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Abstract: The Single Volume Scatter Camera (SVSC) Collaboration aims to develop portable
neutron imaging systems for a variety of applications in nuclear non-proliferation. Conventional
double-scatter neutron imagers are composed of several separate detector volumes organized in at
least two planes. A neutron must scatter in two of these detector volumes for its initial trajectory
to be reconstructed. As such, these systems typically have a large footprint and poor geometric
efficiency. We report on the design and characterization of a prototype monolithic neutron scatter
camera that is intended to significantly improve upon the geometrical shortcomings of conventional
neutron cameras. The detector consists of a 50 mm × 56 mm × 60 mm monolithic block of EJ-204
plastic scintillator instrumented on two faces with arrays of 64 Hamamatsu S13360-6075PE silicon
photomultipliers (SiPMs). The electronic crosstalk is limited to <5 % between adjacent channels
and <0.1 % between all other channel pairs. SiPMs introduce a significantly elevated dark count
rate over PMTs, as well as correlated noise from after-pulsing and optical crosstalk. In this article,
we characterize the dark count rate and optical crosstalk and present a modified event reconstruction
likelihood function that accounts for them. We find that the average dark count rate per SiPM is
4.3 MHz with a standard deviation of 1.5 MHz among devices. The analysis method we employ to
measure internal optical crosstalk also naturally yields the mean and width of the single-electron
pulse height. We calculate separate contributions to the width of the single-electron pulse-height
from electronic noise and avalanche fluctuations. We demonstrate a timing resolution for a single-
photon pulse to be (128 ± 4) ps. Finally, coincidence analysis is employed to measure external
(pixel-to-pixel) optical crosstalk. We present a map of the average external crosstalk probability
between 2 × 4 groups of SiPMs, as well as the in-situ timing characteristics extracted from the
coincidence analysis. Further work is needed to characterize the performance of the camera at
reconstructing single- and double-site interactions, as well as image reconstruction.

Keywords: Neutron detectors (cold, thermal, fast neutrons), Search for radioactive and fissile
materials, Inspection with neutrons, Analysis and statistical methods
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1 Introduction

The Single Volume Scatter Camera (SVSC) Collaboration aims to develop a novel type of kinematic
neutron imager that utilizes a single, compact detector volume for the purpose of imaging fission-
energy neutrons (1 MeV to 10 MeV). Conventional double-scatter neutron imagers rely on several
separate detectors arranged in at least two detection planes [1–4]. The SVSC collaboration is
pursuing cameras with several different compact form factors, including two prototypes that utilize
a single, monolithic scintillating block as a detector volume that is instrumented on at least two
sides with pixelated photon detectors [5, 6]. Previous modeling studies have suggested that such a
detector may have as much as an order of magnitude increase in efficiency for neutron double-scatter
detection over a traditional kinematic neutron imager [5]. It would also benefit from reduced size
and weight, which would improve deployability. A smaller, compact detector would also be able to
be located closer to a source, maximizing the solid angle efficiency of the system and improving
spatial resolution for a given angular resolution.

The technique of imaging a neutron source using a scatter camera relies on high-precision
measurement of the incoming neutron energy (𝐸𝑛), the energy after the first interaction (𝐸 ′

𝑛), and
the positions of the two scattering locations. 𝐸 ′

𝑛 is determined by the neutron time-of-flight equation
which necessitates measurement of the scattering times as well:

𝐸 ′
𝑛 =

1
2
𝑚𝑛

(
Δ𝑑

Δ𝑡

)2
. (1.1)
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Figure 1. Diagram of a double-scatter event in a neutron kinematic imaging detector [5].

The total neutron energy, 𝐸𝑛, is calculated by adding 𝐸 ′
𝑛 to the energy deposited in the first scatter

location as measured by the detector response. The positions of the two interactions provide the
endpoints of the trajectory of the neutron between the first and second interaction. The scattering
angle, 𝜃, of the first interaction can be determined from 𝐸𝑛 and 𝐸 ′

𝑛:

cos(𝜃) =

√︄
𝐸 ′
𝑛

𝐸𝑛

. (1.2)

The incident trajectory of the neutron can therefore be reconstructed up to a conical degeneracy as
shown in figure 1.

