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Abstract

We report on the first experimental characterisation of a gamma-ray spectrometer designed to
spectrally resolve high-flux photon beams with energies in the GeV range. The spectrometer has
been experimentally characterised using a bremsstrahlung source obtained at the Apollon laser
facility during the interaction of laser-wakefield accelerated electron beams (maximum energy of
1.7 GeV and overall charge of 207£62 pC) with a 1 mm thick tantalum target. Experimental data
confirms the possibility of performing single-shot measurements, without the need for accumulation,
with a high signal to noise ratio. Scaling the results to photons in the multi-GeV range suggests
the possibility of achieving percent-level energy resolution, as required, for instance, by the next

generation of experiments in strong-field quantum electrodynamics.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Gamma-ray beams with energies per photon in the multi-MeV up to the GeV range play a
central role in a wide range of physical phenomena and are appealing for potential practical
applications of great interest. Typically, high-flux sources of high-energy gamma-ray beams
can be produced in the laboratory either via bremsstrahlung of an electron beam propagating
through a solid target (see, for instance, Ref. [1H3]), or via inverse Compton scattering of
an electron beam in the field of an intense laser [4, [5]. Other mechanisms, exploiting the
near-term generation of multi-PW laser facilities, include direct laser irradiation of solids
[0, [7], or electromagnetic cascades [§]. Producing high-energy, well-characterised gamma-ray
sources is also essential not only to study nuclear phenomena (see, for instance, Ref. [9]), but
also to provide information of the physics at play in strong-field quantum electrodynamics
(SFQED) [10].

For example, Compton scattering of an ultra-relativistic electron in the field of an intense
laser is strongly affected by quantum effects such as quantum radiation reaction [I1I, [12],
stochastic photon emission [13], and electron-positron pair production [14, [I5], which are pre-
dicted to significantly modify the spectrum and angular distribution of the emitted photons.
While experimental work in this area has traditionally focused on characterising the electron
and positron populations produced during these interactions (see, e.g. Refs. [11], 12, 16} 17]),
it is now established that key signatures of SFQED phenomena, such as electron mass dress-
ing in the laser field and multi-photon Compton scattering [4], are embedded also in the
spectral and spatial properties of the Compton-scattered gamma-ray beams. Further, direct
photon-photon scattering experiments in the laboratory do require high-energy and high-flux
photon sources [16] [I8, [19]; their detailed experimental characterisation is thus an essential

requisite to study this elusive phenomenon in the laboratory.

Developing a detector able to precisely measure the spectrum of Compton-scattered or
high-energy bremsstrahlung photons is thus crucial in order to advance our understanding of
SFQED, justifying the inclusion of gamma-ray spectrometers (based on the design discussed
in Ref. [20]) in the design of large-scale SFQED experiments such as the E-320 at SLAC
[21, 22] and LUXE at the Eu.XFEL [23, 24].

Spectrally resolving photon beams that are both high-flux and high-energy is a challenging

task: to date, gamma ray spectrometers either operate in the multi-GeV regime but at low



flux [I], or at high flux but low energy (up to tens of MeV) [25, 26], or in a narrow spectral
region [27].

Here, we provide the first experimental demonstration of the performance of a design
recently proposed in Ref. [20], where the spectrum of high-flux GeV-scale photon beams are
obtained, on-shot and non invasively, from the deconvolution of the spectrum of electron and
positron pairs produced during the propagation of the gamma-ray beam through a converter
target. The spectrometer has been tested at the Apollon laser facility [28], where it was used
to spectrally resolve high-flux GeV-scale gamma-ray beams produced via bremsstrahlung
during the interaction of a laser-wakefield accelerated electron beam with mm-scale high-
Z converter targets. Advancing the first proposal reported in Ref. [20], we detail here
a deconvolution process based on Bayesian inference, which provides regularisation of an
otherwise ill-conditioned problem and allows for an improved treatment of uncertainties
in the gamma-ray spectrum. The experimental results are in excellent agreement with
numerical modelling, confirming the feasibility of a detector design of this kind to spectrally
resolve high-flux GeV-scale photon beams with high spectral resolution.

The paper is organised as follows: Section II describes the experimental setup, the typical
electron beams obtained from the laser wakefield acceleration, and the expected gamma-ray
spectrum after their interaction with a 1 mm tantalum target. Section III shows the resulting
signal recorded by the gamma-ray spectrometer. Section IV shows the results of the signal
deconvolution to extract the experimental photon spectrum. Finally Section V shows how
percent-level accuracy can be achieved at higher photon energies, in regimes of interest to
planned SFQED experiments such as E-320 [21] and LUXE [23] 24]. In the appendix, the

details of the deconvolution algorithm are given.

II. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

The experiment (sketched in Fig. (1)) was performed at the Apollon Laser Facility, which
delivered laser pulses with an on-target energy of 12.5 + 2.5 J in a 37.5 £ 12.5 fs FWHM
pulse duration at a repetition rate of 1 shot/min. The laser pulses were focused using a f /60
spherical mirror down to a focal spot with a 66 um FWHM containing 37% of the energy,
resulting in a peak intensity of (2.8 & 1.1) x 10'® Wem 2. The laser was focused onto a gas

cell target with a variable length between 10 mm and 25 mm. This was used to accelerate,
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FIG. 1. Top-view schematic of the experimental setup.

via laser-wakefield acceleration (LWFA) [29], GeV-scale high-charge electron beams to drive
the bremsstrahlung source. The maximum charge and peak energy of the electron beam was
consistently obtained for a plasma consisting of 98% hydrogen and 2% nitrogen, with an
electron density of 10'® cm™3, which was kept constant for all the data presented hereafter.
High-energy and high-flux photon beams were produced by directing the electron beams
onto a wedged tantalum converter target so that the thickness of the solid traversed by
the electron beam could be remotely controlled by translating the converter. The results
presented in this article were obtained using a target with a thickness of 1 mm, placed 69
mm from the rear surface of the gas cell. The residual laser exiting the gas-cell was removed
by reflection from a self-generated plasma mirror on the surface of a 125 ym polyimide tape
which was replenished after every shot. The tape target was kept for all the experimental

data shown here.

