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Abstract

We present two analysis techniques for distinguishing background events induced by neutrons from photon signal events in the
search for the rare K0

L → π
0νν̄ decay at the J-PARC KOTO experiment. These techniques employed a deep convolutional neural

network and Fourier frequency analysis to discriminate neutrons from photons, based on their variations in cluster shape and pulse
shape, in the electromagnetic calorimeter made of undoped CsI. The results effectively suppressed the neutron background by a
factor of 5.6 × 105, while maintaining the efficiency of K0

L → π
0νν̄ at 70%.

1. Introduction

The KOTO experiment at J-PARC was designed to search for
the rare decay of K0

L → π
0νν̄, which has a theoretical branch-

ing ratio of BSM(K0
L → π

0νν̄) = (3.00 ± 0.30) × 10−11 in the
standard model [1]. The current result on the K0

L → π
0νν̄ mea-

surement is an experimental upper limit on the branching ratio,
which is BEXP(K0

L → π
0νν̄) < 3.0× 10−9 at the 90% confidence

level set by KOTO [2, 3]. KOTO utilized the high-intensity
30 GeV proton beam incident on a gold target to produce sec-
ondary particles, and the secondary neutral particles, including
kaons, were guided to the KOTO detector by two sets of colli-
mators [4]. The only visible products in the K0

L → π
0νν̄ decay

are two photons from the subsequent decay of π0 → γγ. There-
fore, a K0

L → π
0νν̄ event is identified by two photons detected

in a Cesium Iodide crystal calorimeter (CSI) [5]. One of the
dominant background sources in the search for K0

L → π
0νν̄ was

the beam-halo neutron. These neutrons could present a similar
event signature with two photon-like hits in the CSI. A halo
neutron background event was caused by a single halo neu-
tron particle that interacted inside the CSI and produced two
photon-like hits. Typically, the first hit occurred near the neu-
tron’s incident point on the CSI, while the second hit, produced
by the same neutron after the scattering process, was separated
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from the first hit by some distance. These two hits in the CSI
with no trace in between could be mistaken as the two isolated
photon hits from K0

L → π
0νν̄. Suppressing the halo neutron

background relied on distinguishing the interaction footprints
of photon and neutron hits in the CSI, which were character-
ized by differences in the incident particle’s cluster shape and
pulse shape in the CSI.

The CSI consisted of 2716 Cesium Iodide (CsI) crystals ar-
ranged in a grid format with each crystal having its own indi-
vidual readout. When a particle interacted with the CSI, the
analog pulse shape in each crystal was digitized and recorded,
and the cluster shape was formed by grouping nearby CsI crys-
tals with deposited energy by the incident particle. Discrimi-
nation between photons and neutrons was based on variations
in cluster shape and pulse shape. Although the cluster shape
discrimination [5] and the pulse shape discrimination [6] had
been previously studied at KOTO, in this article, we introduce
two new techniques: using a Convolutional Neural Network
(CNN) [8] to classify cluster shapes (Section 3) and Fourier
frequency analysis to discriminate pulse shapes (Section 4). In
addition, we introduce a more precise method for estimating the
neutron background level in Section 5. These techniques were
first introduced to the K0

L → π
0νν̄ analysis of the data obtained

from the years 2016–2018 [3], and the result further suppressed
KOTO’s dominant background source, the halo neutron, by a
factor of 26 over the previous K0

L → π
0νν̄ analysis result of

2015 data [2]. This article provides a detailed explanation of
how neutron background events were suppressed and estimated
in the 2016–2018 data analysis, which was not presented in the
previous publications of KOTO.
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concrete and iron shieldCSI

Figure 1: Cross-sectional view of the KOTO detector, with the beam entering from the left. The detector components with their names underlined represent
charged-particle veto counters. The other components, except for CSI, serve as photon veto counters.