The monolithic neutron scatter camera described in this document is designed so that the
first two interactions occur in a single, unsegmented detector volume. The photons from these
interactions are collected by pixelated photon detectors that are coupled to the exterior surface of
the detector volume. The positions and times of these photon detections, along with the calibrated
detector response, is used to reconstruct the positions, times, and energies of the two interactions.
Such a detector based on a 10 cm cube of EJ-232Q has been shown via modeling to have a predicted
imaging resolution of 0.101 rad [5, 7].

The analysis chain for this detector can be divided into three steps: single-photon processing,
event reconstruction, and image reconstruction. The detector is designed so that each photodetector
pixel is capable of providing a list of arrival times for each photon detected during an event. The
interaction-level information can then be determined by performing a maximum likelihood analysis
on the pixel positions and arrival times of the detected photons. Finally, image reconstruction can be
performed by employing a conventional algorithm such as back-projection or maximum likelihood
expectation maximization on the interaction-level information.

In section 2, we describe the design and commissioning of the detector, including the design
of the electronic readout system, detector materials, and assembly. In section 3, we describe
SiPM-specific noise and a method of measuring SiPM characteristics in situ using dark count data.
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Section 4 describes a modified likelihood model for event reconstruction that includes terms for
SiPM-specific noise and enumerates the parameters that need to be measured to employ this model.
Section 5 describes our single-photon processing method and its performance as characterized by
dark count data and measurements with a fast pulsed laser. Section 6 describes an analysis of the
pulse-height spectrum measured from dark count data, and section 7 describes a time correlation
analysis of dark count data that allows us to characterize the timing performance of the SiPMs in
situ as well as the external optical crosstalk.

2 Detector Design

The prototype uses a (50 mm× 56.2 mm× 60.2 mm) block of EJ-204 plastic scintillator from Eljen
as the detection medium [8]. The EJ-204 block is instrumented on two sides with Hamamatsu
S13360-6075PE multi-pixel photon counters (MPPCs) as described in figures 2, 3, and 4 [9]. The
Hamamatsu MPPCs are two-dimensional arrays of Geiger mode avalanche photodiodes (G-APDs)
and are more commonly referred to as silicon photomultipliers (SiPMs) [10]. The SiPMs are
mounted onto eight custom-built front-end circuit boards, each of which houses a 2 × 8 array of
SiPMs [11]. Four of the 2× 8 arrays are mounted to each of two opposite sides of the EJ-204 block
so that each side is instrumented by an 8 × 8 array of SiPMs as is shown in figure 3. The specific
arrangement of the SiPMs is shown in figure 4. There is an additional 1.2 mm gap between each
of the 2 × 8 arrays over what was accounted for in the initial design. These added gaps cause the
top and bottom row of SiPMs to slightly overhang the scintillator. In total, the active area of the
SiPMs covers 63 % of the instrumented faces. In order to reduce reflections, the remaining four
non-instrumented sides of the scintillator have been sanded with 400 grit sandpaper and painted
with EJ-510B black latex paint [12]. For the event reconstruction analysis described in section 4
we are only interested in photons that travel directly from a scintillation event site to the SiPM in
which it is detected. Any photons that are reflected prior to detection are not treated by the analysis
and will introduce bias and uncertainty due to model mismatch.

The SiPM arrays are coupled to the scintillator via EJ-560 optical interface pads [13]. A custom
3D printed mechanical structure (shown in the right panel of figure 2) compresses each 2× 8 SiPM
array against the optical interface using three springs. The detector assembly is housed inside of a
dark box, as shown in the left panel of figure 2. The dark box is cooled directly using a portable air
conditioning (AC) unit [14]. The cold air output of the AC unit is piped into the dark box through a
light-tight louver, and a cooling fan constantly exhausts air from the box through another light-tight
louver on the opposite side.

The readout scheme for the SiPMs is summarized in figure 5. The SiPM front-end boards
(shown in the left-hand image of figure 6) house RF amplifiers for each channel to allow single-
photon sensitivity and a summing circuit to provide a trigger signal. They are designed to have
minimal electronic crosstalk while also maintaining a high geometric efficiency for photon detection.
The device selection and readout board development is described in [11].