Two lead walls, each of 10 cm thickness with an on-axis bore of 1 cm diameter, were
positioned 14.7 ¢m behind the converter, separated by 20 cm, to provide shielding for the
detectors in the vacuum chamber. The bore dimension was chosen such that the angular
acceptance (full angle) was 12.6 mrad, sufficient to minimise noise while ensuring unaffected
propagation of the gamma-ray beam. After the lead walls, a magnetic dipole with an
integrated field strength 0.46 T -m was used to deflect the scattered electrons and generated
positrons onto a pair of YAG scintillator screens. A 200 pm thick Kapton vacuum window

with an exterior 4 mm Perspex layer was placed at the rear of the vacuum chamber to allow
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for the gamma-ray beam to propagate onto the gamma-ray spectrometer, which was placed
in air approximately 152 ¢m from the first converter target. The thicknesses of the Kapton-
Perspex layers and the air gap between the chamber window and spectrometer converter are
less than 1% of the radiation lengths of the respective materials, hence minimal distortion
of the gamma-ray beam is expected as it propagates from source to the spectrometer. This
is confirmed by the numerical simulations shown below.

The spectrometer comprised a 225 pm tantalum foil, which converted a small fraction
(~ 4%) of the radiation into relativistic electron-positron pairs. The generated pairs and
remaining gamma-ray radiation then propagated through two collimators, with apertures of
4 mm and 5 mm respectively in the dispersion axis, resulting in an acceptance angle of 16
mrad.

A 5 cm, 0.85 T dipole magnet, which dispersed the electron-positron pairs onto a LANEX
scintillator screen, was positioned immediately after the second collimator, with the scin-
tillator screen placed 650 mm after the rear of the dipole. The imaging system for the
scintillator was placed in a light and radiation shielded box to reduce noise.

Typical electron spectra obtained from the laser-wakefield accelerator, after optimisation
in terms of maximum charge and maximum energy, are shown in Fig. [2l The electron beams
had a total charge above 200 MeV (lowest energy detectable by the electron spectrometer) of
207+£62 pC with a maximum energy of 1.714+0.05 GeV and a sub-mrad energy-dependent di-
vergence for energies above 1 GeV (0.5+£0.2 mrad at 1 GeV and 0.28+0.05 mrad at 1.6 GeV).
The statistical uncertainties reported here are all dominated by shot-to-shot fluctuations in
the laser and plasma parameters and are taken into account in the numerical modelling
reported below. These electron spectra were taken prior to any run where bremsstrahlung
radiation was generated since the insertion of the converter target did not allow for a mea-
surement of the spectrum of the electrons impinging on it.

The expected spectrum of the bremsstrahlung gamma-ray beam produced during the
interaction of such electron beams with a 1 mm tantalum converter was modelled using the
Monte-Carlo (MC) particle tracking code Geant4 [30} 31]. The whole geometry presented
in Fig. [1] along with 1 x 10® primary LWFA electrons, sampled from the average electron
spectrum shown in Fig. were generated as input for the MC simulations. To show the
effect of the propagation through the whole experimental setup up to the entrance of the

gamma-ray spectrometer, we show in Fig. |3 the predicted gamma-ray spectrum at the rear

5



0.40F

le| B4 (GeV - pC/GeV)
e L 2 2 <2
— DO [N} () (O8]
ot (@] ot (@] ot

<

—

(e}
T

0.05F

0.00055—050 075 100 125 150 175 200

Energy (GeV)

FIG. 2. Examples of spectral intensity of laser wakefield electrons generated within the gas cell
target for eight consecutive shots (blue dashed), their mean spectral intensity (solid orange) and

one standard deviation from the mean (shaded orange).
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FIG. 3. Simulated energy spectra per pC of electron beam charge of (a) photons exiting the
converter located (blue solid), and photons incident on the spectrometer converter (orange dashed),
and (b) e"e™ pairs (green solid and pink dashed, respectively) produced within the spectrometer

converter which reach the LANEX detector.



surface of the converter target (solid blue) and the one entering the spectrometer (dashed
orange). At source, the gamma-ray photons present a monotonically decreasing spectrum up
to a maximum of ~1.7 GeV with a total number of photons with an energy larger than 1 MeV
of (2.21 £0.66) x 10° for a total charge of the electron beam of 207 4 62 pC (corresponding
to 1.7 photons per primary electron). The gamma ray beam thus contains 22 + 7 mJ of
energy. The propagation through the chamber window and the air gap to the entrance
of the gamma-ray spectrometer affects the photon beam only marginally, particularly at
high energy. Fig. |3 shows that for energies greater than 0.6 GeV, the photon spectrum
entering the spectrometer is virtually identical to the one at source. The total number of
photons entering the spectrometer is (1.49 £ 0.44) x 10, with a total beam energy of 16 +5
mJ. Only for energies < 0.6 GeV, there is a reduction in the number of photons entering
the spectrometer compared to that produced at source due to the collimation system and
scattering during propagation.

For this experimental configuration, the energy resolution of the gamma-ray spectrometer
is limited by the divergence of the radiation source and, hence, of the converted ete™ pairs.
Appendix [A] provides additional details; however, the energy resolution of a divergence-
limited magnetic spectrometer scales as A(F)/E « EOg(E)/zy B, where E is the particle
energy, Og(F) is the minimum between the divergence of the converted pairs and the col-
limator acceptance angle, and z,,/B is the integrated field strength of the magnet. For our
configuration, this resulted in a resolution of A(E)/E = 0.26FE [GeV]|. As discussed in the
following, much higher spectral resolution can be readily obtained at higher photon energies

or using a stronger dipole magnet.

