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Neutrinos at the Main Injector (NuMI) is a project at Fermilab that provides an intense beam of
neutrinos used by a number of experiments. NuMI creates a beam of pions that decay into neutrinos,
muons, and other particles. Muons are registered by the muon monitors. Magnetic horns are the
key elements of the NuMI beam line. This paper uses the muon beam profile observed at the muon
monitors to study the NuMI horn focusing mechanism. It is found that the horn magnet generates
dipole and quadrupole fields to focus pions. This suggests that the optics of the horn magnet are
predominantly linear. Our study shows that the muon beam profile accurately detects the horn
current within ±0.05%.

I. INTRODUCTION

Fermilab hosts the world’s most powerful accelerator-
produced neutrino beam facility to characterize neutrino
properties. The Neutrinos at the Main Injector (NuMI)
facility operates an intense proton beam striking the
high-power target to produce positively and negatively
charged pions via hadronic interactions. The primary
pion decay process for neutrino production is as follows:

π+ → νµ + µ+,

π− → ν̄µ + µ−.

A magnetic horn plays a crucial role in the neutrino
beamline to select pions of the correct charge, collect
them in a wide energy range of 1–20 GeV, and trans-
port them to a decay volume to provide the correct de-
sired flavor and chirality1 neutrinos to the neutrino de-
tectors. Given its pivotal role, the horn needs to pro-
duce a high-reliability and high-stability magnetic field
with low systematic uncertainty. Currently, the NuMI
neutrino beam is provided to the NOvA [1, 2], Micro-
BooNE [3, 4], and ICARUS [5, 6] detectors. The physics
tolerance of the beam-related systematic uncertainty on
the neutrino measurement at NOvA detectors has been
estimated [7]. Table I shows the range of beam param-
eters that stay within the physics tolerance. The beam
instrumentation to measure the beam parameters is also
shown [8].

A set of conventional detectors is used as the primary
beam instrumentation to monitor the beam parameters
with accuracy shown in Table I. However, in the event of
a signal fluctuation in the detector, there is no method
to check the signal quality. Therefore, the presence of
secondary beam detectors that measure the beam pa-
rameters using a different method are a great advantage
in cross-checking measurements.

∗ yonehara@fnal.gov
1 We omit the discussion of right-handed neutrinos or left-handed
anti-neutrinos in this paper.

This paper shows that the NuMI horn magnet gener-
ates dipole and quadrupole fields to focus pions. This
suggests that the horn magnet optics is predominantly
linear. Therefore, the phase space evolution of pions
and muons in the NuMI beamline can be simulated using
a linear beam optics model. The three muon monitors
downstream of a hadron absorber after the decay volume
(see Fig. 1) will be used as the secondary beam instru-
mentation. Each monitor measures a profile of the muon
beam produced as a result of pion decay anywhere in the
NuMI beam line. As Figure 1 shows, the thickness of the
absorber material in front and between the monitors is
different. As a result, each muon monitor detects muons
of a different energy spectrum. Consequently, the beam
profile observed by the corresponding monitor can be at-
tributed to the magnet focusing strength at different pion
energies. The observed profile at each monitor responds
to the variation of beam parameters independently. By
analyzing the muon monitor signal, the horn current is
detected to ±0.05% accuracy. The other beam parame-
ters in Table I are also detected from the monitor signal
with high accuracy. Cross-checking beam measurements
using different types of instrumentation and methods can
effectively reduce beam-related systematic uncertainties,
making it a viable technique for future neutrino experi-
ments, such as Fermilab’s Long Baseline Neutrino Facil-
ity (LBNF) [9, 10].

The main components of the NuMI beamline are in-
troduced in Sec. II. The NuMI horn focusing mechanism
is investigated by using analytical and numerical meth-
ods in Sec. III. The observed beam response at the muon
monitors is described in Sec. IV. The beam parameters
are determined from the muon monitor signal by using
machine learning, which is demonstrated in Sec. V. Fi-
nally, we conclude the study and discuss future prospects
in Sec. VI.
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TABLE I. Estimated physics tolerance for the beam parameters of the NOvA experiment and the corresponding beam
instrumentation. Here CT is a current transformer, BPM is a beam position monitor, and PM is a beam profile monitor. POT
stands for the protons on target.

Beam parameter Design value Tolerance Beam instrument Accuracy
Horn current 200 kA ±2 kA Horn CT 0.1%
Horiz. beam position on target 0 mm ±1 mm BPM 0.02 mm
Vertical beam position on target 0 mm ±1 mm BPM 0.02 mm
RMS beam spot size 1.3 mm ±0.2 mm Beam PM 0.1 mm
Beam intensity 50×1012 POT 1% Beam CT 0.5% (stability 0.1%)

II. NUMI BEAM COMPONENTS

Figure 1 shows the layout of the NuMI target and horn
system, including the muon monitors. Every 1.2 sec-
onds, a 120-GeV/c proton beam is transported from the
Main Injector to the NuMI target system. The beam spill
length is 9.6 µs. The highest beam intensity is 5.6×1013

protons on target (POT) per spill demonstrated in Spring
2022. The proton beam structure in the Main Injector
and the NuMI proton beam transport line optics are de-
scribed in [8]. In the following subsections, we discuss the
main beam components and their relation to the study
of the horn focusing mechanism.

A. NuMI target and horn system

Figure 2 shows the layout of the baffle, target canis-
ter, and Horn 1 in the NuMI beamline. The baffle is a
1.5-meter-long graphite cylinder with a 15-mm-diameter
center hole along the beam axis to capture any mis-
steered beam. The target canister is a water-cooled alu-
minum cylinder filled with atmospheric-pressure Helium
gas that contains the target core. A thin Beryllium foil is
used at both ends of the canister to make upstream and
downstream beam windows. The thickness of the down-
stream window in which the beam particles pass through
is 0.25 mm.