For triggering, each front-end board includes a summing circuit that combines the signals from
each of the 16 SiPM channels. The sum signals from all the front-end boards are passed to a custom
trigger/bias distribution board, where they are themselves summed together into a sum-sum signal.
The sum-sum signal is itself passed to a SRS model DG535 pulse generator [15], which looks for
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Figure 2. (Left) Picture of the assembled detector inside the dark box. (Right) CAD drawing of the detector
mount. The scintillator (shown as the semi-transparent region) is held in place using spring-loaded plastic
plates on the four non-instrumented sides. The SiPM arrays are compressed against opposite sides of the
scintillator also using springs.

+y

+x

+z-z

-y

-x

Figure 3. Orientation of detector assembly. The long axis of the 2 × 8 SiPM arrays are aligned parallel to
the 𝑥 axis, and the short axis is parallel to the 𝑦 axis. The arrays are aligned perpendicular to the 𝑧 axis. The
origin is defined to be the center of the detector. The “Board” numbering scheme shown in the figure applies
to both the front-end and SCEMA boards.
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Figure 4. Layout of SiPM channels for each 8x8 array. The black rectangles indicate the edges of the
sensitive area of each SiPM, and the red dots indicate the center points. The numbers indicate the SCEMA
channel number that is reading out each SiPM. The large cyan rectangle indicates the edge of the scintillator
block. The edges of the scintillator are located at 𝑥 = ±28.1 mm, 𝑦 = ±30.1 mm, 𝑧 = ±25 mm. The left
hand panel represents the array located at 𝑧 = +25 mm, and the right hand plot represents the array located
at 𝑧 = −25 mm.

a rising-edge threshold crossing. The output logic signal from the DG535 is passed back to the
trigger/bias distribution board. The DG535 is also able to provide random triggering that does not
depend on the sum-sum signal. The trigger/bias distribution board houses voltage regulators that
provide bias for all 128 SiPMs and RF amplifiers. The trigger/bias distribution board passes the
SiPM bias, RF amplifier bias, and the common logic signal from the DG535 to the eight front-end
boards. The trigger/bias distribution board provides a 9.2 V bias to the RF amplifiers and a 56 V
bias to all 128 SiPMs. The breakdown voltages for the SiPMs range from 51.16 V to 52.61 V,
so the over-voltage for each pixel is not precisely known. The over-voltage affects several SiPM
parameters including gain, dark rate, crosstalk probability, and photon detection efficiency. These
parameters must be quantified in order to perform event reconstruction and so must be measured
using data.

Each of the eight front-end boards passes its 16 amplified SiPM channel readouts, its sum
signal, and the common logic signal from the DG535 to an associated version b Sandia Laboratories
Compact Electronics for Modular Acquisition (SCEMA) electronics board [6, 16] (right-hand image
in figure 6) for digitization via domino ring sampler (DRS4) switched capacitor array chips [17] at
about 5 GS/s sampling rate. The common logic signal is also passed to a comparator on each of the
SCEMAs that initiates the digitization and data transfer. The rising edge of the digitized common
logic signal is used to align the timing of the traces. The SCEMA (version a) performance is
documented in [16]; version b is designed to allow more flexibility in the front end, but has similar
design and performance as concerns the core waveform capture functionality [6]. A back-end hub
board was designed to synchronize the SCEMA clocks, perform more advanced trigger logic, and
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Figure 5. Readout scheme for the detector as described in the text. A block of EJ-204 scintillator is
instrumented on two sides with an 8× 8 array of SiPMs, coupled using EJ-560 optical interface pads [8, 13].
Each 8 × 8 array is composed of four 2 × 8 arrays that are housed on a custom front-end board that provides
bias, readout, amplification, and signal summing [11]. A trigger/bias distribution board provides bias to the
128 SiPMs and RF amplifiers. It also handles trigger distribution to and from the front-end boards. An
SRS DG535 function generator provides a common logic signal that can be either random or based on the
sum-sum signal from the trigger/bias distribution board [15]. Each front-end board passes its 16 amplified
SiPM signals, along with the sum and trigger signal, to a SCEMA electronics board for digitization. The
SCEMAs are controlled and read out via USB connection to a data acquisition computer.

