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Abstract: In this paper, a detailed investigation has been carried out to understand the
physics behind GEM charging-up and its effects on gain. Experiments have been performed
on both double and triple GEM with the help of 55Fe X-ray source and a comparative study
of these configurations along with the single GEM results observed in our previous work has
been reported. The increase in gain due to polarization of GEM foil dielectric and reduction
in gain due to charge accumulation on dielectric are studied for various field configurations
and different radiation intensities.

Keywords: Single, Double and Triple GEM detector, charging-up, charging-down, gain,
radiation rate, dielectric polarization.

1Corresponding author.

ar
X

iv
:2

11
2.

10
51

8v
2 

 [
ph

ys
ic

s.
in

s-
de

t]
  3

1 
M

ay
 2

02
2

mailto:vishal.kumar@saha.ac.in


Contents

1 Introduction 1

2 Experimental Setup 2

3 Instrumentation and methodology 3

4 Radiation charging-up and charging-down 3

5 Charging-up due to polarization of GEM dielectric 6

6 Summary and Conclusions 8

1 Introduction

The Gas Electron Multiplier (GEM) detectors [1] are advanced Micro Pattern Gas Detectors
(MPGDs) that are well known and used for their high position resolution, rate and discharge
handling capability. These are considered to be suitable for large scale use in various
experiments [2–5]. The detectors consist of GEM foils as multipliers, within which the
multiplication of electrons takes place. The GEM foils are made up of a polyimide film of
50 µm with 5 µm copper cladding. Biconical holes in a hexagonal pattern are etched on
the foil with the help of the double-mask photolithography technique. A standard GEM
foil consists of holes with inner and outer diameters of 50 and 70 µm, respectively. These
specifications can be altered according to requirements. Some examples of other GEM foils
are single-mask GEM with hole asymmetry [6] and thick GEM [7] with hole and thickness
of the order of hundreds of micron. The detector made up of standard GEM foils has been
used in the present work.

Charging-up effects [8] are well known for their ability to modify the field around the
dielectric material present in the active gas volume. The multiplication occurs in GEM
holes within which a considerable amount of dielectric remains exposed to the gas volume.
As a result, the charging-up plays a vital role in GEM detector functioning. A detailed
analysis of charging-up and its effects on gain for a single GEM have been described in [9],
with an investigation of charging-up with various field and rate configurations. The work
also includes gain measurement techniques and methodology for varying radiation rates
with the help of a collimator while using an extended radiation source.

The studies carried out on a single GEM in [9] were necessary to understand the basic
features of the complex process. However, in actual experiments, single GEM configurations
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are rarely used, if at all. Most of the applications are based on triple or higher GEM
configurations using three or more GEM layers [2, 3, 5, 10]. The use of multiple GEM foils
has several advantages, such as the possibility of achieving larger gain values, improvement
in position resolution due to charge spread, reduction in discharge probability due to lower
field configurations, etc. The extension of the single GEM observations to double and triple
GEM has been conducted to enhance the understanding of various aspects of charging-up
in multi-layer GEMs. The effects of charging-up have been studied by varying parameters
like GEM potential and radiation rates. These observations are crucial because essential
parameters such as efficiency, energy resolution and position resolution are likely to be
affected by gain variation of the GEM detector.

2 Experimental Setup

Figure 1. Triple GEM schematic with drift field (ED), transfer field (ET1, ET2) and induction
field (EI).

The GEM detector used here consists of a gas-filled volume having a cathode plane and
a readout anode plane with one, or more, GEM foil(s) placed between them, dividing the
detector gas volume into drift, transfer and induction regions, as shown in figure 1. The
readout of the detector is made up of 256 strips running across both X and Y planes, from
where 128 strips are shorted to a sum-up board to get a test pulse. These sum-up boards
are as mentioned in [11]. The present studies have been performed with double and triple
GEM setups, with 4.5, 2, 1.5 and 3, 1, 2, 1 mm drift to induction gaps, respectively. The
negative potentials required by the detector have been provided with the help of a potential
divider circuit. The voltage configurations used are listed in table 1. The detector, along
with the potential divider circuit, is placed in a copper box with Radio Frequency (RF)
ground for a reduction in RF noise and exposure of X-ray while experimenting.