III. ANALYSIS OF RESULTS

A typical example of the background-subtracted single-shot data collected on the LANEX
screen at the back of the gamma-ray spectrometer is shown in Fig. [fla together with an
average over 8 consecutive shots in frame 4b. The data evidences a central region corre-
sponding to the gamma-rays passing through the collimator, which have been removed by
background correction, together with two bands of signal on either side of it corresponding
to the dispersed positrons (left) and electrons (right) generated at the converter foil in front

of the spectrometer. Due to the imaging system used, each pixel in the image corresponds
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FIG. 4. a. Example of single-shot background-subtracted data recorded by the scintillator screen
in the gamma-ray spectrometer. The figure evidences the positron and electron signal region on
either side of the spectrometer axis. b. Average over eight consecutive shots. An artefact induced
by the bottom edge of the collimator aperture of the spectrometer is visible in both images close
to (0,0). This artefact is due to a non-ideal background subtraction around the collimator edges,

due to shot-to-shot fluctuations in the pointing of the gamma beam.

to 255 pm.

Single-shot spectra for electrons and positrons were extracted by integrating along the
non-dispersion axis in the region marked by a black rectangle in Fig. (a). To account for
the background, 5 consecutive shots were taken with the converter foil removed and the
average was subtracted from the signal shots.

Examples of single-shot electron (blue) and positron (orange) spectra obtained from the
gamma-ray spectrometer over eight consecutive shots are shown in Fig. [5| with the shaded
band corresponding to the uncertainty due to the spectral resolution of the spectrome-
ter. For each shot, one can observe the expected behaviour of a monotonically decreasing
spectrum ranging from 200 MeV (minimum energy detectable by the spectrometer) up to
approximately 1.1 GeV (corresponding to the position on the LANEX screen where the sig-
nal would start to overlap with the straight-through gammas). As expected, the electron
and positron spectra are indistinguishable within uncertainty. These experimental results
show excellent agreement with the simulated positron spectrum at the detector plane (from
Fig. |3), which is overplotted as a green solid line in each frame in Fig.

The Monte Carlo simulations indicate a peak fluence on the gamma-ray spectrometer
converter between 0.02 and 0.03 J/cm?, with a mean fluence of 0.01640.005 J/cm?. Tt must
be noted that this is much smaller than the threshold fluence of tantalum (~ 0.6 J/cm?
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FIG. 5. Energy spectrum of eTe™ pairs measured at the back of the spectrometer with correspond-
ing uncertainty (shaded). Experimental results are compared to the positron spectrum (green)

extracted from simulations.

for sustained irradiation at 30 Hz [32]), indicating that the spectrometer suffers negligible
degradation over sustained operation. This is confirmed by our experimental findings over
the course of the campaign, as no ablative effects on the converter foil were observed. This
demonstrates that the gamma-ray spectrometer is capable of operating on a single-shot basis

over extended periods of operation.

IV. DECONVOLUTION OF THE SIGNAL

The measured electron and positron spectra were grouped into 15 equal bins in the energy
range [200,1100] MeV for eight shots with identical LWFA interaction parameters and this
data was then deconvolved using the ultra-relativistic Bethe-Heitler cross section for pair

production initiated by a photon in a solid target [33], 34].

The mathematical process of deconvolution involves solving an ill-conditioned inverse



problem; as such, direct solution methods give results whose uncertainty is difficult to quan-
tify, particularly in the presence of background. It is then proposed here to formulate the
deconvolution process in a statistical manner, invoking the use of Bayesian statistics to not
only achieve regularisation of the ill-conditioned problem, but also to allow for a measure
of the reconstruction uncertainty in the form of confidence intervals. This implementation
follows an iterative Bayesian method similar to d’Agostini’s unfolding technique [35], and
was applied to each spectrum to reconstruct the photon energy spectrum entering the spec-
trometer system. Further details on the deconvolution process are given in the Appendix.
While choosing to deconvolve either the electron or the positron spectrum is in principle
irrelevant due to the symmetry of pair production in the converter, the electron spectrum
at the detector plane is in general susceptible to a higher level of noise, due to the addi-
tional channels that can lead to electron generation or scattering (e.g., Compton scattering
in the converter). We will thus focus our attention here on the deconvolution of the positron

spectrum.

The results of the deconvolution process are shown in Fig. @, where the orange (blue) line
represents the reconstructed gamma-ray spectrum obtained from the experimental (simu-
lated) positron spectrum and the dashed black line is the predicted gamma-ray spectrum
entering the spectrometer from Fig. (a). Although not shown, the reconstruction of the
electron spectrum yields similar results and can be used as a consistency check, as described
in Appendix [B]

The deconvolution of the simulated positron spectrum represents the theoretical best
possible reconstruction for the spectrometer setup with the same discretisation size as the
simulated electron spectrum without noise. The spectral shape of the incident photon spec-
trum is well reconstructed by this measuring technique within a 95% confidence interval,
chosen here to be the highest posterior density interval (HPDI). A certain level of underes-
timation is consistently observed only in the lowest energy bin between 200 and 260 MeV.
This can be understood by considering that there is a lack of information on the produced
pairs at energies above 1.1 GeV and, therefore, limited information on the photon flux ex-
pected in this energy range. The deconvolution algorithm does not consider photon energies
outside of the measured range; however, these photons can still significantly contribute to
pair production and this contribution is most prominent at lower energies, due to the typical

spectral shape of the pair production process. This observation is a further demonstration of
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FIG. 6. Reconstructed photon spectra obtained by applying the deconvolution algorithm to the
experimental (orange) and simulated (green) positron spectra in Fig. |5l The overlaid dashed line
shows the photon spectrum incident on the spectrometer from simulation, as in Fig. (a). Shaded

bands represent the 95% HPDI calculated by the algorithm.
the fact that gamma-ray spectroscopy of this kind is absolutely valid only if the full energy

range of the expected photon population is resolved. Nonetheless, apart from the lowest
energy bin, the rest of the reconstruction shows good fidelity with the expected signal. The
resulting 95% HPDI of the reconstructions is a symmetric range of relative error ~ 0.1,
increasing to ~ 0.15 at lower energies, another consequence of the lack of knowledge of the

spectral distribution of particles with energies above 1100 MeV.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

While the deconvolution process is observed to introduce a small uncertainty in the
reconstructed gamma-ray spectrum, the dominant contribution to the uncertainty in the

gamma-ray spectrum arises from the spectral measurement of the electron-positron pairs
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generated in the converter.