Figure 6. (Left) Custom-designed SiPM front-end board. (Right) SCEMA-b waveform capture digitization
board.
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enable higher rate data transfers, but is not implemented for the results reported here.
When a SCEMA is triggered, the control software application initiates the data transfer via

USB. After all eight SCEMAs are triggered and complete their data transfer, the control application
rearms them sequentially. The total time it takes for all eight SCEMAs to perform the digitization
and data transfer for a single event is expected to be less than 5 ms. In the current system without a
back-end hub board, the actual event acquisition time is about 100 ms to 200 ms, dominated by the
software execution time. This gives a maximum data acquisition rate of about 10 Hz. The sequential
arming of the SCEMAs allows for trigger mismatch, caused by early SCEMAs in the arming chain
being triggered before the later SCEMAs are armed. We implement a 300 ms hold-off on the
DG535 after each event in order to prevent this mismatch. This data acquisition rate is acceptable
for the analysis performed here, as we only require a single high-statistics data-set consisting of
130,000 trigger windows, which took three days to acquire. A full calibration data-set would require
many times that number of trigger windows and would take months to acquire. Similarly, when the
detector is imaging a neutron source such as AmBe or Cf-252 there will typically be many more
triggers on gamma events and single site-neutron events than on double-site neutron events, so a
single image may take days or weeks to complete, absent the improvements enabled by the back-end
hub board.

We measure the electronic crosstalk using a Photek LPG-405 pulsed laser [18] incident on an
area spanning two SiPMs. Using two SiPMs instead of one allows us to increase the total intensity
incident on the array without saturating a SiPM and also allows us to test channels from both
DRS4 chips on a SCEMA at the same time. The laser was attenuated using neutral density filters
until the amplitude of the response in the target pixels was about 150 mV. The time-correlated
amplitudes in each of the 16 channels of a front-end board are measured relative to the amplitudes
in the illuminated cells. We find the electronic crosstalk to be <5 % between adjacent channels
and <0.1 % between all other channel pairs. This level of electronic crosstalk is well below the
peak-finding threshold for single-photon counting analysis.

3 Dark Count Spectrum Analysis

Noise counts in SiPMs occur when an avalanche is triggered by something other than a primary
photon and may or may not be correlated to a previous avalanche. These noise counts fall into
three categories: dark counts (uncorrelated), after-pulses (correlated), and optical crosstalk (corre-
lated) [10]. The dark count rate (DCR) in SiPMs is high enough to be non-negligible; for an event
lasting 18 ns (10 times the main component of the scintillator decay time), the 128 S13360-6075PE
SiPMs required for two-sided instrumentation are expected to produce up to 15 dark counts [9].
A 244 keV neutron scatter, which is close to the expected lower limit of our region of interest, is
expected to yield about 224 scintillation photons in EJ-204 [8, 19]. For an event at the center of
the detector, about 28 of these photons would be detected given the photon detection efficiency and
solid angle subtended by the SiPMs. Dark counts are an uncorrelated form of noise, so the impact
they have on reconstruction resolution is constant in magnitude. Higher energy events would be less
impacted by dark counts. Additionally, the dark counts would be distributed uniformly across the
entire 18 ns event window, whereas the signal photons would be concentrated around the interaction
times.
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The impacts of correlated noise counts are not mitigated by timing and signal size in the way
that uncorrelated counts are. For that reason, the correlated noise incidence is likely to place a
greater limit on the detector resolution. After-pulsing occurs when a charge carrier from a previous
avalanche becomes trapped in a non-sensitive region of the SiPM before drifting back and causing a
secondary avalanche in the same G-APD. Every avalanche in a G-APD emits a number of secondary
photons which can trigger secondary avalanches in a process referred to as optical crosstalk. Optical
crosstalk events can occur in the same SiPM as the initial avalanche (internal crosstalk, iXT), or
in a different device if the secondary photon escapes the original SiPM (external crosstalk, eXT).
Well-matched indices of refraction at the optical interface may reduce internal reflections, allowing
some crosstalk photons to escape that otherwise would have been reflected back into the primary
SiPM, thereby increasing eXT and decreasing iXT [20].

