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aLIP, Av. Prof. Gama Pinto, 2, P-1649-003 Lisbon, Portugal
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Abstract

In this letter, a new strategy to enhance the discrimination of high energy gamma rays from the huge
charged cosmic rays background in large cosmic rays ground arrays is presented. This strategy is based on
the introduction of a new simple variable, Pαγh, which combines the probability of tagging muons and/or very
energetic particles in each single array station. The discrimination power of this new variable, particularly
important for and above multi-TeV energies, is illustrated for a few specific examples in the case of a
hypothetical water Cherenkov detector cosmic ray array, both in the case of low and high particle stations
occupancy. The results are very encouraging and hopefully will be demonstrated in the present and future
gamma-ray Observatories.
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1. Introduction

The capability to discriminate high energy
gamma rays from the huge background of charged
cosmic rays, hereafter nominated as γ/h discrimi-
nation, is presently one of the main challenges of
ground-based gamma-ray observatories. As an ex-
ample, the signal/background ratio considering a
Crab-like source, integrated over 1 second within
one square degree, in an effective area of 10 000 m2,
is, in the GeV-PeV energy region, of about 10−2-
10−3 [1, 2]. To handle these high background rates,
several strategies have been used or proposed, based
on the analysis of the distribution of the particles at
the ground (steepness, compactness or bumpiness
of the Lateral Distribution Functions (e.g. [2, 3, 4])
or, more globally, differences in the detected shower
patterns (e.g. [5, 6]). Around a few TeV, proton
showers start to have a large number of muons that
effectively can reach the ground. For the same re-
constructed energy, gamma induced showers are ex-
pected to have much fewer muons than for proton-
induced showers. Hence, the muonic content of the
shower can be explored to achieve an excellent γ/h
discrimination (see, for instance [7, 8, 9]).

The most common technique to identify muons
in cosmic rays detectors is by placing sensitive

tracking detectors under a reasonable number of
equivalent radiation lengths to absorb the shower’s
electromagnetic (e.m.) component. This may be
achieved placing the detectors under earth ( e.g.
[10, 11, 12]), water or ice (e.g. [13]), concrete or
some other inert material. Another option is to de-
sign detectors with at least two active layers, where
the first one(s) act for this purpose as an absorber
(e.g. [14], [15]). An alternative/complementary ap-
proach is to have, at the station level, several signal
sensors (e.g. PMTs) and explore time and/or inten-
sity differences between them (e.g. [16, 17, 18]).

Nevertheless, in the end, the capability to tag,
in each individual station, the presence of one or
more muons is a compromise between purity (low or
negligible punch-through) and efficiency, which may
be translated in a probability, Pµ,i. At the event
level, the question would be then how to handle
such probabilities in order to reach the needed γ/h
discrimination ensuring a reasonable efficiency.

In this letter, we propose a new, very simple vari-
able, Pαγh, that combines efficiently the individual
Pµ,i and avoids/minimises the need of additional
fiducial cuts. This quantity is particularly impor-
tant when performing the discrimination at multi-
TeV energies and above. The document is organ-
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ised as follows: the discriminator is presented in
Section 2; in Section 3 the simulation setups are
described, followed by the presentation of the ob-
tained results (Sec. 4), including a discussion of
these. The paper ends with a short summary.

2. Probability of muon detection for γ/h dis-
crimination

It has been shown in [18] that the sum of the
probability of having a muon in a water Cherenkov
station, Pγh, obtained through the analysis of the
photomultipliers (PMTs) signal time trace, can be
used to discriminate between gamma and hadron
induced showers. This discrimination was demon-
strated for showers with energies of about 1 TeV. As
the shower energy increases, the number of muons
that might hit a WCD station will increase. How-
ever, the number of stations touched by the elec-
tromagnetic shower component and without muons
will grow even faster, leading to an artificially larger
Pγh. In this article, we argue that this effect can
be mitigated without recurring to any type of cuts
while maintaining an excellent gamma/hadron dis-
crimination capability, with the introduction of a
new variable, Pαγh.

The proposed new variable is defined as:

Pαγh =

n∑
i

Pµ,i
α (1)

where Pµ,i is the probability of a station being
hit by a muon, n the number of active stations
in the shower event, and α a parameter that max-
imises the separation between gamma and proton-
induced showers. For α = 1 , Pαγh is just the sum
of the probabilities of all individual stations. On
the other hand, the setting of α > 1 enhances the
relative weight of the stations where Pµ,i is close to
1. Indeed, as it is shown in Fig. 1, the use of high α
values decreases dramatically the contributions to
the Pαγh discrimination variable of the stations with
lower probabilities of having been hit by a muon.
The precise value of α to be used in each specific
analysis should be optimised according to the de-
sirable requirements taking into account the signal
and background efficiency curves as well as the total
number of stations foreseen as being hit by muons.

3. Simulation Setup

To verify the discrimination capability of the pro-
posed variable, Pαγh, two distinct simulation frame-
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Figure 1: Pµ,i
α as a function Pµ,i for different values of α.