As discussed in Section [[]] and Appendix [A] the energy resolution of the spectrometer
is dominated by the divergence of the electron-positron pairs and the magnet strength:
A(E)/E x ©g(E)/(zuB), with zpy B the integrated field strength of the magnet. In our
experiment, the relatively low strength of the dipole magnet induced a sub-optimal energy
resolution of A(E)/E = 0.26E[GeV]. The resolution can be increased simply by increasing
the length or strength of the magnet employed. As an example, a relatively standard per-
manent dipole magnet of strength 1 T and active length 150 mm would readily give a 3.5
factor improvement in the resolution across the 100s of MeV range. For example, this would
translate to an energy uncertainty of ~ 75 MeV at 1 GeV.

We also note that SFQED experiments currently being designed at large scale facilities,
such as E-320 at SLAC [2I] and LUXE at the Eu.XFEL [23] 24] are anticipated to pro-
duce Compton-scattered photon beams from electron beams with an energy of 13 and 16.5
GeV, respectively. The resulting photon beam will thus present a much narrower angular
distribution since this is approximately inversely proportional to the Lorentz factor of the
particle at the generation point (6, ~ v5'). For example, numerical modelling of the LUXE
experiment indicates that the photon beam will have an angular divergence of approximately
30 prad, to be compared with the 510 prad observed here. This more narrow cone and the
higher energy of the photons are expected to result in an energy resolution that is 17 times
lower than the one observed in this experiment, resulting in a typical energy resolution at
the GeV level of the order of 1 -2 %.

Another crucial aspect of the spectrometer is that it must be able to operate at a single-
shot level and over sustained periods of operation. Our results confirm the expectation of
negligible ablation of the converter target. From our simulations, we estimate a maximum
flux of the gamma-rays to be withstood by the spectrometer of ~ 4 x 101° photons/cm? /shot.
This is approximately 30 times higher than the flux observed in our experiment, and would
correspond to an electron beam with an overall charge of 6 nC.

The principles of operation of the gamma-ray spectrometer reported in this article mainly
follow those of the first conceptual design reported in Ref. [20], albeit with fundamental key
differences. The most important development is in the algorithm for the reconstruction of the
gamma-ray spectrum. A direct back-substitution algorithm, as originally proposed, presents

fundamental issues in the regularisation of the inverse problem and results in uncertainties
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that are exponentially growing with each step of the algorithm. Here, we present a statistical
Bayesian approach to deconvolution, which allows for a more rigorous regularisation of the

inverse problem and allows one to keep lower uncertainties.

Additionally, the experimental construction of the spectrometer required some alteration
to the conceptual design due to constraints on available space and equipment, as well as the
difference in performance of electron (and subsequent photon) beams generated by wakefield

acceleration.

In conclusion, we report on the first high-resolution and on-shot measurement of the
spectrum of high-flux GeV-scale photon beams. Our experimental results confirm, in good
agreement with numerical modelling, the possibility of performing single-shot measurements
of the gamma-ray spectra with a high signal to noise and ~10% energy resolution. Simple
scalings with magnet strength and particle energy suggest that percent-level energy resolu-
tion can be readily achieved. We envisage that this diagnostic technique will provide key

data in strong-field QED experiments such as E-320 and LUXE.

VI. ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

G. S. wishes to acknowledge support from EPSRC (grant numbers EP/T021659/1,
EP/V044397/1, and EP/V049186/1). The authors are grateful for the support of the Apol-

lon team and for useful discussions with members of the E-320 and LUXE collaborations.

VII. AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

G.S. devised the idea and its experimental incarnation, with help from K.F., N. C.,
and M.J.V.S. The experimental campaign was carried out by N.C., K.F., C.B., R.C., L.C,,
S.D.D., .M., L.R., O.V. AW. AS., and B.C., led by M.J.V.S. and L..T.D. K.F. carried out
the numerical simulations and N.C.; E.G., and K.F. analysed the data. The manuscript was

written by G.S., K.F., N.C., and E.G., with help from all the authors.

13



REFERENCES

1]

2]

13l

4]

[5]

[6]

W. Schumaker, G. Sarri, M. Vargas, Z. Zhao, K. Behm, V. Chvykov, B. Dromey, B. Hou,
A. Maksimchuk, J. Nees, V. Yanovsky, M. Zepf, A. G. R. Thomas, and K. Krushelnick.
Measurements of high-energy radiation generation from laser-wakefield accelerated electron

beams. Physics of Plasmas, 21(5):056704, 2014. doi:10.1063/1.4875336. URL https://doi.

org/10.1063/1.4875336.
Y. Glinec, J. Faure, L. Le Dain, S. Darbon, T. Hosokai, J. J. Santos, E. Lefebvre, J. P.
Rousseau, F. Burgy, B. Mercier, and V. Malka. High-resolution ~-ray radiography pro-

duced by a laser-plasma driven electron source. Phys. Rev. Lett., 94:025003, Jan 2005. doi:

10.1103 /PhysRevLett.94.025003. URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevlett.
94.025003.