According to the S13360 datasheet, the probability of after-pulses is expected to be small, and
the correlated noise is expected to be dominated by optical crosstalk [9]. The S13360 datasheet
quotes a single value for the optical crosstalk probability, which is between 10 % and 20 % depending
on the operating voltage. The crosstalk probability as defined in the datasheet corresponds only to
iXT and may differ from the measured iXT depending on the properties of the optical interface.

The significant dark count rate and incidence of crosstalk makes dark count measurements
a useful calibration tool. The pulse-height spectrum from a set of data acquired with a random
trigger can be analyzed to calculate the dark count rate, crosstalk probability, SiPM gain, gain
fluctuation, and electronic noise. A dark count is caused by thermal emission of a single electron
in a G-APD, which causes an avalanche in that G-APD. This may then cause subsequent G-APDs
to trigger via optical crosstalk. This means the pulse-height spectrum of SiPM dark counts displays
peaks at integer multiples of the mean single-electron pulse-height. The relative size of the peaks is
determined by optical crosstalk probability. The probability distribution of the number of crosstalk
avalanches can be approximated by a Borel distribution up to a multiplicity of about five [21]. A
Borel distribution describes a branching Poisson process. It is the probability to have exactly 𝑁

breakdowns assuming that each breakdown produces a Poisson number of additional breakdowns
with mean 𝜇. The probability mass function is given by:

𝑃Borel(𝑁, 𝜇) =
(𝜇𝑁)𝑁−1

𝑁 (𝑁 − 1)!𝑒
−𝜇𝑁 (3.1)

This distribution is attractive because it is physically motivated and because it is simple to implement
numerically. The Borel distribution does not take into account the fact that there are fewer nearby
untriggered G-APDs available at high multiplicities and so overestimates the probability of crosstalk
above about 𝑁 = 5.

The voltage separation of the peaks in the pulse-height spectrum is a direct measure of the
SiPM gain (𝑥𝑔). The width of the 𝑁 th multiplicity peak (𝜎𝑁 ) has contributions from the gain
fluctuations (𝜎𝑎) and from electronic noise (𝜎𝑒):

𝜎2
𝑁 = 𝜎2

𝑒 + 𝑁𝜎2
𝑎 . (3.2)

The 𝑁 th multiplicity peak can be fit to the following Gaussian:

𝑌𝑁 =
𝐴 𝑃Borel(𝑁, 𝜇)√

2𝜋𝜎𝑁

𝑒−(𝑥−𝑁𝑥𝑔−𝑥0 )2/(2𝜎2
𝑁
) , (3.3)
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 = 0.441 ±0.013

Figure 7. Data from a single S13360-6075PE SiPM. The fitting function is described in the text. The dotted
red lines show data from when the SiPM was wrapped in Teflon, and the dotted black lines show data from
the unwrapped SiPM. The solid red and black likes show the best-fit models for the wrapped and unwrapped
data, respectively.

where the fitting parameter 𝐴 is equal to the total number of counts summed over all multiplicity
peaks. The fitting parameter 𝑥0 allows for a non-zero offset in the SiPM response and is typically
found to be very small.

Figure 7 shows the model described in eq. (3.3) fit to a set of data taken using a single SiPM
mounted on a test stand and biased at 58 V [11]. The fitting model also includes an exponentially
falling baseline. We believe the counts contained in this apparent exponential baseline are true
SiPM counts that have been smeared by systematic effects such as after-pulsing and pile-up. Our
fitting method would be improved by including a more physical treatment of these counts.

The dark count data was taken both with (red lines) and without (black lines) a Teflon wrapping
around the SiPM. The Teflon wrapping will reflect any eXT photons back to the SiPM, so the
difference between the measured crosstalk parameters from the two fits gives the approximate value
of the eXT crosstalk parameter. The results indicate an iXT parameter of 0.189 ± 0.005 and an
eXT parameter of 0.252 ± 0.014, which are in line with the datasheet value. The dark count rate
increases from about 2.3 MHz with no Teflon wrapping, to 3.2 MHz with Teflon wrapping. It is
not clear why the rate increases when the SiPM is wrapped in Teflon. It may be due to increased
temperature or some other physical interference that causes increased thermal emission. We also
expect some increase in dark count rate from increased after-pulsing and delayed optical crosstalk,
however these effects should be much smaller than what is observed.

