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Abstract: Optimization of spacer and gas distribution inside the glass resistive plate chamber (RPC)
is reported. Simulation studies demonstrate improvements on the gas flow velocity homogeneity and
lower vorticity inside the gas chamber. The optimized spacer configuration (76 spacers) decreases
the number of spacers by 24% compared to the original design (100 spacers), thus helps significantly
reduce the non-active or low-efficiency area caused by spacers while maintaining similar deformation
uniformity of the electrodes. Large area glass RPCs with 1×1 m2 size using two types of spacer
configurations are constructed and tested with cosmic muons events. The muon detection efficiencies
for RPCs are greater than 95%.
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1 Introduction

Since the invention of the Resistive Plate Chamber (RPC) in 1980s, it has been successfully used in
many particle physics experiments such as ATLAS [1], CMS [2], ALICE [3] at CERN, astrophysics
experiments such as ARGO-YBJ [4, 5] at Yangbajing, neutrino physics experiments such as Daya
Bay [6]. RPCs can be used in many other applications such as time of flight positron emission
tomography (PET/CT), and volcano tomography (TOMUVOL) [7] etc...

The interests for these gaseous detectors can be explained by their excellent features: good
spatial (O(1 cm) [8, 9]) and time (O(1 ns) [10–17]) resolution, robustness, easy to build and relative
low cost, which make the RPC well suited for particle detection and triggering. In addition to this
"traditional" application, the RPC can also be used for high performance calorimetry based on the
Particle Flow Algorithm (PFA)[18].

RPCs are expected to play an important role in new particle detectors such as the Semi-Digital
Hadronic Calorimeter (SDHCAL[19]) at the International Linear Collider (ILC) [20] and the Circular
Electron Positron Collider (CEPC) [21, 22].

The design of the RPC should in principle minimize the non-active area and maximize detection
efficiency. It is also important to maintain the relative simplicity of construction process and keep
the cost advantage. We present the results obtained when optimizing the position and number of
spacers to maintain the flatness of the electrodes, which will also lead to a slight improvement of the
gas flow uniformity inside the chamber.
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We use gas flow simulations to optimize the design of the glass RPC and present a new
shifted-spacer design which leads to an improved gas flow uniformity, a decrease in the number of
spacers by around 24% while maintaining the flatness of the chambers (∼ 0.5%) at the level of the
baseline design. In this paper, the results of the prototype chambers built based on the new design
are compared to the one built based on the baseline design.

2 RPC Design and Gas flow Simulations

The operation of the RPC requires continuous gas flow at a reasonable rate to avoid accumulation of
polluted gas inside the chamber caused by the creation of radicals and the interaction of the radicals
produced in the gas with the materials of the chamber [23]. The uniformity of the gas flow in the
chamber and the deformation of the electrode plates are critical to the performance of the RPC.
Detailed simulations help optimizing the design of the RPC. We use COMSOL Multiphysics® [24]
version 5.4 as a platform for simulation which implements a finite element method, through which
the behaviour of the flow field, electrode deformation and electric field are simulated.

2.1 Design and geometry for the RPC

Glass RPCs are constructed using two pieces of glass (1×1 m2) with thickness of 0.7 mm (anode)
and 1.1 mm (cathode). The gap between the two electrodes is 1.2 mm wide, sustained by cylindrical
nylon spacers with a diameter of 8 mm. The gas gap is sealed by the surrounding FR4 walls and
silicone-based glue. The gas inlet and outlet are located at the two opposite corners along the
same side of the chamber, perforated with 2 pipes for the inlet and 4 pipes for the outlet to avoid
over-pressure. Two gas guides made of PEEK and perforated with 6 holes are placed at 2 cm from
the walls along the inlet side and outlet side to uniformly distribute the gas into the chamber. The
schematic cross section of the RPC is shown in Figure 1.

Figure 1: Schematic cross section of the glass RPC (not to scale).
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Spacers play a key role in keeping the thickness uniformity of the gas gap, but they are an
obstacle for smooth gas diffusion. Two types of spacer distributions are presented. One is a
"Reference spacers" RPC with standard aligned spacers (100 spacers). There are a grid of 10 × 10
spacers, as shown in Figure 2a. The second one is a "Shifted spacers" RPC with 4 spacers on the
odd line and 5 spacers on the even lines, which has 76 spacers in total, as shown in Figure 2b.

(a) "Reference spacers" RPC. (b) "Shifted spacers" RPC.