Figure 3 shows the target core made of a series of
graphite fins (grade: POCO ZXF-5Q, density: 1.78
g/cm3). The nominal beam position at the target core
is near the upper end of the fin. The first two fins are
used for the beam position measurement. They can be
electrically isolated from the ground so that the beam
position can be measured by observing the intensity of
the delta-rays knocked out from the fins by the incident
beam. The next four fins have a thick graphite cylin-
der around the top of the fin. The cylinder diameter,
18 mm, is slightly larger than the inner center hole di-
ameter of the baffle. These fins are called winged fins.
A mis-steered proton beam hits the winged fin to reduce
the beam intensity produced by multiple scattering. This
way, the beam makes less thermal impact on the beam
elements downstream from the target, which are not de-
signed to receive the full intensity of the proton beam.
The rest of the target core has 44 rounded rectangular

target fins. The length and width of the fins are 25 and
9 mm, respectively. The dimensions of the fin are deter-
mined from a balance between the pion production yield
and thermal stress on the fin. The edge of the fin is
rounded to avoid a shock wave concentration at a corner.
The present target core is capable of operating with a
1-MW proton beam. The target core length is 1.25 m,
and it has 48+2 fins along the beam direction.

Figure 4 shows the elevation view of the target hall.
There are two horns called Horn 1 and Horn 2, respec-
tively. Each horn is 3 m long and consists of two coax-
ial aluminum conductors. Figure 5 is the cross-sectional
view of Horn 1. The inner conductor has a parabolic
shape at each end of the horn, and there is a narrow
straight cylindrical tube (called the “neck”) to connect
the two parabolic shape conductors at both parabolic
vertices; the outer conductor is a straight cylinder. The
upstream end of the horn has a curved conductor that
connects the inner and outer conductors continuously. A
stripline conductor is connected at the downstream end
of the horn to inject and extract the current. Horns 1
and 2 are electrically connected in series.

A Forward Horn Current (FHC) mode or neutrino
mode occurs when the horn current flows in the inner
conductor in the same direction as the beam. In this
mode, a toroidal magnetic field is induced between the
inner and outer conductors in the clockwise direction,
focusing positively charged pions (Fig. 5). Negatively
charged pions are focused in the Reverse Horn Current
(RHC) mode, also known as the antineutrino mode. In
this case, the horn current flows in the inner conductor
in the opposite direction of the beam. To check the qual-
ity of the magnetic field in the horn, the radial magnetic
field is measured at the neck before the horn is exposed to
the beam. The observed magnetic field strength agrees
with the analytical field calculation to within 0.1% [11].
Because the high-energy pions tend to travel in the for-
ward direction of the proton beam, they often traverse
inner diameter of the neck where no magnetic field ex-
ists. Some of them are wrong-charge pions since they
generate wrong chirality neutrino events in the neutrino
detectors. In addition to that, a small fraction of electron
neutrinos produced in the decays of kaons and muons are
also contained in the neutrino flux. The overall contam-
ination of the neutrino beam is a few percent.

The inner conductor is cooled by a water jet sprayed
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FIG. 1. The overall layout of the NuMI beamline.

FIG. 2. The layout of the baffle, target chase, and Horn 1.

FIG. 3. The layout of the target core.

vertically from the outer conductor. Atmospheric-
pressure Argon gas is contained between the inner and
outer conductors. Argon gas is used because it has a
higher electrical breakdown voltage than Helium gas.

The radial size of Horn 2 is larger than that of Horn 1.
Detailed dimensions are shown in Sec. III B. The distance
between the two horns is 20 m. The upstream end of the
decay pipe is located 25 m downstream of Horn 2. The
decay pipe contains an atmospheric-pressure Helium gas,

and most pions decay in the pipe. The length and inner
diameter of the pipe are 675 m and 2 m, respectively, and
there are 1.6-mm-thick Al windows on both ends of the
pipe for sealing.

The first beam monitor, known as the hadron moni-
tor, is located at the downstream end of the decay pipe.
Presently, the hadron monitor is mainly used for the pro-
ton beam-based alignment [8, 12]. The positions of the
target and horns are identified via proton beam tomog-
raphy. The accuracy of the beam-based alignment is typ-
ically ±0.1 mm. It is consistent with the optical survey
result performed whenever a beam element is installed or
replaced in the beamline.

Figure 6 shows the schematic drawing of the absorber,
which is located right after the hadron monitor. It is
essentially a box approximately 5.5 m × 5.6 m × 8.5 m
(W×H×L). The core volume is composed at its upstream
end of eight 1.3 m × 1.3 m × 0.3 m (W×H×L) aluminum
blocks followed by ten 1.3 m × 1.3 m × 0.23 m (W×H×L)
flame-cut steel blocks. Each aluminum block has two in-
dependent water circuits, while the steel layers are not
water-cooled. The function of the steel blocks is to catch
the tails of the hadronic showers created in the core.
Radiation shielding is provided by 88 steel blocks sur-



4

FIG. 4. The elevation view of the target hall. The beam axis is tilted by 58 mrad downward to direct the beam toward the
Soudan Mine in Minnesota, where the MINOS far detector was located.

FIG. 5. The cross-sectional view of Horn 1. A red arrow near the horn conductor shows a horn current flow for the FHC
mode. Trajectories of pions with different initial momenta. Red: 5 GeV/c, green: 10 GeV/c, blue: 20 GeV/c, black: wrong-sign
pion of 10 GeV/c is defocused by the horn running in the FHC mode.

rounding the absorber core and absorbing thermal and
low-energy neutrons, which iron is relatively transparent
to. This double-layer absorber structure is shown in the
simulated muon flux in the muon monitor (Fig. 7).

FIG. 6. The layout of the NuMI beam absorber.