2. CsI detector

Figure 1 shows a cross-sectional view of the KOTO detector,
where the coordinate origin is defined at the entrance of the de-
tector. The CSI is located at z = 6.1 m, the downstream end
of the decay volume. It consists of 2716 undoped CsI crys-
tals, covering a circular area with a radius of 90 cm and with
a square hole for the beam to pass, as shown in Fig. 2. The
CSI has two different sizes of crystals. Crystals with a size of
2.5×2.5×50 cm3 are located in the central 120×120 cm2 square
region, and others with a size of 5.0 × 5.0 × 50 cm3 are situated
in the outer area. The small crystals are viewed by 3/4 inch
Hamamatsu R5364 PMTs, while the large crystals are viewed
by 1.5 inch Hamamatsu R5330 PMTs. The analog pulses from
each PMT are digitized and recorded using custom-made 14-
bit 125-MHz ADC modules [7]. For each event, 64 samples of
voltages are recorded every 8 ns. In order to achieve a better
timing resolution of the pulse, the analog pulse signal is re-
formed before digitization using a 10-pole Bessel filter. This
Bessel filter is used to widen and transform the PMT pulse into
a Gaussian shape to increase the number of sampling points in
the pulse rising edge. The 14-bit dynamic range of the ADC
covers energy deposits from sub-MeV to 2 GeV, with an en-
ergy deposit of 1 MeV resulting in a pulse height of 8-10 ADC
counts. Further details on the CSI can be found in Ref. [5].

3. Cluster shape discrimination

3.1. Cluster shapes and data set

Cluster shape discrimination (CSD) is a method to distin-
guish photons from neutrons, based on their different character-
istics in the cluster shapes. These differences arose from the in-
teraction processes between electromagnetic interactions from
photons and hadronic interactions from neutrons. For a pulse in
a crystal, the energy was calculated by integrating ADC values
of the digitized waveform, and the pulse timing was defined
as the time of the waveform crossing half of its peak height.
These measurements of energy and timing from each crystal in
the CSI grid formed the cluster’s energy and timing distribu-
tions (shapes), which can be considered as images of particle
interactions in the CSI. Figure 3 shows an illustration of the
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Figure 2: Eight-fold symmetrical layout of the CSI calorimeter viewed from
downstream; this allows to mirror and fold a cluster at any location on the CSI
surface to an equivalent location within the angular region of 0◦ ≤ ϕ ≤ 45◦.

energy and timing shapes of photon and neutron clusters. Typ-
ically, photon clusters produced through electromagnetic inter-
actions were more circular and symmetric in shapes. In gen-
eral, the crystals closer to the incident point tend to have higher
deposited energy due to the short radiation length of CSI. If
photons have finite incident angles, crystals viewing the tail of
the shower tend to have earlier timing, as they have energy de-
posits deeper in the crystal (closer to the PMT). On the other
hand, neutron clusters produced through hadronic interactions
had more asymmetrical energy and timing shapes.

In the CSD study, to optimize the CSD for selecting pho-
tons with the energy and angle spectrums from the K0

L → π
0νν̄

decays, the photon samples were obtained from K0
L → π

0νν̄
Monte Carlo (MC) events, generated using Geant4 simulations.
To reflect actual beam activities and electronic noise, the MC
events were overlaid with accidental data collected during data-
taking. The photon samples were first selected by requiring
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Figure 3: Example of the energy and timing shapes of photon cluster from the
Monte Carlo simulation (left) and neutron cluster from data (right). The color
code represents the deposited energy in MeV and the timing in nanoseconds for
each crystal in the cluster.

two coincident clusters in the CSI and no in-time hits in other
detector components. The decay vertex (Zvtx) and transverse
momentum (PT ) of π0 were then reconstructed by assuming the
π0 decay point to lie along the beam axis and the two clusters
to have the invariant mass of π0. The K0

L → π
0νν̄ events were

selected by requiring the Zvtx to be within the fiducial decay re-
gion of 3200–5000 mm. Additionally, the PT was required to
be in the range of 130–250 MeV/c, to account for the missing
momentum carried by two neutrinos.