A. Giulietti, N. Bourgeois, T. Ceccotti, X. Davoine, S. Dobosz, P. D’Oliveira, M. Galimberti,
J. Galy, A. Gamucci, D. Giulietti, L. A. Gizzi, D. J. Hamilton, E. Lefebvre, L. Labate, J. R.
Marqués, P. Monot, H. Popescu, F. Réau, G. Sarri, P. Tomassini, and P. Martin. Intense y-ray

source in the giant-dipole-resonance range driven by 10-tw laser pulses. Phys. Rev. Lett., 101:

105002, Sep 2008. doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.105002. URL https://link.aps.org/doi/
10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.105002.

G. Sarri, D. J. Corvan, W. Schumaker, J. M. Cole, A. Di Piazza, H. Ahmed, C. Har-
vey, C. H. Keitel, K. Krushelnick, S. P. D. Mangles, Z. Najmudin, D. Symes, A. G. R.
Thomas, M. Yeung, Z. Zhao, and M. Zepf. Ultrahigh brilliance multi-mev ~-ray beams

from nonlinear relativistic thomson scattering. Phys. Rev. Lett., 113:224801, Nov 2014. |doi:

10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.224801. URL https://1link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.
113.224801.

Wenchao Yan, Colton Fruhling, Grigory Golovin, Daniel Haden, Ji Luo, Ping Zhang, Baozhen
Zhao, Jun Zhang, Cheng Liu, Min Chen, Shouyuan Chen, Sudeep Banerjee, and Donald

Umstadter. High-order multiphoton thomson scattering. Nature Photonics, 11(8):514-520,

June 2017. doi:10.1038 /nphoton.2017.100. URL https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2017.
100L.
C. P. Ridgers, C. S. Brady, R. Duclous, J. G. Kirk, K. Bennett, T. D. Arber, A. P. L. Robinson,

and A. R. Bell. Dense electron-positron plasmas and ultraintense -y rays from laser-irradiated

14


http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4875336
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4875336
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4875336
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.94.025003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.94.025003
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.94.025003
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.94.025003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.105002
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.105002
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.105002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.224801
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.224801
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.224801
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.224801
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2017.100
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2017.100
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2017.100

7]

8]

9]

[10]

[11]

[12]

solids. Phys. Rev. Lett., 108:165006, Apr 2012. |doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.165006. URL

https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.165006.
Tatsufumi Nakamura, James K. Koga, Timur Zh. Esirkepov, Masaki Kando, Georg Korn, and

Sergei V. Bulanov. High-power ~-ray flash generation in ultraintense laser-plasma interactions.

Phys. Rev. Lett., 108:195001, May 2012. doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.195001. URL https:

//1link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLlett.108.195001.

A. Gonoskov, A. Bashinov, S. Bastrakov, E. Efimenko, A. Ilderton, A. Kim, M. Mark-
lund, I. Meyerov, A. Muraviev, and A. Sergeev. Ultrabright gev photon source via con-
trolled electromagnetic cascades in laser-dipole waves. Phys. Rev. X, 7:041003, Oct 2017.
doi:10.1103/PhysRevX.7.041003. URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevX.7.
041003.

P J Nolan, F A Beck, and D B Fossan. Large arrays of escape-suppressed gamma-ray

detectors. Annual Review of Nuclear and Particle Science, 44(1):561-607, 1994. doi:

10.1146 /annurev.ns.44.120194.003021.
A. Gonoskov, T. G. Blackburn, M. Marklund, and S. S. Bulanov. Charged particle motion

and radiation in strong electromagnetic fields. Rev. Mod. Phys., 94:045001, Oct 2022. doi:

10.1103/RevModPhys.94.045001. URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/RevModPhys.
94.045001.

J. M. Cole, K. T. Behm, E. Gerstmayr, T. G. Blackburn, J. C. Wood, C. D. Baird, M. J. Duff,
C. Harvey, A. Ilderton, A. S. Joglekar, K. Krushelnick, S. Kuschel, M. Marklund, P. McKenna,
C. D. Murphy, K. Poder, C. P. Ridgers, G. M. Samarin, G. Sarri, D. R. Symes, A. G. R.
Thomas, J. Warwick, M. Zepf, Z. Najmudin, and S. P. D. Mangles. Experimental evidence of
radiation reaction in the collision of a high-intensity laser pulse with a laser-wakefield acceler-
ated electron beam. Phys. Rev. X, 8:011020, Feb 2018. |d0i:10.1103 /PhysRevX.8.011020. URL
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.011020.

K. Poder, M. Tamburini, G. Sarri, A. Di Piazza, S. Kuschel, C. D. Baird, K. Behm, S. Bohlen,
J. M. Cole, D. J. Corvan, M. Duff, E. Gerstmayr, C. H. Keitel, K. Krushelnick, S. P. D.
Mangles, P. McKenna, C. D. Murphy, Z. Najmudin, C. P. Ridgers, G. M. Samarin, D. R.
Symes, A. G. R. Thomas, J. Warwick, and M. Zepf. Experimental signatures of the quan-
tum nature of radiation reaction in the field of an ultraintense laser. Phys. Rev. X, 8:

031004, Jul 2018. |doi:10.1103/PhysRevX.8.031004. URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.

15


http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.165006
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.165006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.195001
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.195001
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.195001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.7.041003
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevX.7.041003
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevX.7.041003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.ns.44.120194.003021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.ns.44.120194.003021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.94.045001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.94.045001
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/RevModPhys.94.045001
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/RevModPhys.94.045001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.011020
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.011020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.031004
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.031004
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.031004

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

1103/PhysRevX.8.031004.
T. G. Blackburn, C. P. Ridgers, J. G. Kirk, and A. R. Bell. Quantum radiation re-

action in laser—electron-beam collisions. Phys. Rev. Lett., 112:015001, Jan 2014. doi:

10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.015001. URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLlett.
112.015001.