Figure 2: Drawing of 1×1 m2 RPCs with two different types of spacer configurations. The central
part of the chamber marked by the dashed lines is used for gas velocity and vorticity comparison.

2.2 Simulation of the RPC gas flow

A gas flow simulation is performed to simulate the flow field and it follows the Navier-Stokes
equations:

𝜌(𝒖 · ∇)𝒖 = ∇ · [−⇀⇀
𝑝 𝑰 + 𝜇(∇𝒖 + (∇𝒖)𝑇 )] + 𝑭; (2.1)

𝜌∇ · 𝒖 = 0, (2.2)

where 𝒖 is the velocity of the flow field, 𝜌 is the density of the gas, ⇀⇀𝑝 is the stress tensor, 𝜇 is the
dynamic viscosity of the gas, 𝑭 is the external force and 𝑰 is the identity matrix. The boundary
conditions are fixed by the walls. The input flow rate of the gas is 1 liter per hour, corresponding to a
mean velocity of injected gas of 0.5526 m s−1. The external pressure is fixed to zero as a reference
value.

The electric field is given by the Maxwell equations:

∇ · 𝑫 = 𝜌𝑒; (2.3)

𝑬 = −∇𝑉, (2.4)

where 𝑫 is the electric displacement, 𝜌𝑒 is the electric charge density, 𝑬 is the electric field and
𝑉 is the potential.
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The deformation of the electrodes are obtained using a structural mechanics simulation that
solved the following equations:

∇ · (
⇀⇀

𝐹
⇀⇀

𝑆 )𝑇 +
⇀⇀

𝐹 𝜈 = 0; (2.5)
⇀⇀

𝐹 = 𝑰 + ∇𝒅, (2.6)

where
⇀⇀

𝑆 is the stress tensor, 𝜈 is the Poisson ratio of the material,
⇀⇀

𝐹 is the deformation gradient
tensor and 𝒅 is the displacement vector. In this simulation only the chamber has been studied (no
cassette, metallic panels parceling the RPCs which act as electromagnetic shielding) and only the
pressure of the gas and the electric force are considered.

To couple the flow field to the stress and deformation tensors, the pressure is extracted from the
gas flow simulation and used to calculate the force exerted by the gas to the glass.

The coupling between electric field and structural mechanics can be derived from the following
thermodynamic potential called electric enthalpy [25] :

𝐻𝑒𝑚𝑒 = 𝑊𝑠 (
⇀⇀

𝐶 ) − 1
2
𝜀0𝜀𝑟 𝐽

⇀⇀

𝐶
−1

: 𝑬 ⊗ 𝑬, (2.7)

where
⇀⇀

𝐶 = (
⇀⇀

𝐹 )𝑇
⇀⇀

𝐹 is so called right Cauchy-Green deformation tensor generated from the
deformation gradient tensor 𝐹 mentioned above, 𝐽 = det(

⇀⇀

𝐹 ) and 𝑊𝑠(
⇀⇀

𝐶 ) is the mechanical energy
function which depends on the solid model that has been used. The product : is the double dot
product of two tensors and ⊗ is the tensor product of two vector spaces. Then we can obtain the
stress tensor for deformation and the electric displacement by:

⇀⇀

𝑆 = 2
𝜕𝐻𝑒𝑚𝑒

𝜕
⇀⇀

𝐶

; (2.8)

𝑫 = −𝜕𝐻𝑒𝑚𝑒

𝜕𝑬
(2.9)

2.3 Optimization of the RPC design
The gas flow simulation uses an input flow rate of 1 liter per hour, corresponding to a mean velocity
of injected gas 0.5526 m s−1, which is equivalent to replace ∼80% of the gas chamber volume per
hour. The velocity and vorticity distributions inside the chamber are shown in Figure 3 and Figure 4,
respectively.

(a) "Reference spacers" RPC. (b) "Shifted spacers" RPC.

Figure 3: Velocity distribution inside the gas chamber.
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(a) "Reference spacers" RPC. (b) "Shifted spacers" RPC.

Figure 4: Vorticity distribution inside the gas gap.

In order to avoid the border effect, we use the central part of the chamber (surrounded by the
dashed line in Figure 2) to calculate distributions of gas velocity and vorticity for comparison. The
mean velocity of gas inside the "Reference spacers" chamber and the "Shifted spacers" chamber are
0.24 mm s−1 and 0.24 mm s−1 respectively. The corresponding ratios (RMS/mean) of root-mean-
square to mean velocity are 20.3 % and 17.5 % respectively, which indicate that the "Shifted spacers"
RPC provides a more uniform distribution of gas flow than the "Reference spacers" RPC.