Neutron samples were obtained from special neutron data-
taking runs conducted in 2016–2018. During these runs, an
aluminum plate was placed at the detector entrance to scatter
neutrons in the beam and enhance halo neutron events. The
neutron data was collected by requiring two coincident clusters
in the CSI and no hits in the major veto detectors. This sam-
ple was dominated by the events with a single neutron particle
scattering within the CSI and producing two clusters. The neu-
tron events were processed through the same reconstruction and
selection procedures for the K0

L → π
0νν̄ event candidates.

3.2. CNN and its network architecture

In the CSD study, a CNN was employed to differentiate be-
tween photon and neutron clusters based on their energy and
timing shapes. The CNN is a popular deep-learning architec-
ture used for image classification tasks. The input layer of the
network consisted of the images of photon and neutron clusters,
which were then processed through ten hidden layers, including
four convolutional and six dense layers, as illustrated in Fig. 4.

The convolutional layers scanned each block of 3 × 3 image
pixels to identify local features of the cluster’s energy and tim-
ing images using 32 filters. Each filter was a tensor of 3× 3× 2
weights and an offset bias. The output of the fourth convolu-

tional layer, along with the incident particle’s energy (E) and di-
rection (θ, ϕ) as additional inputs, were processed by six dense
layers. The dense layers were fully connected between two ad-
jacent layers with 2048 neurons each to learn a non-linear func-
tion to produce the final output.

During network training, the neuron weights were calculated
through the minimization of binary cross-entropy [9], which
served as the loss function. This loss function provides an indi-
cation of the network model’s performance based on the devi-
ations between the value predicted by the model and the actual
true value. To prevent overtraining, the common L2 regular-
ization [10] and dropout [11] techniques were applied to the
network model. The L2 regularization, with a hyperparame-
ter of λ = 0.001, added a penalty term to the loss function at
every layer of the model, making the neuron weights less sen-
sitive to the training data. A dropout layer with the dropout rate
of 10% was inserted between dense layers. During the train-
ing, the dropout layer randomly deactivated 10% of the neu-
rons, promoting the network to learn multiple representations
of the data. These hyperparameters were fine-tuned to ensure
the model’s results were consistent between training and test
samples. Finally, the output layer produced a probability dis-
tribution as the CSD score, with values closer to 1 indicating
photon-like and values closer to 0 indicating neutron-like.
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Figure 4: Architecture of the CSD Neural Network with four convolutional
layers and six dense layers designed for the classification of photon and neutron
cluster patterns.

3.3. Training details

The input cluster images were generated from the cluster
shape displayed in the CSI grid. Each pixel in the cluster image
contained the energy and timing measured by the correspond-
ing CsI crystal. There were three categories of cluster images:
the clusters with small crystals only (Type-I), the clusters with
large crystal only (Type-II), and the clusters with both types of
crystals (Type-III). In each category, an equal number of pho-
ton and neutron images were used for the network training and
were divided into three separate sets: training, validation, and
test data. The training set was used for the network to learn and
adjust the weights and biases of the model. The validation set
was used to evaluate the model’s performance during the train-
ing process. The test set was used as a final evaluation of the
performance of trained model. The ratio of data in the three sets
was 4 : 1 : 4.

3



The size of the cluster images in Type-I and Type-II cate-
gories were 16× 16 and 12× 12 pixels, respectively. The Type-
III cluster was treated like a Type-I cluster by dividing each
large crystal into four small crystals, each containing 1/4 of the
energy. However, an additional layer was added to each pixel
in the Type-III cluster image to indicate the crystal type. To
achieve optimal performance, the CNN was trained separately
on each of these three cluster categories.