The full black, dashed red and point blue lines corresponds
respectively to α values of 1, 10, 20. See text for a discussion
on the role of the constant α in the design of the global event
Pαγh discriminant variable.

works are used. One is aiming at low particle
station occupancy1 (shower energies of ∼ 50 TeV)
while the other is used for high occupancy (∼
500 TeV). The simulation sets can be summarised
in the following way:

• A compact array of stations covering an area of
80 000 m2 with an end-to-end simulation. The
probability of having a muon in a station is ex-
tracted through the analysis of the PMT sig-
nal time trace using a Machine Learning algo-
rithm.

• The same compact array but now surrounded
by a sparse array with an area of 1 km2 and
1% fill factor, simulated recurring to a fast
simulation. The shower muon content is ob-
tained via statistically discounting the electro-
magnetic component recorded at the ground.

For the first set of simulations, we consider a
ground array of small-WCD stations where the light
signal is collected by four PMTs placed at the
bottom of the station, as described in references
[18, 19]. The considered array covers an area of
80 000 m2 and has a fill factor of ∼ 85% (5 720 sta-
tions). The simulations of extensive air showers
were generated using CORSIKA (version 7.5600)

1In this context, occupancy refers to the number of par-
ticles hitting one single station. These two cases are distin-
guished as the strategy to identify muons should be distinct.
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[20]. For this set, only protons with primary en-
ergy between 40 - 63 TeV and a zenith angle be-
tween 5◦ - 15◦ were used. The discrimination ca-
pability is assessed by comparing proton-induced
shower events with the same events but removing
stations with muons. As we want to evaluate the
ability to discriminate between showers using the
number of muons in the event, this test provides a
conservative assessment.

A total of 3 686 showers2 have been generated
with a uniform logarithm of energy distribution,
leading to a mean energy of ∼ 50 TeV. The detec-
tor response was simulated with the Geant4 toolkit
[21, 22, 23], and the shower core was distributed
uniformly in a circular area centred in the centre of
the array and with a radius of 50 m.

The probability Pµ,i of tagging at least one muon
with a signal greater than 300 p.e. (the minimum
signal of vertical muons) was determined through
a Convolutional Neural Network (CNN) similar to
the one used in [18] at lower energies (∼ 1 TeV).
To explore both the temporal and spatial features,
the model receives as inputs: the normalised signal
time trace of each PMT; the integral of each PMTs
signal time trace; the amount of Cherenkov light
measured in the WCD; and the normalised integral
of each PMTs signal time trace. At this energy
range (∼ 50 TeV), a different structure of the input
signals was found to be better to deal with the over-
whelming electromagnetic contamination. A tensor
with dimensions [3, 3, 30] is built using the signals
(the empty spaces are filled with zeros). The 3× 3
matrix allows to mimic the PMT spatial position
while the remaining dimension contains the time
evolution of the PMT signal time trace, being each
entry a time bin with a width of 1 ns. Then, a
3-dimensional CNN (3D-CNN) is used to convolve
over this tensor.

For the second set of simulations, the distribu-
tions were obtained using a fast and flexible sim-
ulation framework [24]. This framework receives
as input either CORSIKA showers or toy events
generated as the superposition of single photons,
electrons and muons, taking into account the en-
ergy spectrum of these single particles and the total
mean electromagnetic and muonic particle lateral
distributions obtained from dedicated CORSIKA

2The number of showers used to train and test the CNN
were 2 000 and 1 686, respectively.

10 3

10 2

10 1

100

101

102

103

Nu
m

be
r o

f e
ve

nt
s [

a.u
.]

N i 1 ( = 1)
N i = 0 ( = 1)
N i 1 ( = 12)
N i = 0 ( = 12)

0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00
P , i

10 1
100
101

Ra
tio

(N i 1)/(N i = 0) ( = 1)
(N i 1)/(N i = 0) ( = 12)

Figure 2: (top) Mean number of stations per shower as
a function of Pµ,i

α for all the stations with distances from
the shower core greater than 50 m. Stations with muons are
represented by black curves and in red if there is no muon
present. The full (dashed) lines are the Pµ,i

α with α = 1
(α = 12). (bottom) Ratio between stations with and without
muons for α = 1 (blue) and α = 12 (orange).

simulations. The response of the detector was in-
cluded as parameterised functions obtained by in-
jecting single particles in the WCD and simulating
it with Geant4. The configuration of the ground ar-
ray that has been tested is composed of a compact
array with an area of 80 000 m2 and a fill factor of
∼ 80% surrounded by a sparse array with an area
of 1 km2 and a fill factor of ∼ 1%. The WCD sta-
tions were similar to those described in the previous
section, but only one PMT per station was placed
at the bottom of the tank.