As for vorticity (defined by ∇ × 𝒖), there exist high vorticity regions around the gas entry and
exit, in the gas tunnel and around the spacers as shown in Figure 4. To better estimate the vorticity
near the spacers, we choose a region around the spacers (with a radius of 12 mm with respect to
the spacer center); The mean vorticities around spacers of the "Reference spacers" chamber and
the "Shifted spacers" chambers are 0.0199 s−1 and 0.0196 s−1 respectively. The mean vorticities for
the remaining volume in the central part of chambers are 0.0022 s−1 and 0.0018 s−1 respectively. It
shows that shifting the spacers and reducing the number of spacers can reduce the vorticity inside
the gas chamber. The RMS value for each case is shown in table 1.

The pressure distributions inside the gas chambers are shown in Figure 5. The lower limits and
upper limits for each color scale in the graphs are [0.27802, 0.27809](Pa) and [0.27723, 0.27728](Pa),
respectively. The distribution maps demonstrate that the pressure drops inside the chamber from
inlet side to outlet side but with only a tiny value.

(a) "Reference spacers" RPC. (b) "Shifted spacers" RPC.

Figure 5: Pressure distribution inside the gas chamber.
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The simulation of chamber deformation on the electrodes is carried out by using the pressure of
the gas flow and an electric field between the two electrodes created by a 6.6 kV (working voltage of
our RPC) potential difference. The deformation distributions of gas gap between two inner surfaces
of electrodes for the "Reference spacers" design and for the "Shifted spacers" design are shown in
Figure 6. And the distribution of the thickness of the gas gap after deforming for the "Reference
spacers" and the "Shifted spacers" designs are shown in Figure 7.

(a) "Reference spacers" RPC. (b) "Shifted spacers" RPC.

Figure 6: Deformation map of the thickness of the gas chamber.

Figure 7: Distribution of the thickness of gas gap
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The distributions of deformation are also calculated in the dashed line area. The mean thickness
and RMS of the gas gap (1.2 mm) after deforming for the "Reference spacers" and the "Shifted
spacers" RPCs are 1.193 ± 0.003 mm and 1.189 ± 0.005 mm, respectively. The deformation
uniformity, defined as the ratio of RMS and mean of deformation for "Reference spacers" and
"Shifted spacers" RPCs, are 0.25% and 0.42%, respectively. The increase of the distance between
spacers would cause more deformation on both electrodes, but the ratio of mean deformation and
gas gap width is still within 1%. Although the configuration of "Shifting spacers" decreases about
24% of spacers, it still maintains similar deformation uniformity compared to "Reference spacers"
RPC. The electric field distribution inside the chamber after deforming is shown in Figure 8.

(a) "Reference spacers" RPC. (b) "Shifted spacers" RPC.

Figure 8: Electric field distribution inside the gas chamber.

Model “Reference spacers” RPC “Shifted spacers” RPC
Mean velocity 𝑣̄ 0.238 (mm s−1) 0.241 (mm s−1)

RMS of velocity 𝜎𝑣 0.049 (mm s−1) 0.042 (mm s−1)
𝜎𝑣/𝑣̄ 20.3 (%) 17.5 (%)

Mean vorticity near spacers region 0.0199 (s−1) 0.0196 (s−1)
RMS of vorticity near spacers region 0.0129 (s−1) 0.0127 (s−1)

Mean vorticity excluding the vicinity of spacers 0.0022 (s−1) 0.0018 (s−1)
RMS of vorticity excluding the vicinity of spacers 0.0028 (s−1) 0.0026 (s−1)

Mean thickness between gas gap 𝑑 1.193 (mm) 1.189 (mm)
RMS of deformation 𝜎𝑑 0.003 (mm) 0.005 (mm)

𝜎𝑑/𝑑 0.25 (%) 0.42 (%)

Table 1: Results from simulation.

The summary of simulation results are listed in table 1. As discussed, while the "Shifted
spacers" design decreases the number of spacers inside the chamber from 100 to 76, by about ∼ 24 %,
it can also provide better homogeneity for the gas velocity and lower vorticity.
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3 RPC Construction

Based on the simulation results, both "Reference" and "Shifted" RPCs have been built in the clean
room with size of 1 × 1 m2. The construction procedure (Figure 9) is listed as follows :

• Glue the spacers, walls and PEEK bars on the 1.1 mm electrode.