There are three beam monitors after the absorber.
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FIG. 7. Simulated 2D histogram of the muon spectrum.
The horizontal axis is the muon energy at production, and
the vertical axis is the muon energy at Muon Monitor 1. The
thick band is the muons passing through the Aluminum core,
while the second thin band is the muons passing through the
steel block outside the Al core. Muons lose more energy in
steel than Al.

Most charged particles produced upstream of the ab-
sorber are removed in the absorber volume except for
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muons. Because these monitors mostly detect muons,
they are called muon monitors. The first (the most up-
stream) muon monitor is called Muon Monitor 1 (MM1),
the second Muon Monitor 2 (MM2), and the last Muon
Monitor 3 (MM3). A detailed description of the muon
monitors is given in Sec. II B 3. All residual charged par-
ticles, including muons, are stopped in the rock down-
stream of the muon monitors. Only neutrinos pass
through the rock.

B. NuMI Beam Instrumentation

The primary beam instrumentation and the muon
monitors for this study are described in this section.

1. Proton beam monitor

A pair of induced-charge pickup electrodes and a multi-
wire Secondary Emission electron Monitor (SEM) are
used as a beam position monitor (BPM) and beam pro-
file monitor (PM), respectively. A special PM, which is
permanently placed upstream of the target, is made of a
thin (5µmeter thick × 25 µmeter wide) Ti foil to mitigate
the beam scattering at the foil. There are 47 × 47 foils
stretched in x and y directions with gaps between foils
of 0.5 mm. The PM provides the proton beam profile for
every spill. Other PMs are periodically inserted in the
beam line at different locations for monitoring the beam
optics.

Horizontal and vertical BPMs are paired to measure
the beam position on the transverse plane. Two sets of
paired BPMs near the target are used for measuring the
proton beam position and beam orientation at the target.
Several BPMs comprise a network system to automati-
cally correct the proton beam position and beam orienta-
tion at the target, which is called the autotune [8]. The
accuracy of the beam position measurement is ±0.02 mm
using BPM and PM [8], and the accuracy of the RMS
beam spot size measurement is ±0.1 mm using PM.

2. Current monitor

The proton beam intensity at the target is measured by
using a toroidal beam Current Transformer (beam CT)
located upstream of the target. The signal calibration
is done by using a current source and by comparison to
a Direct-Current Current Transformer (DCCT) at the
Main Injector. The accuracy of the beam CT is 0.5%
while the stability of signal pulse-per-pulse is ±0.1% [8,
13].

The horn power supply circuit generates a half-
sinusoidal voltage, and the pulse is propagated through
four striplines. The total pulse length of this half sinu-
soidal wave is 2.334 msec. A current transformer mea-
sures the horn current for each stripline (horn CT). The

current transformer is calibrated using a pre-calibrated
current source. The accuracy of horn CT is ±0.1% [14].

3. Muon monitors

Figure 8 shows a schematic drawing of the muon mon-
itor. Each muon monitor consists of a 9×9 grid of ioniza-
tion chambers. Each chamber has a 7.5 × 7.5 cm2 sense

FIG. 8. Muon monitor engineering drawing showing the nine
tubes containing a row of nine pixels each.

area Ag-Pt plated electrode on a 1-mm-thick Alumina
ceramic electrode base, and the gap between the elec-
trodes is 3 mm. The distance between the centers of
channels is 250 mm to cover a 2.1 × 2.1 m2 area. Nine
ionization chambers are installed in a rectangular alu-
minum tube. There are nine tubes assembled vertically
on a support structure in the beam line. Atmospheric-
pressure 99.995% pure Helium gas is used as an ioniza-
tion media, injected from the top and exhausted from
the bottom of each tube. The bias voltage is 300 V in
which the ionization chamber is on the plateau where all
ionized charged particles in the chamber are collected at
the electrondes without charge multiplication [15, 16].

Figures 9–11 show an example of the observed pixel im-
age per spill. The pedestal signal, taken when the beam
is turned off, is subtracted from the beam-on signal. The
size of the pedestal signal is on the order of 0.1% as com-
pared to the beam signal. The signal for each channel
was calibrated using a radiation source before the moni-
tor was installed in the beam line. The integrated signal
from all channels is normalized by the beam intensity per
beam spill and is monitored during beam operation. The
long-term fluctuation of the integrated signal normalized
by the beam intensity is ±0.2% for Muon Monitors 1
and 2 while the fluctuation of normalized Muon Monitor
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3 signal is slightly higher at ±0.5%. It is found that the
observed pixel image pattern is not changed by the beam
intensity although the signal size is proportional to the
beam intensity.

FIG. 9. The observed beam profile at Muon Monitor 1. The
top and right subplots show the projection of the beam profile
in horizontal and vertical planes, respectively.

The muon monitors are located downstream of the
hadron absorber and separated by 12 and 18 m of rock
(see Fig. 1). The muons reaching the monitors lose part
of their kinetic energy in the material via energy loss pro-
cesses. Therefore, the initial spectrum of muons when
they are produced differs from the spectrum at the mon-
itors. Figure 12 suggests that each monitor detects a
different muon phase space with a specific cutoff energy.
It is demonstrated in Sec. III that the observed beam pro-
file on the monitors is the result of different horn magnet
focusing strengths for different pion energies. Figures 13–
15 show the simulated phase space of the initial pions for
which the daughter muons reach the corresponding muon
monitor. Muon Monitor 1 detects the initial pion mo-
mentum range above 5 GeV/c, Muon Monitor 2 detects
the pion momentum range above 12 GeV/c, and Muon
Monitor 3 detects the pion momentum above 25 GeV/c.
It should be noted that the observed muon profile on the
monitor is a result of the multiple Coulomb scattering in
matter. As a result, muon signals are not correlated with
specific neutrino events.