The network was provided with additional inputs: the inci-
dent particle’s direction (θ, ϕ) in spherical coordinates with the
origin set at the reconstructed Zvtx. Here, ϕ is the azimuthal an-
gle of the cluster in the CSI surface plane, and θ is the incident
angle of the particle to the CSI surface, with θ = 0◦ point-
ing to the beam axis direction. To simplify the input images
and account for the eight-fold symmetrical layout of the CSI,
the cluster images were mirrored and folded into the range of
ϕ = [0◦, 45◦], as shown in Fig. 2. To allow the network to rec-
ognize cluster patterns from different directions, the cluster im-
ages in the training and validation sets were duplicated by trans-
posing the cluster image pixels with (x, y) → (y, x). Moreover,
each neutron cluster image in the training and validation sam-
ples was duplicated by randomly assigning its supplied input of
incident angle θ. This data augmentation technique enabled the
network to identify neutron clusters from a more generalized
perspective, regardless of the reconstructed Zvtx.

3.4. Training results

As mentioned in Section 3.2, the training of the CSD network
was optimized to prevent overfitting. Our results indicated that
the CSD performed consistently on the training, validation, and
test sets, with slightly better performance on the test set. This
was due to the fact that the data augmentation was only applied
to the training and validation samples. The consistency between
the data and MC simulations was verified by using the photon
clusters from the K0

L → π
0π0π0 events. The results showed that

the CSD score of the data can be accurately reproduced by the
MC simulations, as shown in Fig. 5. This indicates that the
CSD method is reliable in distinguishing between photon and
neutron clusters in actual data.

The performance of the CSD algorithm is presented by the
acceptance of photon clusters in comparison to the acceptance
of neutron clusters at various thresholds on the CSD score, as
shown in Fig. 6. In general, the CSD had a higher discrim-
inating power for higher energy clusters as larger cluster im-
ages contained more information on the cluster pattern features.
After imposing veto and kinematic selection criteria for the
K0

L → π
0νν̄ events, the average energies of clusters from the

neutron data samples and K0
L → π

0νν̄MC events were found to
be similar, around 550 MeV. The results based on neutron data
and K0

L → π
0νν̄ MC events showed that the CSD algorithm ef-

fectively suppressed neutron clusters by a factor of 150, while
maintaining a 90% acceptance for photon clusters.
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4. Pulse shape discrimination

4.1. Pulse shapes and data set

The pulse shape discrimination (PSD) is a method to dis-
tinguish between photon and neutron particles, based on their
distinctive pulse shapes in the CSI. Neutron-induced pulses
through hadronic interactions have a longer tail compared to
those produced by photons through electromagnetic interac-
tions, as shown in Fig. 7.

The intrinsic differences in the detector response between
photon and neutron interactions were studied using photon and
neutron samples in data. Photon samples were obtained from
the data with six coincident clusters in the CSI and no in-time
hits in major veto detectors. This sample was primarily dom-
inated by K0

L → π
0π0π0 events. For the neutron samples, the

same data set described in Section 3.1 was used.

4.2. Discrimination method and results

In this study, the Discrete Fourier Transformation (DFT) was
used to extract the differences between the neutron and pho-
ton pulses in the frequency domain. For a given CSI pulse,
the DFT was applied to the ADC values of Ns = 28 samples:
Hn = {H0,H1, ...,HNs−1}, where H i is the ADC values of the
ith sample. The first sample i = 0 was chosen to alignH10 with
the ADC values of the pulse peak. The DFT transformed Hn

into a sequence of 28 complex numbers (Xk) using the equation
defined as:

Xk =

N s−1∑
n=0

Hnexp
(
−

i2πk
Ns

n
)
, (1)

where the complex number Xk encloses both amplitude and
phase information for the complex sinusoid at the frequency
of 2πk/Ns. The tail of the CSI pulse was represented by the
amplitude (Ak B |Xk |) of the lower frequency sinusoids. In this
analysis, the amplitudes of the lowest five frequency sinusoids,

4
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Figure 6: Performance of CSD presented as the acceptance of photon versus
neutron clusters at different discrimination thresholds; the top figure illustrates
the energy dependence, and the bottom figure displays the dependence on in-
cident angle. The solid line in both figures represents the average performance
across the energy and incident angle spectrum of neutron data and K0

L → π
0νν̄

MC events.