Anton Ilderton. Trident pair production in strong laser pulses. Phys. Rev. Lett., 106:020404,

Jan 2011. doi:10.1103 /PhysRevLett.106.020404. URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/
PhysRevLett.106.020404.
T. Grismayer, M. Vranic, J. L. Martins, R. A. Fonseca, and L. O. Silva. Laser absorption via

quantum electrodynamics cascades in counter propagating laser pulses. Physics of Plasmas, 23

(5):056706, May 2016. doi:10.1063/1.4950841. URL https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4950841.
B Kettle, D Hollatz, E Gerstmayr, G M Samarin, A Alejo, S Astbury, C Baird, S Bohlen,
M Campbell, C Colgan, D Dannheim, C Gregory, H Harsh, P Hatfield, J Hinojosa, Y Katzir,
J Morton, C D Murphy, A Nurnberg, J Osterhoff, G Pérez-Callejo, K P&der, P P Rajeev,
C Roedel, F Roeder, F C Salgado, G Sarri, A Seidel, S Spannagel, C Spindloe, S Steinke,
M J V Streeter, A G R Thomas, C Underwood, R Watt, M Zepf, S J Rose, and S P D
Mangles. A laser—plasma platform for photon—photon physics: the two photon breit—wheeler
process. New Journal of Physics, 23(11):115006, nov 2021. doi:10.1088/1367-2630/ac3048.

URL https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/ac3048.

F. C. Salgado, N. Cavanagh, M. Tamburini, D. W. Storey, R. Beyer, P. H. Bucksbaum, Z. Chen,
A. Di Piazza, E. Gerstmayr, Harsh, E. Isele, A. R. Junghans, C. H. Keitel, S. Kuschel, C. F.
Nielsen, D. A. Reis, C. Roedel, G. Sarri, A. Seidel, C. Schneider, U. I. Uggerhgj, J. Wulff,
V. Yakimenko, C. Zepter, S. Meuren, and M. Zepf. Single particle detection system for strong-
field qed experiments. New Journal of Physics, 24(1):015002, dec 2021. |doi:10.1088/1367-

2630/ac4283. URL https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/ac4283.

Anthony Hartin, Andreas Ringwald, and Natalia Tapia. Measuring the boiling point
of the vacuum of quantum electrodynamics. Phys. Rev. D, 99:036008, Feb 2019. doi:
10.1103/PhysRevD.99.036008. ~ URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.
036008.

Mattias Marklund and Padma K. Shukla. Nonlinear collective effects in photon-

photon and photon-plasma interactions. Rev. Mod. Phys., 78:591-640, May 2006. |doi:

16


https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.031004
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.031004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.015001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.015001
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.015001
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.015001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.020404
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.020404
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.020404
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4950841
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4950841
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/ac3048
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/ac3048
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/ac4283
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/ac4283
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/ac4283
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.036008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.036008
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.036008
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.036008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.78.591
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.78.591

[20]

[21]

22]

23]

[24]

10.1103/RevModPhys.78.591. URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/RevModPhys.78.
591.

Kyle Fleck, N. Cavanagh, and G. Sarri. Conceptual design of a high flux multi-gev gamma-ray
spectrometer. Nature Scientific Reports, 10, June 2020. ISSN 2045-2322. |doi:10.1038 /s41598-

020-66832-x.

S. Meuren. Probing  strong-field qed  at facet-ii (slac  e-320).
2019. doi:https:/ /conf.slac.stanford.edu /facet-2-2019 /sites /facet-2-
2019.conf.slac.stanford.edu/files /basic-page-docs/sfqed  2019.pdf.

Naranjo.B, Andonian. G, Fukasawa.A, Majernik. N, Oruganti.M, Sakai.Y, Williams.O, Rosen-
zweig.J, Yadav.M, Holtzapple.R, Cavanagh.N, Sarri G., Nielsen.C, Di Piazza.A, Keitel.C, Tam-
burini.M, Gerstmayr.E, Meuren.S, Reis.D, Storey.D, and Yakimenko.V. Pair spectrometer
for facet-ii. Joint Accelerator Conferences Website, 2021. |doi:10.18429/JACoW-IPAC2021-

THPAB270.

H. Abramowicz, U. Acosta, M. Altarelli, R. Afmann, Z. Bai, T. Behnke, Y. Benhammou,
T. Blackburn, S. Boogert, O. Borysov, M. Borysova, R. Brinkmann, M. Bruschi, F. Burkart,
K. Biiker, N. Cavanagh, O. Davidi, W. Decking, U. Dosselli, N. Elkina, A. Fedotov, M. Firlej,
T. Fiutowski, K. Fleck, M. Gostkin, C. Grojean, J. Hallford, H. Harsh, A. Hartin, B. Heine-
mann, T. Heinzl, L. Helary, M. Hoffmann, S. Huang, X. Huang, M. Idzik, A. Ilderton, R. Ja-
cobs, B. Kampfer, B. King, H. Lahno, A. Levanon, A. Levy, I. Levy, J. List, W. Lohmann,
T. Ma, A. J. Macleod, V. Malka, F. Meloni, A. Mironov, M. Morandin, J. Moron, E. Negodin,
G. Perez, I. Pomerantz, R. Poschl, R. Prasad, F. Quéré, A. Ringwald, C. Rddel, S. Ryko-
vanov, F. Salgado, A. Santra, G. Sarri, A. Sévert, A. Sbrizzi, S. Schmitt, U. Schramm,
S. Schuwalow, D. Seipt, L. Shaimerdenova, M. Shchedrolosiev, M. Skakunov, Y. Soreq,
M. Streeter, K. Swientek, N. Tal Hod, S. Tang, T. Teter, D. Thoden, A. I. Titov, O. Tol-
banov, G. Torgrimsson, A. Tyazhev, M. Wing, M. Zanetti, A. Zarubin, K. Zeil, M. Zepf, and

A. Zhemchukov. Conceptual design report for the LUXE experiment. The European Physical

Journal Special Topics, 230(11):2445-2560, sep 2021. doi:10.1140/epjs/s11734-021-00249-z.