Ar-CO2 gas mixtures with volumetric ratios 74-26 and 80-20 have been used for single
GEM and multi GEM detectors, respectively. In addition, the temperature, pressure and
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Table 1. Experimental configuration
Serial Description ED ∆VGEM1 ET1 ∆VGEM2 ET2 ∆VGEM3 EI

No. (kV/cm) (Volts) (kV/cm) (Volts) (kV/cm) (Volts) (kV/cm)
1.1 S-GEM1 2.81 462 3.33
1.2 S-GEM2 2.81 508 3.33
1.3 D-GEM 2.04 382 2.40 379 3.39
1.4 T-GEM1 2.24 339 2.63 334 2.66 319 3.81
1.5 T-GEM2 2.30 348 2.69 342 2.72 327 3.90
1.6 T-GEM3 2.35 356 2.76 350 2.79 335 4.00
1.7 T-GEM4 2.44 369 2.86 363 2.89 347 4.14

Abbreviations for single, double and triple GEM detector are S, D and T-GEM
respectively.

humidity of the room have been monitored with Bosch BME280 sensor [12] while performing
the experiment.

3 Instrumentation and methodology

In order to perform the experiment, the signal from the sum-up boards mentioned in sec-
tion 2 is grounded with 120 kΩ resistors for impedance matching. For energy spectra
measurement, a charge-sensitive preamplifier [13] is connected in parallel to one of the 120
kΩ resistors. The preamplifier integrates the signal and transfers it to a spectroscopy am-
plifier [14] for further amplification and shaping. The amplified Gaussian pulse from the
spectroscopy amplifier is then sent to MCA [15] for collection of energy spectra data. For
current measurement, a picoammeter [16] is connected in series to the 120 kΩ resistors.
The schematic diagram of the experimental setup is shown in figure 2. The current from
the picoammeter and counts from the energy spectrum have been used to calibrate the
MCA channels for gain. The gain obtained has been further processed to incorporate T/P
corrections. The corrected gains in the following sections are the gain values obtained from
the centroid of the Gaussian fit of the 55Fe 5.9 keV energy spectra with T/P corrections. A
detailed description of measurement technique and instrumentation for energy, current and
T/P data acquisition can be found in our previous work on single GEM charging-up [9].

4 Radiation charging-up and charging-down

To understand the effect of radiation on the detector, it has been kept at respective potential
for a day before performing the experiment. This is to ensure that the effects measured are
solely due to radiation causing accumulation of charge on the GEM dielectric and not the
polarization due to application of high field. The rate of the radioactive source has been
varied by changing the source itself and by inserting a collimator in front of a distributed
one.
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Figure 2. Schematic diagram of GEM detector setup.

As the source is placed on the detector at t=0 sec, the data taking starts and as shown
in figure 3, the gain value decreases and saturates to a steady value after around one or two
hours, for all the configurations, namely, single, double and triple-GEM detectors. These
measurements have been carried out for a fixed collimator and source configuration. How-
ever, the effective rates are slightly different due to different detector geometry parameters
like the distance between cathode and source and the drift gap. Furthermore, the rate is
lower in both double and triple GEM with respect to single GEM experiments due to the
time difference in data taking. The half-life of 55Fe is 2.74 years and single GEM experi-
ments had been conducted around one and a half years before (prior to the pandemic).
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Figure 3. Radiation charging-up of single, double and triple GEM with voltages configurations
as mentioned in table 1. A collimator of diameter 6 mm was used to control the rate of irradiation
in all the cases.

Figure 4 shows the charging-up effects for the double GEM configuration for differ-
ent irradiation rates. The gain decrease is faster for higher irradiation rates. The final
equilibrium value of the gain is lower for a source of higher rate.
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In figure 5, both charging-up and charging-down effects are presented for a triple GEM
configuration. The effect of gain variations related to charging-up are similar to those
observed for the double GEM configuration. The charging-down phenomenon, which has
been investigated by replacing the original sources (0.521, 1.69. and 10.80 kHz) by a weak
source (49 Hz) in comparison, keeping all other parameters fixed, shows that the gain
increases and saturates at a higher value after several hours.
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Figure 4. Radiation charging-up of double GEM with various rates of irradiation.
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Figure 5. Radiation charging-up and charging-down of triple GEM with rate variation and
voltage configuration 1.4.

An alternative approach to modify the radiation rate is performed with one or more
aluminium foil of thickness 50 µm placed in between the detector and the radiation source.
Here we have used two different 55Fe sources, both of which were first passed through a
cylindrical collimator made up of stainless steel having a length of 13 mm and inner and
outer diameter of 3 and 10 mm, respectively. This was to ensure the radiation beam coming
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out was parallel. The radiation rate is then modified by either placing or removing one or
more aluminium foil in front of the collimator or by changing the source. Figure 6 shows
the reduction in gain value as the irradiation rate increases. The first two sets of data
were obtained using the same source with and without 50 µm foil, allowing 4.51 and 18.72
Hz irradiation rates, respectively. After around 180 minutes, the source was changed to
a higher rate and data were obtained with foil thickness 100 µm, 50 µm and without foil
permitting irradiation rates of 29.27, 122.12 and 521.05 Hz, respectively. Similar results
have been observed in [8, 17] and what we have obtained before where the rate was varied by
changing aperture size of the collimator. The rate obtained by passing through aluminium
foils has been found in agreement with the calculations [18].