Ak = {A0,A1,A2,A3,A4}, were used to create templates for
photons and neutrons, as shown in Fig. 8. To account for the
pulse shape variations among crystals and energies, templates
were created for each CsI crystal and for 20 bins in H10 be-
tween 5.5 < log2(H10) < 14. Each template includes five sets
of Āk ± σk, where Āk and σk are the average and the standard
deviation ofAk, respectively.

To determine whether a given cluster is more photon-like or
neutron-like, the likelihood of being either case was first cal-
culated for each crystal contained in the cluster, which was de-
fined as

L
γ,n
crystal =

k<5∏
k=0

1
√

2πσγ,nk

exp

−1
2

Ak − Ā
γ,n
k

σ
γ,n
k

2 , (2)

where Ak is the Fourier amplitudes of a crystal in the cluster,
and Āγ,nk are the templates of the photon or neutron Fourier am-
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Figure 7: Average pulse shape of photon samples (blue dots) and neutron
samples (red triangles) for CsI crystal ID=1013.
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Figure 8: Templates of photon (blue dots) and neutron (red triangles) pulses
for CsI crystal ID=1013.

plitudes of that crystal. The likelihood of the cluster for being
photon-like (Lγcluster) or neutron-like (Ln

cluster) was then calcu-
lated by multiplying the likelihood of each crystal in the cluster
as

L
γ,n
cluster =

Nc∏
L
γ,n
crystal, (3)

where Nc is the total number of crystals in the cluster.
With the photon and neutron likelihood values of a given

cluster, the final likelihood ratio R, or PSD score, was calcu-
lated as

R =
L
γ
cluster

L
γ
cluster +L

n
cluster

. (4)

The value of R is between 0 and 1, with R closer to 1 being
photon-like and R closer to 0 being neutron-like.
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The performance of PSD is presented as the acceptance of
photon clusters versus the acceptance of neutron clusters for
different discrimination thresholds on the PSD score, as shown
in Fig. 9. The results indicate that the PSD is more effective
in discriminating high-energy clusters. To evaluate the realis-
tic performance in differentiating between neutron clusters and
photon clusters in the K0

L → π
0νν̄ analysis, the energy spec-

trum of photon clusters in the K0
L → π

0π0π0 data events was
weighted to match that of clusters from K0

L → π
0νν̄MC events.

It was evaluated that the PSD suppressed neutron clusters by
a factor of 6.5 while maintaining a 90% acceptance for pho-
ton clusters from the K0

L → π
0νν̄ events. In comparison to the

method described in [6], this result with the DFT technique per-
formed approximately twice as effective in suppressing neutron
clusters.
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Figure 9: Performance of PSD as the acceptance of photon clusters versus the
acceptance of neutron clusters at different discrimination thresholds on PSD
score and in different cluster energy regions. The solid line represents the per-
formance of PSD with the cluster energy spectrum of K0

L → π
0νν̄.

5. Combined performance of CSD and PSD

The combined effectiveness of the CSD and PSD in suppress-
ing neutron background events in the K0

L → π
0νν̄ analysis was

evaluated using an event-weighted method. This approach first
calculated the survival probability (W) of individual neutron
clusters under the combined rejections of the CSD and PSD. To
take into account the energy (E) and incident angle (θ) depen-
dence of the CSD and PSD effectiveness,W was derived as a
function of E and θ based on a large sample of neutron clus-
ters. W(E, θ) was then used to assign event weights to neu-
tron events subjected to the CSD and PSD rejections. For a
neutron event with two clusters, the event’s survival probabil-
ity was calculated as the product of the individual cluster’sW
values: W1(E1, θ1) × W2(E2, θ2). To estimate the remaining
neutron events in a certain region after the CSD and PSD rejec-
tions, the event-weighted method simply summed the survival

probability of all events in that region, which gives

NEst =
∑

i

Wi
1(E1, θ1) ×Wi

2(E2, θ2), (5)

where i counts the number of events in that region before the
CSD and PSD rejections, and the NEst was the estimated num-
ber of neutron events that may remain after the CSD and PSD
rejections.