FIG. 10. The observed beam profile at Muon Monitor 2.
The top and right subplots show the projection of the beam
profile in horizontal and vertical planes, respectively.

FIG. 11. The observed beam profile at Muon Monitor 3.
The top and right subplots show the projection of the beam
profile in horizontal and vertical planes, respectively.
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FIG. 12. Simulated muon spectra. A solid red line represents
the muon spectrum when muons are produced while a dashed
red line is the muon spectrum at Muon Monitor 1. The shift
is because muons are lost energy in the absorber. The green
and blue lines are for Muon Monitor 2 and 3, respectively.
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the pions for which the corresponding muons reach Muon
Monitor 1. It should be noted that the low statistic bin is
cut and set to be zero in the plot.

III. HORN FOCUSING MECHANISM

To maximize the sensitivity of neutrino oscillation and
CP violation measurements, modern focusing horn sys-
tems are designed using numerical simulations. However,
analyzing the horn focusing mechanism is challenging due
to the complexity of the optimized system. For example,
the target is not a point source, and the pion phase space
received in the horn is broad. Additionally, the optimized
horn itself has a complicated shape. These issues make it
difficult to accurately model the particle trajectories. To
better understand the mechanism, we start by using an
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FIG. 15. Simulated transverse and longitudinal momenta of
the pions for which the corresponding muons reach Muon
Monitor 3.

analytical model formulated with a conventional beam
optics method. A second-order polynomial function is
employed to describe the mechanism in this model.

Next, we execute a simple simulation in which pions
are ray-traced through the two horns using an analyti-
cal formula. This is therefore a semi-analytical model.
By applying various assumptions in both models, the
horn focusing strength is generalized and we can eval-
uate the acceptance of horn system without executing
numerical simulations. However, we lose the accuracy
of beam dynamics. The analytical and semi-analytical
models are evaluated with a numerical ray-trace simula-
tion in G4beamline [17], in which pions are tracked in
a realistic horn field and horn conductor material. The
mean energy loss is taken into account in the pion track-
ing in matter. However, the simulations do not include
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stochastic processes such as decay, hadronic interaction,
or multiple scattering.

Finally, the full model simulation is executed by using
the modified G4NuMI framework to simulate all stochas-
tic processes, including decay, hadronic interactions, and
Coulomb interactions in the whole NuMI beamline. The
acceptance of the NuMI horn system is evaluated by com-
paring the numerical simulation to the semi-analytical
model. It is found that those results are in good agree-
ment.

A. Analytical model

A horn conductor generates a toroidal magnetic field
between the inner and outer conductors. As a result, an
axially symmetric Lorentz force acts on charged parti-
cles. We use a cylindrical coordinate system (r, z, φ). A
particle trajectory in a long coaxial transmission line has
been studied [18] in which the particle follows a spiral
orbit in the space available between inner and outer con-
ductors. In this paper, the angular momentum is ignored
(φ′ ∼ 0) in the model because the NuMI horn is too short
to make a periodic motion around the horn inner conduc-
tor. A similar treatment is illustrated in Section 5.2.2
in the textbook Particle Accelerator Physics by Helmut
Wiedemann.[19]

We start from the equation of motion in the transverse
direction,

dpr
dt

=
dpr
dz

dz

dt
=
dpr
dz

vz = −qvzbφ, (1)

where pr is the transverse momentum, vz is the longi-
tudinal velocity, and bφ is the toroidal magnetic field.

The equation is simplified by using
dpr
dz

= −qbφ, or

dpr = −qbφdz. By inserting dpr ≡ pr − pr,0 or pr =

pr,0 + dpr and pr = γm
dr

dt
= γm

dz

dt

dr

dz
= pz

dr

dz
, where pz

is the longitudinal momentum, the equation is trans-
formed:

pz
dr

dz
= pr,0 − qbφdz, (2)

dr

dz
=
pr,0
pz
− qbφdz

pz
. (3)

Here pr,0 is the initial transverse momentum (and we

assume pz,0 ∼ pz). By replacing
dr

dz
→ θ and

pr,0
pz
→ θ0,

the equation becomes

θ = θ0 −
qbφdz

pz
. (4)

Eq. (4) shows the evolution of the angle of a charged
particle in a horn field. The horn toroidal field is

bφ =
µ0I

2πr
. (5)

Thus, in Eq. (4) with a constant horn current, θ is a
function of pz, r, and dz:

θ(pz, r, dz) = θ0 −
qµ0I

2π

dz

pzr
. (6)

dz is the projection of pass length of a charged particle
along z axis. In the following section, it is found that
the NuMI magnetic horn works as a beam focusing ele-
ment. The length of the horn is relatively short by com-
paring with the distance from the horn to the monitors.
Therefore, a thin lens approximation is applied in the
analytical model in which dz loses the information about
z position, but is represented as a function of r. In the
textbook, dz ∼ ar2 is used for presenting the desired fo-
cusing properties of the magnetic horn with a constant
magnetic field strength, where a is a quadratic coefficient.
To generalize the focusing properties, we assume that dz
is a polynomial function of r:

dz ≡ a0 + a1r + a2r
2 + a3r

3 +O(r4), (7)

where a0, a1, a2 and a3 are constants. a0 is set to be zero
in the model to avoid a singularity at r = 0. Hence,

dz

r
= a1 + a2r + a3r

2, (8)

where the first, second, and third terms represent the ex-
pansion’s dipole, quadrupole, and sextupole components,
respectively. The particle angle after the transverse kick
θ is

θ(pz, r, θ0) = θ0 −
qµ0I

2πpz

(
a1 + a2r + a3r

2
)
. (9)

Eq. (9) suggests that the horn acts as a multipole magnet.
The distance of the charged particle from the horn to the
crossing of the beam axis is

λ(pz, r, θ0) =
r

tan θ
∼ r

θ
=

r

θ0 − qµ0I
2πpz

(a1 + a2r + a3r2)

(10)
Thus, the particle direction is parallel to the beam axis
when λ → ±∞ (or θ → ±0). Figure 16 shows the
schematic drawing of the geometry used in the analyt-
ical model.

