the obtained
precision of its alignment.
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A. Properties of some distributions

In this section the definitions of some used distributioreslsted along with their calculated or approximated
values for the mean and variance-.
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Figure 4: Performance gf measurement for particle identification, with setups ExjBA&nd C. For details see text in SEC]5.1.
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Figure 5: Ther—p separation power of themeasurement for the experimental setups, as a function ofentum. The lines are drawn to guide
the eye.

A.l. y? distribution
The distribution, mean and variance are

XI/2-1gx/2
P(x;r) = riez

r(s)2
u=r, a2 =2r.

A.2. Non-central y? distribution
The distribution, mean and variance are

—(X+1)/2/(r-1)/2 \/_
€ X A —
2(/lX)r/4 r/2-1 ( /lX)
H=r+a2a, a2 =2(r + 24).

P(x;r,A) =

wherely(X) is the modified Bessel function of the first kind.

A.3. y distribution
The distribution and mean are

21—n/2Xn—le—x2/2

P(xr) = F(g) (12)
Fﬁf_ﬁzﬂl_zﬁm(g)}z 1 )

where Ref.|[11] for > 1 was used. The variance is
O'2=I'—,uzz}. (13)



A.4. Non-central y distribution
The distribution and mean are

—(@+2) /21
e XA
W |r/2_1(/lX)

2
_ 7 ez (A
u= 514 5]
WhereLﬁa)(x) is the generalized Laguerre function. Fas 1, with Kummer’s second formula [12]
. ﬁﬁﬁ(_z £
3 9 b
2y 27

where;1Fi(a, b, 2) is the confluent hypergeometric function of the first kindithhelp of Eq. [I2) and Refl [13],
assumingl®> < r

p= «/F[1—4—1r+0(r—12)H1+;—:+0(r12)}z

P(x;r,A) =

~ \/F[l— 1_4r2/12 +O(r12)} ~ ,/r—%+/12. (14)

0'2=r—;12+/12z%. (15)
Note that withA = 0 we get back the mean of thedistribution (Eqs.[(12) and(14)), while the variances & t

same in the central and non-central case (Egs. (13)and (15))

For the variance

B. Sum of non-central chi-squared distributed independentariables
The goal is to approximate the sum
n
y=) az
i=1

wherez are non-central chi-squared distributed independentrandriables with one degree of freedom and density
function fx(z; 1, 4;). Although an explicit expression for the distribution pkxists, it is dificult to evaluate in
practice [14]. Here this function is approximated by a ré&staon-central chi-squared distributiopadfy (x/a; 1, 1)

by requiring that the first two moments be the same. The meashsvariances are additive, thus the equations two
solve are

Y= Yal+ 4)= afr+2)
=% =2 8(1+24) = 22°(r +24)
By assumin@l; <« 1 we get

Yia (T a&)?
azm, r_Tai, /lzzi:/li

with relative corrections of the ord€(12/r?). If the values ofg; are similar some of the above expressions can be
approximated by

a =), r=n.
11
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