The unexplained rise in DCR in the Teflon-wrapped SiPMs demonstrates that SiPM noise
parameters can vary significantly depending on the specific setup of the assembled detector. The
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likelihood model described in section 4 requires accurate values of the noise parameters, including
the DCR, in order to reconstruct unbiased results. It is therefore important to be able to characterize
the in-situ noise parameters of an assembled detector as is done in section 6 and section 7. For this
reason, the SiPM parameters measured in this section will be used only as points of comparison for
these in-situ measurements.

4 Likelihood Analysis of Interations

In [5], the authors propose the use of an unbinned maximum likelihood technique for event re-
construction in a monolithic scatter camera. The likelihood model they use is idealized and does
not account for SiPM-specific systematic effects such as high DCR and optical crosstalk. In this
section, we use the likelihood model of [5] as a starting point and describe a set of modifications
that allows for unbiased reconstruction of event information in the presence of SiPM-specific noise.

The interaction level information described in section 1 can be extracted from the list of detected
photons by maximizing the extended likelihood, L [5, 22]:

L =
𝜈𝑛

𝑛!
𝑒−𝜈

𝑛∏
𝑖=1

𝑝𝑖 (𝑥1, ..., 𝑥𝑚; 𝑎1, ..., 𝑎𝑘), (4.1)

where 𝜈 is the total number of expected photons, 𝑛 is the number of detected photons, (𝑥1, ..., 𝑥𝑚)
is a set of observable quantities, and (𝑎1, ..., 𝑎𝑘) is a set of fitting parameters. In eq. (4.1),
𝑝𝑖 (𝑥1, ..., 𝑥𝑚; 𝑎1, ..., 𝑎𝑘) is the normalized probability of observing (𝑥1, ..., 𝑥𝑚) given the set of
trial parameters (𝑎1, ..., 𝑎𝑘). The extended likelihood allows the expected number of samples (e.g.
photons) in a data-set, 𝜈, to be a variable in the fit. The usual normalization condition on the
probability distribution applies:∫

...

∫
𝑝𝑖 (𝑥1, ..., 𝑥𝑚; 𝑎1, ..., 𝑎𝑘)𝑑𝑥1...𝑑𝑥𝑚 = 1 (4.2)

Equation (4.3) describes the ideal version of the likelihood for a given set of photons detected
from an event with 𝑁 interaction sites:

L =
𝜈𝑛

𝑛!
𝑒−𝜈

𝑛∏
𝑖=1

1
𝜈

𝑁∑︁
𝑗=1

N𝑗 G𝛼(𝑖) (®𝑥 𝑗) F𝛼(𝑖) (𝑡𝑖 − 𝑡 𝑗 − |®𝑥 𝑗 − ®𝑥𝛼(𝑖) |/𝑐𝑝). (4.3)

In this likelihood definition, the detected photons are indexed by 𝑖. The detector pixels are indexed
by 𝛼, and the pixel that detects the 𝑖𝑡ℎ photon is denoted by 𝛼(𝑖). The location of the center of the
face of pixel 𝛼 is given by ®𝑥𝛼. The proposed interactions are indexed by 𝑗 . The 𝑗 𝑡ℎ interaction
occurs at location ®𝑥 𝑗 at time 𝑡 𝑗 and emits N𝑗 photons. The predicted energy deposited at the 𝑗 𝑡ℎ

interaction site is given by:

⟨𝐸⟩ 𝑗 =
N𝑗

𝑌𝑙
, (4.4)

where 𝑌𝑙 is the absolute light yield of the scintillator. The geometric efficiency, G𝛼 (®𝑥), is the
probability that a photon generated at position ®𝑥 will be detected by the pixel detector with index
𝛼. In absence of reflections and other confounding effects, the geometric efficiency is given by:

G𝛼 (®𝑥) =
Ω𝛼 (®𝑥)