B. Semi-analytical model

The NuMI beamline has two horns, and each horn’s
shape is parabolic at both ends of the horn (Fig. 5). How-
ever, the analytical model only represents a single horn.
A semi-analytical model is proposed to take into account
the geometrical complications. The transverse kick in the
magnetic horn is modeled by using the formula

θk = q

∫
bφdl

pz
, (11)
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FIG. 16. Schematic drawing of the geometry which is used in
the analytical model. “O” in the drawing is the horn position
in the model.

where dl is the path length of a particle in the magnetic
volume of the horn. Again, we use the assumption that
the trajectory of a particle in the magnetic volume of the
horn is parallel to the horn axis. Hence, the integrated
magnetic field along the path length

∫
bφdl is analytically

estimated by calculating the intersection points of a par-
ticle with the horn conductors while the magnetic field
strength bφ is a constant. The dimensions of the NuMI
horns are summarized in Table II. The outer radii of Horn
1 and Horn 2 are 174.6 and 395.4 mm, respectively.

C. Test linear optics model

The particle tracking simulation uses G4beamline [17]
to test the linearity of the NuMI horn optics and com-
pare it with the analytical and semi-analytical models.
In the simulation, a horn has a conductor material, and
a mangetic field (given in Eq.(5)) is applied between in-
ner and outer conductors where atmospheric-pressure Ar
gas is contained. Test particles (pion) are distributed in

TABLE II. Magnetic horn profile for Horn 1 and Horn 2.

z (mm) profile (mm)

Horn 1 0.00 ≤ z < 80.00

√
92.85− z

7.05
80.00 ≤ z < 83.98 (neck) 1.35

83.98 ≤ z < 300.00

√
z − 80.00

2.19

Horn 2 0.00 ≤ z < 97.62

√
100.00− z

0.14
− 0.30

97.62 ≤ z < 104.80 (neck) 3.90

104.80 ≤ z < 300.00

√
z − 100.00

0.27
− 0.30

FIG. 17. Simulated λ as a function of the initial radial posi-
tion r for a pion with pz = 12 GeV/c and pr,0 = 0.2 GeV/c.
Blue points: particle track simulation, solid red line: semi-
analytical model, dashed green line: analytical model. Top
subplot: ray trace of pions with the semi-analytical model,
bottom plot: ray trace of pions using the particle tracking
simulation.

front of Horn 1 (“O” in Fig. 16 is the upstream end of
Horn 1 in the particle track simulation). The initial test
particle position is distributed with a 0.5 mm step in the
radial direction (a vertical axis in Fig. 16). The initial
transverse and longitudinal momenta are variable param-
eters to fill the possible initial pion phase space escaped
from the target.

Figure 17 shows the estimated λ as a function of the
initial radial particle position r in the particle track sim-
ulation (a blue point), semi-analytical model (a solid red
curve), and analytical model (a dashed green curve) for
a pion with pz = 12 GeV/c and pr,0 = 0.2 GeV/c. The
semi-analytical model reproduces the particle tracking
simulation result at r > 0.01 m. Besides, the semi-
analytical model reproduces the second singularity point
around r = 0.015 m. This is caused by the transverse
kick in Horn 2 after crossing the beam axis. It is shown
in the ray-trace in both subplots in Fig. 17, where pions
are kicked by Horn 2 around z = 20 m and r = -0.05
∼ -0.10 m in the semi-analytical model and the particle
track simulation. On the other hand, the semi-analytical
model is not well reproduced λ at r < 0.01 m because
all test particles below r < 0.01 m in the semi-analytical
model miss the horns due to the thin lens model, which
is not the case in the particle track simulation.

The coefficients of the analytical model are found from
the fitting of the particle track simulation result. These
are a1 = 0.0061, a2 = 0.069, and a3 = 0.0. As the fit-
ting is conducted at a singularity point, the fitting coef-
ficient is determined by minimizing the chi-square value.
In this case, the fitting error is considered to be signifi-
cantly small and is therefore omitted. However, we found
that the sextupole coefficient has a wide range of low
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FIG. 18. Simulated λ as a function of the initial radial posi-
tion r for a pion with pz = 18 GeV/c and pr,0 = 0.2 GeV/c.
Blue points: particle track simulation, solid red line: semi-
analytical model, dashed green line: analytical model.

chi-square values. This suggests that the sextupole coef-
ficient is not sensitive to changes in the λ curve.

The semi-analytical model reproduces the complicated
particle tracking in higher momentum regions while it
does not work well at lower momenta. Figure 18 shows
the estimated λ for a pion with pz = 18 GeV/c and
pr,0 = 0.2 GeV/c. There are two singularity points in
this case. The semi-analytical model precisely repro-
duces these points as well as the complicate λ curve
at r = 0.016 ∼ 0.02 m. The best fitting of the ana-
lytical model is made at a1 = 0.0063, a2 = 0.12, and
a3 = 2.7 × 10−4. It should be noted that pions at
r < 0.01 m miss Horn 1 while they are focused by Horn
2 so λ has a negative value. The focusing mechanism is
observed in both subplots.

On the other hand, Figure 19 shows the estimated λ for
a pion with pz = 10 GeV/c and pr,0 = 0.3 GeV/c. The
estimated λ in the semi-analytical model is underesti-
mated by comparison with the particle track simulation.
The transverse kick to a particle in the semi-analytical
model is found to be stronger than in the particle track
simulation. As a result, the estimated λ in the semi-
analytical model tends to be shorter. It is also found
that the estimated λ for low momentum particle is sensi-
tive to the gaps between the target and Horn 1, and Horn
1 and Horn 2. The fitting coefficients of the analytical
model are a1 = 0.0061, a2 = 0.048, and a3 = 1.5× 10−5.