In this study, the neutron events in the Wide Signal Box
(WSB) region were used for evaluating the effectiveness of the
CSD and PSD in suppressing neutron background events. The
WSB region was defined as 2900 < Zvtx < 5100 mm and
120 < PT < 260 MeV/c, as indicated in Fig. 10.
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Figure 10: Zvtx vs. PT distributions of the K0
L → π

0νν̄ MC events (dots) and
neutron data events (contour). The dash-lined region indicates the signal region
of K0

L → π
0νν̄ used in 2016–2018 data analysis, and the solid-lined rectangular

box indicates the Wider Signal Box (WSB) region used for estimating the per-
formance of the combined CSD and PSD discriminations.

After imposing the K0
L → π

0νν̄ event selection criteria with-
out CSD and PSD to the neutron data, there were 5973 neu-
tron events (NTotal) in the WSB region. Based on these events,
the estimated (NEst) and observed (NObs) number of neutron
events, and the K0

L → π
0νν̄ efficiency (ESig) after further impos-

ing the CSD and PSD rejections with different thresholds are
summarized in Table 1. With loose thresholds on the CSD and
PSD scores, the results indicate that the number of observed
neutron events (NObs) could be accurately predicted by NEst,
demonstrating the reliability of the event-weighted method. In
the K0

L → π
0νν̄ analysis of 2016–2018 data, the thresholds on

the CSD and PSD scores were set at 0.985 and 0.5, respectively.
Under these thresholds, the event-weighted method predicted
0.0106 ± 0.0002 remaining neutron events in the WSB region,
while no events were actually observed. The acceptance of neu-
tron events against the CSD and PSD rejections (RCSD+PSD) was
then calculated to be

RCSD+PSD =
NEst

NTotal = (1.77 ± 0.03) × 10−6,
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which corresponds to a suppression factor of 5.6 × 105 on the
neutron background events. The efficiency of detecting K0

L →

π0νν̄ under the same thresholds was determined to be 69.9%.

Table 1: Summary of the K0
L → π

0νν̄ efficiency (ESig) and the number of
observed (NObs) and predicted (NEst) neutron background events with different
thresholds on the CSD and PSD scores. The asterisk marks the thresholds used
in the K0

L → π
0νν̄ analysis of 2016–2018 data.

CSDThres PSDThres ESig (%) NObs NEst

- - 100.0 5973 -
0.0001 0.0001 99.8 528 528.2 ± 10.8
0.0005 0.0005 99.8 161 165.1 ± 3.4
0.001 0.001 99.8 105 102.6 ± 2.2
0.005 0.005 99.6 34 35.8 ± 0.8
0.01 0.01 99.5 22 21.8 ± 0.5
0.05 0.05 98.8 5 5.9 ± 0.1
0.1 0.1 98.0 4 3.1 ± 0.1
0.5 0.5∗ 87.7 0 0.29 ± 0.01
0.985∗ 0.5∗ 69.9 0 0.0106 ± 0.0002

6. Conclusion

We developed two analysis techniques to distinguish between
photon and neutron events in the undoped CsI calorimeter of
KOTO. These methods were based on the distinct characteris-
tics in their cluster shapes displayed on the CSI grid and pulse
shapes in each CsI crystal. We employed a convolutional neu-
ral network to classify the cluster shapes and Fourier frequency
analysis to differentiate between the waveform shapes. The
performance of discrimination was estimated through an event-
weight method. As a result, we suppressed the neutron back-
ground events by a factor of 5.6 × 105, while maintaining the
acceptance of K0

L → π
0νν̄ at 69.9%.
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