4𝜋
E𝛼 𝑒−| ®𝑥− ®𝑥𝛼 |/𝜆, (4.5)
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whereΩ𝛼 is the solid angle subtended by pixel 𝛼 from the interaction site, E𝛼 is the photon detection
efficiency of pixel 𝛼, and 𝜆 is the attenuation length of scintillation light in the medium. The true
number of detected photons in eq. (4.3) is 𝑛, and the total expected number of detected photons is
𝜈. Each of the 𝑁 interaction sites contributes an expected N𝑗Γ 𝑗 photons, where:

Γ 𝑗 =

𝑁SiPM∑︁
𝛼=1

G𝛼 ( ®𝑥 𝑗) (4.6)

is the total probability that a photon from the 𝑗 𝑡ℎ interaction site will be detected in any pixel. The
time distribution, F𝛼 (𝑡𝑖− 𝑡 𝑗 − |®𝑥 𝑗 − ®𝑥𝛼(𝑖) |/𝑐𝑝), is the scintillation time response convolved with time
response of pixel 𝛼(𝑖). The time distribution is delayed by the photon travel from the interaction
site to the pixel, | ®𝑥 𝑗 − ®𝑥𝛼(𝑖) |/𝑐𝑝, where 𝑐𝑝 is the speed of light in the medium. When integrated
over time and summed over all available pixels, each interaction term has a weight equal to the
expected number of photons detected from that interaction, 𝜈 𝑗 :∫ ∑︁

𝛼

N𝑗 G𝛼(𝑖) (®𝑥 𝑗) F𝛼 (𝑡𝑖 − 𝑡 𝑗 − |®𝑥 𝑗 − ®𝑥𝛼(𝑖) |/𝑐𝑝)𝑑𝑡 = N𝑗 · Γ 𝑗 · 1 = 𝜈 𝑗 , (4.7)

so in order to satisfy the normalization condition in eq. (4.2), the sum is divided by 𝜈 =
∑

𝑗 𝜈 𝑗 .
Equation (4.3) does not account for the noise counts described in section 3. Without adjusting

the model, the noise counts would cause the likelihood fit parameters to be biased. For example,
the probability of a photon being detected before the first interaction in the ideal case is zero to a
good approximation. A dark count that occurs before the first interaction would therefore force the
best-fit interaction time to be equal to the time of this early dark count. Adding a small constant
term to the likelihood model eliminates this problem with little effect on the resolution, assuming
the dark count rate is low compared to the number of signal photons.

Crosstalk photons have a more complicated effect on the likelihood fit, since they are highly
correlated. Internal crosstalk acts essentially as a uniform scaling factor across the photon set, so
it will follow the same time distribution and relative geometric distribution as the signal photons.
It will therefore primarily affect the calculation of 𝜈. External crosstalk has the greatest potential
to affect the fit results for the interaction location, time, and 𝜈. External crosstalk photons are
likely to be detected in the opposite 8 × 8 SiPM array as the signal photon. The relative geometric
distribution of external crosstalk will be nearly opposite that of the signal. The time distribution of
external crosstalk will be delayed by the flight time of the optical crosstalk photons (about 264 ps
per 50 mm) and will be additionally smeared by the SiPM time response function. These effects
can, in principle, be accounted for in order to calculate a crosstalk profile for any proposed event.

Adding terms for dark counts and optical crosstalk to the event likelihood gives the following:

L =
𝜈𝑛

𝑛!
𝑒−𝜈

𝑛∏
𝑖=1

1
𝜈

[
𝑅𝛼(𝑖)

1 − 𝜇𝛼(𝑖)
+

𝑁∑︁
𝑗=1

N𝑗

(
G𝛼(𝑖) (®𝑥 𝑗) F𝛼 (𝑡𝑖 − 𝑡 𝑗 − |®𝑥 𝑗 − ®𝑥𝛼(𝑖) |/𝑐𝑝) + C𝛼(𝑖)

(
𝑡𝑖; (®𝑥 𝑗 , 𝑡 𝑗)

) ) ]
.