The fitting of the analytical model suggests that the
singularity behavior is reproduced well by the dipole and
quadrupole components, while the sextupole component
is negligibly small. Consequently, the linear optics model
is a good approximation for the particle track in the
NuMI horn system. It is found that the coefficient of the
quadrupole component is changed by the momentum. It
will represent a chromaticity of the horn. Further study

FIG. 19. Simulated λ as a function of the initial radial posi-
tion r for a pion with pz = 10 GeV/c and pr,0 = 0.3 GeV/c.
Blue points: particle track simulation, solid red line: semi-
analytical model, dashed green line: analytical model.

is in progress.

D. Acceptance study of the NuMI horn system

The acceptance of the NuMI horn system is executed
in the full model simulation. The modified G4NuMI is
used. G4NuMI contains the most updated NuMI beam
elements for the neutrino flux simulation. The modified
G4NuMI can track muons and duplicate pion events mul-
tiple times to increase the statistics of muon events. The
decay and kinematics of daughter particles in the dupli-
cated pions are independently executed using the normal
Geant4 processes.

The full model simulation starts with the primary pro-
tons impinging on the target. The acceptance is defined
by the initial phase space of the pions right after escaping
from the target, for which the decay products (muons)
reach the muon monitors. On the other hand, the initial
beam in the semi-analytical model is comprised of pions.
The initial position of pions is uniformly distributed on
the surface of the target volume along the z axis. The ini-
tial transverse and longitudinal momenta are uniformly
distributed. Therefore, the semi-analytical model only
evaluates the boundary of the acceptance. The energy
cut is taken into account in the semi-analytical model for
low momentum pions. Figure 20 shows the comparison of
the full model simulation where the acceptance is shown
as a 2D histogram with the semi-analytical model for
which the boundary of the acceptance is outlined with a
red dashed line. Both simulations are in good agreement.

There is a mismatch in the high pz region. Most pions
which have pz =25 GeV/c or higher can reach the ab-
sorber without decay. Most of those pions are absorbed
in the absorber. A small fraction of pions are converted
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FIG. 20. Full model simulation result (2D histogram) vs.
semi-analytical model (red dashed boundary outline).

into high energy muons. The semi-analytical model does
not take into account the pion loss process in the ab-
sorber. Indeed, high momentum pions are shown in the
spectrum of Muon Monitor 2 (Fig. 14) which is low statis-
tics by comparing Muon Monitor 1. The acceptance of
the semi-analytical model represents well the combined
spectrum of Muon Monitor 1 and 2. The estimated λ
shows that low pz particles have a different tracking be-
tween the semi-analytical model and the numerical sim-
ulation in the previous subsection. Such a discrepancy is
too small to affect the acceptance.

The semi-analytical model is used to further develop
our acceptance studies. Figure 21 demonstrates how the
acceptance of pions is influenced by their initial position
upon emission from the target. The blue area shows the
acceptance for which pions are emitted from the first 1/3
of the target length. The green area shows the accep-
tance for which pions are emitted from the middle 1/3
of the target length. The orange area shows the accep-
tance for which pions are emitted from the last 1/3 of the
target length. Higher-momentum pions are more likely
to be emitted from the first third of the target length,
while lower-momentum pions are predominantly emitted
from the last third of the target length. It suggests that
the time domain muon profile measurement at the muon
monitors shows the phase space of pions produced in a
specific target section. The early (late) arriving muons at
the monitor will be the result of the decay of high (low)
energy pions which could be produced at the last (first)
third of target. We are considering using a picosecond
detector to measure the time domain muon profile.

FIG. 21. Simulate the boundary of the acceptance of pions in
the semi-analytical model. The acceptance of pions separated
by the start position of pions within the target. Blue: pions
start from the first 1/3 of the target length. Green: pions start
from the middle 1/3 of the target length. Orange: pions start
from the last 1/3 of the target length. Higher-momentum
pions tend to start from the first 1/3 of the target length,
while lower-momentum pions are extracted mostly from the
last 1/3 of the target length.

IV. BEAM RESPONSE MEASUREMENT

The first systematic beam response measurement for
studying the horn focusing mechanism was carried out
on December 12, 2019, by changing the beam position
at the target and the horn current. The procedure is as
follows:

• Place the horn in the FHC mode.

• Set the beam intensity lower than 4×1013 POT per
beam spill. Limiting the beam intensity protects
the target from a mis-steered beam.

• Move the proton beam position at the target in
the horizontal and vertical directions. The beam
orientation is kept parallel to the horn axis. The
observed target center from the proton tomography
measurement was (horizontal, vertical) = (0.0, -0.8)
mm. The movement range of the beam position is
typically ±0.8 mm from the target center.

• Observe the beam centroid variation on each muon
monitor as a function of the proton beam position
at the target.

• Once the beam scan data was taken, vary the horn
current. The horn current was set to 200, 195, 190,
and 180 kA.

Figure 22 is the observed horizontal beam centroid at
the muon monitors as a function of the horizontal proton
beam position on target at a horn current of 200 kA. In



12

Muon Monitor 3

Muon Monitor 2

Muon Monitor 1

-1.5 -1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

Horizontal proton beam position at target (mm)

H
or
iz
on
ta
lb
ea
m
ce
nt
ro
id
at
m
uo
n
m
on
ito
r
(m
m
)

FIG. 22. The observed horizontal beam centroid at the muon
monitor as a function of the horizontal proton beam position
at the target. The horn current is 200 kA. Blue, orange, and
green points are the observed beam centroids at Muon Moni-
tors 1, 2, and 3, respectively. The solid line represents a linear
fit, and the dashed line represents a third-order polynomial
fit.

order to establish linearity, two types of fitting are used.
The solid line is a linear fit and the dashed line is a fit
with a third-order polynomial function. The fitting anal-
ysis shows that the horizontal beam centroid variation is
linear. The variations of the intercepts at different mon-
itors are caused by the imperfection of alignment for the
beam element. They are not discussed in this study.