URL https://doi.org/10.1140%2Fepjs%2Fs11734-021-00249-z.
A. Abramowicz et al. Technical design report for the luxe experiment. 2023. doi:

https://arxiv.org/abs/2308.00515.

17


http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.78.591
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.78.591
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/RevModPhys.78.591
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/RevModPhys.78.591
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-66832-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-66832-x
http://dx.doi.org/https://conf.slac.stanford.edu/facet-2-2019/sites/facet-2- 2019.conf.slac.stanford.edu/files/basic-page-docs/sfqed_2019.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/https://conf.slac.stanford.edu/facet-2-2019/sites/facet-2- 2019.conf.slac.stanford.edu/files/basic-page-docs/sfqed_2019.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.18429/JACoW-IPAC2021-THPAB270
http://dx.doi.org/10.18429/JACoW-IPAC2021-THPAB270
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjs/s11734-021-00249-z
https://doi.org/10.1140%2Fepjs%2Fs11734-021-00249-z
http://dx.doi.org/https://arxiv.org/abs/2308.00515
http://dx.doi.org/https://arxiv.org/abs/2308.00515

[25]

[26]

[27]

28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

[32]

[33]

D. J. Corvan, G. Sarri, and M. Zepf. Design of a compact spectrometer for high-

flux mev gamma-ray beams. Review of Scientific Instruments, 85(6):065119, 2014. doi:

10.1063/1.4884643.

K. T. Behm, J. M. Cole, A. S. Joglekar, E. Gerstmayr, J. C. Wood, C. D. Baird, T. G.
Blackburn, M. Duff, C. Harvey, A. Ilderton, S. Kuschel, S. P. D. Mangles, M. Marklund,
P. McKenna, C. D. Murphy, Z. Najmudin, K. Poder, C. P. Ridgers, G. Sarri, G. M. Samarin,
D. Symes, J. Warwick, M. Zepf, K. Krushelnick, and A. G. R. Thomas. A spectrometer for

ultrashort gamma-ray pulses with photon energies greater than 10 mev. Review of Scientific

Instruments, 89(11):113303, 2018. doi:10.1063/1.5056248.

F. Barbosa, C. Hutton, A. Sitnikov, A. Somov, S. Somov, and I. Tolstukhin. Pair spectrometer
hodoscope for Hall D at Jefferson Lab. Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A, 795:376-380, 2015. |doi:

10.1016/j.nima.2015.06.012.

Apollon. Apollon laser facility [online|, 2020. URL https://apollonlaserfacility.cnrs.
fr/l

E. Esarey, C. B. Schroeder, and W. P. Leemans. Physics of laser-driven plasma-based electron

accelerators. Rev. Mod. Phys., 81:1229-1285, Aug 2009. doi:10.1103/RevModPhys.81.1229.

URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/RevModPhys.81.1229.

S. Agostinelli, J. Allison, et al. Geant4d—a simulation toolkit. Nuclear Instruments and

Methods in Physics Research Section A: Accelerators, Spectrometers, Detectors and Associated

Equipment, 506(3):250-303, 2003. ISSN 0168-9002. |doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-

9002(03)01368-8. URL https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/
50168900203013688..

J. Allison, K. Amako, et al. Geant4 developments and applications. IEEE Transactions on

Nuclear Science, 53(1):270-278, 2006. |doi:10.1109/TNS.2006.869826.

L. Torrisi, G. Ciavola, S. Gammino, L. Ando, A. Barna, L. Laska, and J. Krasa. Metallic etch-

ing by high power nd:yttrium-aluminum-garnet pulsed laser irradiation. Review of Scientific

Instruments, 71(11):4330, 2000. doi:10.1063/1.1287628. URL https://doi.org/10.1063/1.

1287628.

Yung-Su Tsai. Pair production and bremsstrahlung of charged leptons. Rev. Mod. Phys., 46:

815-851, Oct 1974. |doi:10.1103/RevModPhys.46.815. URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.

1103/RevModPhys.46.815.

18


http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4884643
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4884643
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.5056248
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2015.06.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2015.06.012
https://apollonlaserfacility.cnrs.fr/
https://apollonlaserfacility.cnrs.fr/
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.81.1229
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/RevModPhys.81.1229
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(03)01368-8
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(03)01368-8
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0168900203013688
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0168900203013688
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TNS.2006.869826
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1287628
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1287628
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1287628
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.46.815
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/RevModPhys.46.815
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/RevModPhys.46.815

[34] Spencer R. Klein. Pair production from 10 GeV to 10 ZeV. Radiation Physics and Chemistry,

75(6):696-711, jun 2006. doi:10.1016 /j.radphyschem.2005.09.005. URL https://doi.org/10.
1016%2Fj .radphyschem.2005.09.005.

[35] G. D’Agostini. Improved iterative bayesian unfolding, 2010. URL https://arxiv.org/abs/
1010.0632.

[36] Yannick Glinec. Propagation of an ultra intense laser pulse in an under dense plasma :

production of quasi monoenergetic electron beams and development of applications. The-

ses, Ecole Polytechnique X, Sep 2006. URL https://pastel.archives-ouvertes.fr/
tel-00131624. Thesis also available in english at http://perso.orange.fr/en-vrac/These.
[37] William H. Press, Saul A. Teukolsky, William T. Vetterling, and Brian P. Flannery. Numerical

Recipes 3rd Edition: The Art of Scientific Computing. Cambridge University Press, USA, 3

edition, 2007. ISBN 0521880688.
[38] M. Piana. 49 - inversion of bremsstrahlung spectra emitted by solar plasma. In

Marc Moonen and Bart De Moor, editors, SVD and Signal Processing III, pages

475-484. Elsevier Science B.V., Amsterdam, 1995. ISBN 978-0-444-82107-2. doi:
https://doi.org/10.1016 /B978-044482107-2/50051-0. ~ URL https://www.sciencedirect.
com/science/article/pii/B9780444821072500510.