 1000

 1100

 1200

 1300

 1400

 1500

 1600

 1700

 1800

 1900

 0  50  100  150  200  250  300  350

T−GEM
14.51 Hz

18.72 Hz

29.27 Hz

122.12 Hz

521.05 Hz

C
o
rr

e
c
te

d
 G

a
in

Time in min

Figure 6. Radiation charging-up of triple GEM with radiation rate controlled by aluminium foil.
The experiment has been performed with voltage configuration 1.4.

The experiment of radiation charging-up has been performed with various voltage con-
figurations in triple GEM with a 1.69 kHz radiation source. The charging-up in all the
cases reduces the gain till it reaches a saturation level (see figure 7). To measure the
charging-down gain while the radiation source is removed, a weak 49 Hz source is placed to
monitor the gain without causing a major impact on the detector gain. The gain increases
exponentially with GEM voltage for both single and triple GEM as shown in figure 8. The
gain data for both, before and after radiation charging-up have been plotted, exhibiting the
reduction in gain due to radiation charging-up.

5 Charging-up due to polarization of GEM dielectric

On application of high field on dielectric, it gets polarized. The polarization in general is a
fast process that ranges in the order of 10−15 to 10−1 sec [19]. However, the polarization
in which we are interested in, is space charge polarization and it can last from minutes to
hours [19, 20].
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Figure 7. Radiation charging-up and charging-down of triple GEM with voltage variation. For
T-GEM4 configuration the data taking was stopped for a while, from around 55 to 65 minutes.
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Figure 8. Effect of GEM foil voltage on the gain of the detector. For triple GEM, the middle
GEM foil voltage is considered since it is close to the average of all the three GEM foils.

To study space charge polarization, the detector is kept unbiased for 16 to 24 hours
before experimenting. The potential has been applied with a ramp-up speed of 20V/sec.
The data taking starts once the detector reaches the final values of potential. To minimize
the effect of radiation charging-up, a low rate source has been used to get gain information.
The gain is directly related to the modification of the field taking place inside the detector
during the dielectric polarization process and helps in the understanding of the dielectric
properties of the material. As shown in figure 9, the gain increases with dielectric polar-
ization and reaches a saturation value, once it is complete. The comparison of single and
triple GEM data shows that the behaviour of polarization is similar along with the time
required for saturation. This is because the polarization of dielectric is independent of the
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number of GEM foils in use.
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Figure 9. Polarization charging-up with variation of applied voltage. The gain was estimated
using irradiation at a very low rate (49 Hz for triple GEM and 120 Hz for single GEM).

6 Summary and Conclusions

A comparative charging-up study on a double-masked GEM with single, double and triple
GEM configurations has been performed. The experiments have been conducted with Ar-
CO2 gas mixture and with various irradiation rates using 55Fe soft X-ray sources. The
radiation charging-up measurements have been performed by irradiating the detector kept
on respective biases for days without irradiation. On the contrary, the polarization charging-
up measurements have been performed on the detector which has been kept unbiased for
several hours before the potential has been applied and a weak source has been kept to get
the gain curve during polarization.

The radiation charging-up has been found to reduce the gain in all the configurations
and to reach a saturation level within one or two hours. The saturation level depends upon
the initial value of gain as well as on the radiation rate. In the case of charging-down,
the strong source is replaced with a weak source after reaching the saturation level and
the gain starts increasing till it reaches a saturation point. The results in figure 5 show
that the saturation level attained with the weak source is constant and is independent of
the level from where the charging-down starts. This is because the charges accumulated
with different sources attain equilibrium with radiation rates at their saturation level of
charging-up. However, once they are removed, the equilibrium is lost until it reaches the
saturation level of the weak source.

The space-charge polarization of GEM foil(s) causes an increase in gain. The gain
increases more rapidly, as well as to a higher level, in triple GEM as compared to single,
as observed in figure 9 (the gain variation in T-GEM1 is larger than those observed in
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S-GEM1 and S-GEM2). This effect is expected, as the polarization increases the gain in a
single GEM, in triple GEM, all GEM foils are getting polarized simultaneously, causing a
more rapid and higher increase in total gain.

As the number of GEM layers is increased, the reduction in gain due to radiation
charging up is stronger. However, the time needed to reach the saturated value remains
mostly unaltered (figure 3). The increase in gain due to polarization charging is faster and
larger for detectors with more layers (figure 9). The results are in good agreement with the
previous experimental works [8, 17] on radiation charging-up. The polarization charging-
up of polyimide, discussed in [20, 21], also directs towards similar results. To conclude,
the effects of charging-up from both polarization and radiation are temporary and the
gain modification decays rapidly with time and becomes negligible once the detector stays
without bias voltage for hours.
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