Muon Monitor 2 data are particularly interesting. The
slope is almost zero. It suggests that the beam is in focus
at Muon Monitor 2. A negative slope at Muon Monitor
1 shows that the beam is overfocused at Muon Moni-
tor 1. In contrast, a positive slope at Muon Monitor 3
shows that the beam is underfocused at Muon Monitor
3, or the beam diverges. Thus, each muon monitor de-
tects muons focused differently based on the parent pion
energy. These phenomena are consistent with the linear
optics model.

Figure 23 is the observed vertical beam centroid at
the muon monitors as a function of the vertical proton
beam position on the target at a horn current of 200 kA.
The fitting analysis suggests that the observed beam cen-
troid variation is still predominantly linear. However, a
nonlinear component clearly appears, especially in the
Muon Monitors 2 and 3. It should be noted that the tar-
get geometry is asymmetric in the vertical direction, so
the variation of the vertical pion phase space should dif-
fer from the horizontal. This is evidenced by the results
of the vertical beam scan. The nonlinear component is
reproduced in the full model simulation. Overall, this
is a good validation test of the physics processes in the
full model simulation. A detailed study of validating the
physics model will be presented in another paper.
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FIG. 23. The observed vertical beam centroid at the muon
monitor as a function of the vertical proton beam position
at the target. The horn current is 200 kA. Blue, orange, and
green points are the observed beam centroids at Muon Moni-
tors 1, 2, and 3, respectively. The solid line represents a linear
fit, and the dashed line represents a third-order polynomial
fit.
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FIG. 24. The observed vertical beam centroid at the muon
monitor as a function of the vertical proton beam position at
the target at horn current 200, 195, 190, and 180 kA. Blue, or-
ange, and green lines are the fits for beam centroids at Muon
Monitors 1, 2, and 3, respectively. The solid line represents a
linear fit, and the dashed line represents a third-order poly-
nomial fit.

Figures 24 and 25 show the fitting curves of the ob-
served horizontal and vertical beam centroid variations at
different horn currents, respectively. Figures 26 and 27
show the measured slope for horizontal and vertical beam
scans from the fitting analysis as a function of the horn
current, respectively. A solid line is a result of linear
fitting of the measured slope while a dashed line is the
simulated slope by using the full model simulation. It is
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FIG. 25. The observed vertical beam centroid at the muon
monitor as a function of the vertical proton beam position at
the target at horn current 200, 195, 190, and 180 kA. Blue, or-
ange, and green lines are the fits for beam centroids at Muon
Monitors 1, 2, and 3, respectively. The solid line represents a
linear fit, and the dashed line represents a third-order poly-
nomial fit.

found that the slope is proportional to the horn current
in the measurement and the simulation. The linear horn
current dependence is predicted by the analytical model
in Eq. 9.

Overall, the full model simulation reproduces the mea-
sured slope well. However, the simulation does not in-
clude two background processes [15]. A delta-ray which
is generated in the material by interacting with high en-
ergy muons affects the muon monitor signal. Elastically
scattered protons from the target produce additional par-
ticles in the absorber. Those background processes are
included in a new simulation study. Fine tuning of the
full model simulation does not affect the beam centroid
result, but changes the muon beam profile. Further sim-
ulation study of these effects is in progress.

V. MACHINE LEARNING ALGORITHM TO
DETECT BEAM PARAMETERS USING MUON

MONITOR DATA

As demonstrated in the previous sections, the NuMI
horn is a linear beam optics element. It suggests that
the muon monitor response signal should be linearly re-
lated to the beam parameter variations. The muon mon-
itor signal analysis is carried out by using a Machine
Learning (ML) algorithm. An advantage of using ML
for this application is that it finds correlations among a
large number of input parameters and deconvolves them
to make a prediction. For example, it is known that the
beam intensity affects the horn current because the beam
heats the horn conductor by the energy deposition and
changes its conductance. By applying ML, the horn cur-
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FIG. 26. The estimated slope from the horizontal beam scan
as a function of the horn current. Blue, orange, and green
points are the observed beam centroids at Muon Monitors 1,
2, and 3, respectively. Blue, orange, and green dashed lines
are the simulated beam centroid at Muon Monitors 1, 2, and
3 in the full model simulation, respectively.
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FIG. 27. The estimated slope from the vertical beam scan as
a function of the horn current. Blue, orange, and green points
are the observed beam centroid at Muon Monitors 1, 2, and
3, respectively. Blue, orange, and green dashed lines are the
simulated beam centroid at Muon Monitors 1, 2, and 3 in the
full model simulation, respectively.

rent and the beam intensity are detected independently
from the observed muon profile.

An Artificial Neural Network (ANN) with multiple hid-
den layers is used to build the ML architecture. The ANN
takes 241 observed values from individual muon monitor
channels as inputs. It predicts four beam parameters:
horn current, beam intensity, and horizontal and verti-
cal beam positions at the target. Two dead channels
on Muon Monitor 1, (row, column) = (1,5) and (4,1) in
Fig. 9, are omitted in this analysis. The total number of
data points prepared for the study is 13, 563. The data
is divided into training (70%) and validation (30%) data
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FIG. 28. Comparison of the predicted horn current from the
muon monitor signal vs. the measured horn current by using
the horn CT.

to optimize the ANN model architecture.