4. Results

4.1. Pαγh at low particle stations occupancy

The impact of using α > 1 at the station level
can be seen in Fig. 2 where the Pµ,i

α distribution is
shown for α = 1 and α = 12 for stations with and
without the presence of muons. From these plots,
it can be seen that whenever a cut in Pαγh is used to
tag muons, the choice of α > 1 reduces the relative
importance of the large number of stations without
muons in a gamma or hadron high energy event.
Such enables a lower cut which effectively increases
the efficiency to tag stations with muons.
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The distributions of the variable Pαγh setting α to
1 and 12 were then obtained and are represented
in Fig. 3, both for the stations without muons and
for the stations hit at least by one muon. Only
WCDs placed at a distance greater than 50 m from
the shower core were considered to limit the electro-
magnetic contamination in the station, allowing for
the identification of muons. Notice that after this
cut, the number of stations with no muons with re-
spect to stations with muons is still extremely high.
The value of α = 12 was found to maximise the ra-
tio between the signal and the square root of the
background (S/

√
B) for a signal efficiency S = 0.6.

The use of an optimised α value has thus greatly
increased the capability to identify the stations hit
by muons which, in a full data analysis, would be
translated in a significant increase of the γ/h dis-
crimination power, at these energies and detector
configuration.

4.2. Pαγh at high stations occupancy

At very high energies, the fluxes of high energy
gamma and charged cosmic rays decrease dramati-
cally, but, on the other hand, the density of par-
ticles at the ground for each particle shower in-
creases even faster than the primary cosmic-ray en-
ergy. The detector ground array has thus to cover
larger areas, but the array fill factor can be much
smaller (sparse arrays).

In stations where the deposited electromagnetic
energy is higher than some hundreds of MeV, the
identification of muons using temporal and spatial
asymmetries between the PMTs signal time traces
is no longer efficient. However, statistical methods,
similar to the ones used in IceTop/IceCube [25],
may be used. The proposed muon tagging is based
on the fact that in a station hit by one or more
muons, or by one very energetic particle, the to-
tal signal detected is, on average, greater than the
signal registered in one station located at a simi-
lar distance to the shower core in the case of one
gamma event with a similar energy at the ground.

This signal excess in station i at distance r and
with total signal Si(r) may thus be quantified by :

ni =
Si(r)− Sem(r)

σem(r)
(2)

where Sem(r) and σem(r) are respectively the ex-
pected electromagnetic signal in station i, and the
standard deviation of its expected fluctuations, for
a gamma event. Whenever, ni < 0, ni is set

to 0. Sem(r) and σem(r) may be evaluated from
data, in events classified with a high probability
to be gamma events and with a similar energy at
ground. However, in the present work both Sem(r)
and σem(r) were taken from CORSIKA simulations.

Then, for large n, the probability of a fluctua-
tion of the electromagnetic signal, Pem,n ≡ P (Si ≥
Sem + nσem), can be approximated by

Pem,n =
e−n

2/2

2n
√
π/2

. (3)

where it is assumed that Pem,n behaves as a nor-
mal distribution. The probability to correctly iden-
tify a station as having at least one muon or one
high energy particle can then be defined as:

Pµ,i = 1− Pem,ni . (4)

The variable Pαγh defined in equation 1 was shown
to be very effective in having a very high γ/h dis-
crimination power at energies of few hundreds of
TeV or higher, using α ' 20. Indeed, in Fig. 4 are
shown the distributions of the variable Pαγh setting
α to 1 and 20 for γ and proton-induced showers with
a primary energy at ground equivalent to a 500 TeV
γ-shower and with the core generated uniformly in
a ring centred in the centre of the array and inner
and outer radius respectively of 240 m and 260 m.
To make clear the impact on the expected sepa-
ration between γ and proton-induced showers, the
distributions were normalised to the expected mean
values of the relevant γ distribution. In this case,
the relative separation between proton and γ dis-
tributions increases by a factor of 2, setting α =
20.

Moreover, the resilience to the presence of tails in
the Pµ,i distribution, expected in real life, is much
higher whenever α > 1. In fact, these tails may
reflect simplified simulation frameworks where the
signal fluctuations were not fully described (for in-
stance, charged particle specific trajectories cross-
ing the PMTs photo-cathodes, or smaller muon
paths inside the stations; or fluctuations in the light
sensor gains) which tends to populate the interme-
diate region of the Pµ,i distributions, whose contri-
butions, as it was referred to in section 2, decreases
for higher α values.

5. Conclusions

In this letter, we show that a very simple γ/h
discrimination variable, Pαγh, can be built using the

4
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Figure 3: Distributions of the variable Pαγh at low particle stations occupancy events setting α to 1 (left) and 12 (right) in

stations without muons (red lines) and at least one muon (black line).
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Figure 4: Distributions of the variable Pαγh at high particle

stations occupancy events setting α to 1 (dashed lines) and
20 (full lines) for photon (red) and proton (black) showers.
The distributions are normalised to the mean values of the
Pαγh distribution in the case of γ showers.

individual Pµ,i. The probability of having a muon
in the station, Pµ,i, can be weighted by an expo-
nent α maximising the discrimination power and
minimising the need for additional cuts. The pro-
posed method is applied to both low and high en-
ergy showers, with notable results demonstrating
the power of this approach.
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