[39] A. Mohammad-Djafari. On the estimation of hyperparameters in bayesian approach of solving

inverse problems. In 1993 IEEE International Conference on Acoustics, Speech, and Signal

Processing, volume 5, pages 495-498 vol.5, 1993. doi:10.1109/ICASSP.1993.319857.
[40] Ali Mohammad-Djafari. A full bayesian approach for inverse problems. In Kenneth M. Hanson

and Richard N. Silver, editors, Maximum Entropy and Bayesian Methods, pages 135-144,

Dordrecht, 1996. Springer Netherlands. ISBN 978-94-011-5430-7.

Appendix A: Magnetic Dispersion

The information obtained from the spectrometer is the position space spectrum of the
electrons and positrons. The particle position x can be related to its energy E using the
magnetic dispersion relation for a detector a distance zp from the rear of a magnet of length

zy and field strength B,

E(z)~eB- M (%M + ZD) , (A1)
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assuming F > eBz);. Additionally, the energy resolution on the detector is limited by
two factors, leading to an uncertainty in the binning process: the divergence of the original
photon beam [36]; and the spatial resolution of the detector. The total resolution available

is then the quadrature sum of these components, assuming they are independent,

A(E) - (ZS + zy + ZD)@S £ ox £
E n (ZD+ZM/2>ZM eB ZM(ZM+ZD) EB7

(A2)

where dz is the spatial resolution of the screen (e.g. pixel width), zg is the distance between
the source of the pairs (the converter foil) and the entrance of the magnet and Og is the
divergence of the electrons/positrons after conversion. In the ultrarelativistic limit, if the

photons have divergence, ¢, and the leptons have a Lorentz factor, 7, then ©g ~ /62 + 7%

can be assumed.

Appendix B: Reconstruction Algorithm

The number of e*e™ pairs generated by a photon beam passing through a thin converter

target can be calculated using [33]

w

AN Napt 7 o, do AN,
dE ~ A Y AE dw

(B1)

AN,
dw

Wimae 18 some known maximum value for the photon energy, is the energy spectrum of

the incident photon beam, %, the energy spectrum of the outgoing eTe™ pairs and 5—2 is
the (energy) differential cross section for pair production. A is the atomic mass, X is the
radiation length of the converter material, and N, is Avogadro’s constant. ¢ is the thickness
of the converter with a mass density p. In the complete screening limit, applicable to high-Z

materials and photon energies 2 1 GeV, a quadratic approximation [33] 34] for the cross

do A 1 4F E

4 L I B2

dE NAXOw[ Bw( w)}’ (B2)
is valid.

Then, after determination of the e™ /e~ spectrum, the inversion of Eq. (Bl)) to get the

section,

original photon spectrum can be performed by first discretising the integral and letting

AN,
dw

N
dFE

— f and — g. Deconvolution can then be posed as the inversion of the linear

matrix equation

g=Kf. (B3)

20



KC is a matrix whose elements encompass the operator term % f dw j—go; the exact struc-
ture of this kernel operator depends on the quadrature method employed. The standard
trapezium rule is used in this analysis. This problem can be solved by direct back substi-
tution [37] as the kernel is triangular (K = 0 if w < E), however, when combined with a
Bayesian approach [38-40], noise in the measured spectrum can be more robustly dealt with.

To pose the deconvolution problem in a statistical manner, a noise term, 7, is introduced
to the operator equation

g=Kf+n. (B4)

A statistical distribution is then applied to the noise - this is chosen to be Gaussian and

independent of the signal, i.e. ; ~ N(0, 07) where o7 is the variance in the noise. From Eq.

B9,

Plolf.56) = (50) e (5o K1) (8)

Here, P(g|f, 3,K) is the likelihood function of the problem with n = dimg = dim f and
= 1/0} is the precision. To apply Bayesian methods, a prior distribution must be stated
while making only general assumptions about f, namely that the values of the spectrum
cannot be negative, i.e. f > 0. Hence, a normal distribution with unknown variance to be
inferred, and mean determined by the back substitution solution to . By construction,
this prior mean will be strictly non-negative in all components.

An application of empirical Bayes inference which involves maximising the marginal like-

lihood function to infer the unknown variances (equivalently, precisions),

B(g|8,0, fo. K) = / I FP(g|f. 5,K) - P(f|fo0), (B6)

can then be used. These inferred values are then used to calculate the resulting posterior
distribution, P(f|g, 5,0, fo, ). The mean (maximum a posteriori estimate) of this distribu-
tion is taken to be the solution to the inverse problem (B4l while the error associated with
the reconstruction of the spectrum is represented by the highest posterior density interval
(HPDI) about the solution.

An example of the performance of the deconvolution algorithm is given in Fig. [7] In these
tests, a Gaussian (frame a.) and a piecewise step function (frame b.) were used as photon
spectra, which were then propagated through the spectrometer in simulation. The resulting

electron and positron spectra were then deconvolved using the above approach, to give the

21
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FIG. 7. Result of deconvolving (a) a Gaussian (mean = 5 GeV, 0 = 1.2 GeV), and (b) a piecewise

step-like photon spectrum. Black is the original spectrum and the shaded blue is the 95% HPDI of

the re

retrieved gamma-ray spectrum, with associated uncertainties (blue bands in Fig. @ As can
be seen from these two examples, the spectrometer is able to reconstruct the gamma-ray
spectrum with a high fidelity, and able to precisely identify the edges in the spectrum. For
example, the edge at 2 GeV in Fig. |f|.b is identified with an uncertainty of + 120 MeV (=~
6%), while the uncertainty in identifying the edge at 6 GeV is of the order of + 170 MeV

o 2 4 6 8 10 b %
a. Energy (GeV) .

construction in each case.

(~ 3%).
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