Figure 28 compares the measured horn current by us-
ing the horn current transformer (CT) and the predicted
horn current by the trained ANN model. On the other
hand, Figure 29 compares the beam current measured
by the beam CT and the predicted beam intensity by
the trained ANN model. These figures show that the
horn current and the beam intensity are identified inde-
pendently from the same validation data by applying the
trained ANN model. It validates that ML can simulta-
neously detect the horn current and beam intensity from
the observed muon profile.

Figures 30 and 31 show the measured and detected
horn current and beam intensity as a function of time,
respectively. The fluctuations observed in the signal of
the primary beam instrumentation can be reproduced
by the values detected using a trained ANN model. It
suggests that the fluctuations are unlikely to be due to
electrical noise but rather are likely to be associated with
variations in the beam intensity and horn current stabil-
ity. The accuracy of the estimated beam parameters from
the ANN is ±0.05% for the horn current and ±0.1% for
the beam intensity.

Figures 32 and 33 compare the horizontal and vertical
beam positions at the target measured by using the BPM
and detected by the trained ANN model, respectively.
Again, the detection values reproduce the measurements
well. It suggests that the signal fluctuation is the stability
of the beam position at the target. The accuracy of ML
detection is±0.018 mm and±0.013 mm for the horizontal
and vertical positions, respectively.

35 40 45 50
True: Beam Intensity [E12]

35

40

45

50

Pr
ed

: B
ea

m
 In

te
ns

it
y 

[E
12

]
FIG. 29. Comparison of the predicted beam intensity from
the muon monitor signal vs. the measured beam intensity
using the beam CT. The units are 1012 protons per spill.
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FIG. 30. Comparison between the observed horn current by
using the horn CT and the predicted horn current from the
muon monitor signal by using ML.

Table III shows that the muon monitor can detect
all beam parameters affecting the NOvA experiment’s
physics tolerance. The accuracy of the Machine Learn-
ing (ML) detection from the muon monitor signal is sim-
ilar to the accuracy of the primary beam instrumenta-
tion, which is shown in Table I. This implies that the
ML method is able to provide reliable results that are
comparable to the traditional methods of measuring the
primary beam instrumentation.
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FIG. 31. comparison between the observed beam intensity by
using the beam CT and the predicted beam intensity from
the muon monitor signal by using ML.
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FIG. 32. Comparison between the horizontal beam position
at the target observed by using the BPM and the horizontal
proton beam positions predicted by using the ML.

From these studies, we confirm that ML has the po-
tential to improve the ability to diagnose the NuMI tar-
get and horn system. One specific application of ML is
to use it as an anomaly event detector, which can iden-
tify anomalies such as target density deterioration, target
core damage, or degraded horn field quality. However,
the accuracy of the ML detection is highly dependent
on the quality of the training dataset. Therefore, it is
important to optimize the ML architecture and reduce
systematic errors in the training data to improve the ac-
curacy of the model. These studies are underway.
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FIG. 33. Comparison between the vertical beam position at
the target observed by using the BPM and the vertical proton
beam positions predicted by using the ML.

TABLE III. Beam instrumentation and beam parameters
monitored by the instrumentation. An open circle marks the
parameter that can be detected using ML, while a triangle
marks the parameter that will be tested in the future.

Beam parameter BPM PM Beam CT Horn CT MM
Beam position © © ©
Beam spot size © 4
Beam intensity © ©
Horn current © ©

VI. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE PROSPECTS

The NuMI horn focusing mechanism has been inves-
tigated by analyzing the observed muon monitor signals
in the beam scan. The results suggest that the horn fo-
cusing magnet is a linear optics element, which has been
confirmed by both analytical models and numerical sim-
ulations. Moreover, we have employed machine learning
to deconvolve the horn current and beam intensity from
the observed muon profile. The trained ANN model has
demonstrated high accuracy in detecting the horn cur-
rent and the beam intensity within ±0.05% and ±0.1%
accuracy, respectively. Additionally, the ML approach
has enabled us to detect the beam position at the target
with an accuracy of ±0.018 mm and ±0.013 mm for the
horizontal and vertical positions, respectively, from the
observed muon profile. As expected, the detection accu-
racy is consistent with the accuracy of the primary beam
instrumentation. Our current focus is on enhancing the
ML’s performance by preparing a training dataset with
low systematic uncertainty and developing an algorithm
to detect anomalous events.

The results of this study suggest that the muon mon-
itor can be used as the secondary beam instrumentation
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to monitor the beam parameters related to the NOvA
physics tolerance with high accuracy. Muon monitors
provide a significant benefit when validating measure-
ments. Additionally, the study results indicate that Fer-
milab’s Long Baseline Neutrino Facility (LBNF) might
benefit from this technique.

Other secondary detectors, such as beam detectors lo-
cated near the target, are highly effective in directly
detecting secondary particles escaping from the target.
However, it is worth noting that these detectors may not
be reliable under extreme radiation conditions. Hence,
upgrading the muon monitors should be considered to ex-
tend their functionality and reliability. Because the horn
is a linear optics element, the muon profile on the muon
monitor results from the chromaticity of the horn mag-
nets. The chromaticity measurement can be obtained by
observing the time-of-flight (TOF) of muons at various
muon monitor channel locations. The correlation can be
replicated in the full model simulation, and the initial
pion energy spectrum will be reconstructed from the ob-
served time domain muon profile. Ultimately, these are
a resource to reconstruct the initial pion phase space.

It is found that the full-model simulation closely repli-
cates the beam scan result. However, the observed muon
profile is not accurately reproduced by the simulation.

The fine tuning is required in simulation. Two back-
ground signals on the muon monitors, namely the delta
rays from high energy muons and excess particles creat-
ing by the elastically scattered protons interacting in the
absorber, must be evaluated to ensure accurate simula-
tion. The hadronic interaction model needs to be tuned
to replicate the measurements. Those studies are cur-
rently underway and will be published in separate pa-
pers.
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