• Glue the spacers and the walls on the 0.7 mm electrode and add silicone along the chamber
walls.

• Paint glass with a graphite coating (a mixture of conductive graphite coating diluted with a
lacquer) using a spray gun.

• Cover the graphite coated glass with the 200 µm mylar films.

• Stick the power connectors on both sides of the chamber and tape the mylar films.

Figure 9: Construction of "Shifted spacers" Glass RPC.

4 Performance Test of the RPCs

4.1 Cosmic muon test platform

Figure 10: Cosmic test system

The glass RPC signals induced by cosmic muons are
collected on the cathode electrode with a 3 mm thick
foam panel covered with 2.5 cm width copper strips.
The signal from one side of each strip is amplified by
a common emitter amplifier Front End Board (FEB)
with a gain of ∼16, and then digitized by a CAEN
V172 [26] at 5 GS/s. The other side of each strip
is connected to the ground by a 20Ω resistance to
match the impedance of the strip panel and avoid
reflections.

The triggering system is composed of four
40×20 cm2 scintillators. We place two scintillators on
both side of the RPC chamber for signal coincidence
(Figure 10).
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The scintillator trigger system is fully covered by the area of eight strips for the signal readout
of RPC.

The RPC chamber is filled with a gas mixture, which includes 94.7% CH2FCF3 (R134a), 5%
C4H10 and 0.3% SF6. We use a gas flow rate corresponding to about one gas volume replacement
every hour. The high voltage (HV) is provided by an EHS 8080n from iseg [27]. A schematic of the
cosmic test platform is shown in Figure 11.

Figure 11: Schematic of the cosmic test platform (the coincidence unit triggers the digitizer for
readout).

4.2 Data taking and analysis

We studied the dependence of the RPC detection efficiency on the applied high voltage ranging from
5700 V to 7000 V, with a step of 100 V. All scintillator-triggered cosmic muon events are recorded.
Each event contains a digitized output of all eight readout strips and the scintillator trigger. The
muon detection efficiency (𝜖) of RPC can be calculated as follows :

𝜖 =
𝑁𝑠𝑖𝑔𝑛𝑎𝑙

𝑁𝑡𝑟𝑖𝑔𝑔𝑒𝑟𝑒𝑑

, (4.1)

where 𝑁𝑠𝑖𝑔𝑛𝑎𝑙 is the number of events with RPC signal, 𝑁𝑡𝑟𝑖𝑔𝑔𝑒𝑟𝑒𝑑 is the total number of
triggered events by scintillators. Figure 12 shows an event with one signal (red curve). For each
event, the 20 ns region before the 40 ns wide signal region was used to calculate the average noise 𝐵

and RMS 𝜎𝐵 (∼ 0.9 mV).
The chamber is considered efficient for this event if at least one channel has an amplitude greater

than 𝑁 × 𝜎𝐵. We performed the analysis for different values of 𝑁 . The corresponding efficiencies
are shown in Figure 13. They present consistent results after reaching the efficiency plateau for HV
greater than 6800 Volt, which demonstrates the robustness of the muon detection against noise. In
this paper we use the value 𝑁 = 8.

The multiplicity is defined as the mean number of strips fired when the chamber has detected
signal. Our study shows the multiplicity is around 1.3 for HV at 6800 Volt.
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Figure 12: Event with a typical RPC signal (red curve).

Figure 13: Efficiency versus applied high voltage for the "Reference spacers" chamber.
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5 Results

The efficiencies with respect to the applied high voltage are shown in Figure 14. The "Shifted spacer"
chamber is compared with the "Reference spacers" chamber. They show very similar efficiency
curves. More importantly, the efficiency plateaus are comparable for the two chambers, both greater
than 95%. No corrections for temperature and atmospheric pressure variations have been made,
which largely explains the shift observed. It means the new design of RPC chamber maintains an
equally good muon detection performance even with significantly less spacers used.

Figure 14: Efficiency versus applied voltage for "Reference spacers" and "Shifted spacers" chambers.

6 Summary and Conclusions

Optimization of the RPC gas chamber design has been performed, by using simulations of "Reference
spacers" and "Shifted spacers" chambers. The simulations show that an optimized configuration of
spacers can decrease the number of spacers by 24% while improving the gas flow and maintaining
similar uniformity of the electrodes deformation. The tests performed on a cosmic test platform
show that the "Shifted spacers" RPC maintains a high muon detection efficiency (> 95%) at high
voltage, while using 24% less spacers than the "Reference spacers" one.
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