(4.8)

The dark count time density, 𝑅𝛼(𝑖) , is equal to the constant DCR, accounting for the primary dark
counts caused by thermal emission in pixel 𝛼(𝑖) and contributions due to eXT from dark counts in
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all pixels (including second and higher order crosstalk from pixel 𝛼(𝑖)). The relationship between
dark counts and eXT is complicated and the calculation is not straightforward. Fortunately, 𝑅𝛼(𝑖)
can be measured directly from dark count data. The scaling factor 1

1−𝜇𝛼(𝑖)
is the mean of the Borel

distribution for iXT of pixel 𝛼(𝑖), which has a Borel parameter of 𝜇𝛼(𝑖) .
The term C𝛼(𝑖)

(
𝑡𝑖; (®𝑥 𝑗 , 𝑡 𝑗)

)
is the non-normalized time-density function for crosstalk in pixel

𝛼(𝑖), given a photon emitted isotropically from the 𝑗 𝑡ℎ interaction location ®𝑥 𝑗 at time 𝑡 𝑗 . This
function can be generated iteratively using the primary photon density, 𝑃(𝛼(𝑖), 𝑡𝑖; (®𝑥 𝑗 , 𝑡 𝑗)) =

G𝛼(𝑖) (®𝑥 𝑗) · F𝛼 (𝑡𝑖 − 𝑡 𝑗 − |®𝑥 𝑗 − ®𝑥𝛼(𝑖) |/𝑐𝑝) and a map of the pixel-to-pixel crosstalk probability, 𝑐𝛽𝛼,
which is defined as the probability that a crosstalk photon from a single photon detection in pixel 𝛽
will be detected in pixel 𝛼. The first order approximation of the crosstalk density profile is given
by a term for iXT, plus contributions for eXT from all other pixels:

C𝛼,1
(
𝑡; (®𝑥 𝑗 , 𝑡 𝑗)

)
= 𝜇𝛼𝑃

′(𝛼, 𝑡 − 𝑡𝑎; (®𝑥 𝑗 , 𝑡 𝑗)) +
∑︁
𝛽≠𝛼

𝑐𝛽𝛼𝑃
′(𝛽, 𝑡 − 𝑡𝑎 − |®𝑥𝛽 − ®𝑥𝛼 |/𝑐𝑝; (®𝑥 𝑗 , 𝑡 𝑗)), (4.9)

where 𝑡𝑎 is the avalanche development time and the prime on 𝑃′ indicates that 𝑃 must be convolved
with the SiPM time response. Higher order terms are then given by:

C𝛼,𝑚>1
(
𝑡; (®𝑥 𝑗 , 𝑡 𝑗)

)
= 𝜇𝛼C′

𝛼,𝑚−1
(
𝑡 − 𝑡𝑎; (®𝑥 𝑗 , 𝑡 𝑗)

)
+
∑︁
𝛽≠𝛼

𝑐𝛽𝛼C′
𝛽,𝑚−1

(
𝑡 − 𝑡𝑎 − |®𝑥𝛽 − ®𝑥𝛼 |/𝑐𝑝; (®𝑥 𝑗 , 𝑡 𝑗)

)
.

(4.10)
The expected number of detected photons in eq. (4.8) must now include contributions from

dark counts and crosstalk, as well as primary scintillation photons. In general, 𝜈 will take the form:

𝜈 =
∑︁
𝛼

𝑅𝛼𝑡𝑤 +
∑︁
𝑗

𝑛 𝑗

∑︁
𝛼

[
G𝛼 (®𝑥 𝑗) + 𝜇G𝛼 (®𝑥 𝑗) +

∑︁
𝛽≠𝛼

𝑐𝛽𝛼G𝛽 (®𝑥 𝑗) + ...

]
, (4.11)

where 𝑡𝑤 is the width of the trigger window. In the special case where all pixels have the same iXT
parameter (𝜇) and eXT parameter (𝑐), the expected number of detected photons will be given by:

𝜈 =
∑︁
𝛼

𝑅𝛼𝑡𝑤 + 1
1 − (𝜇 + 𝑐)

∑︁
𝑗

𝑛 𝑗Γ(®𝑥 𝑗) (4.12)

The likelihood model described in eq. (4.8) was tested using a simple Monte Carlo model of
a 1D system of two pixels, where pixel a is at 𝑥 = 0 cm, pixel b is at 𝑥 = 5 cm, and the simulated
source is at 𝑥 = 2 cm. The source generates a Poisson number of photons, with an average (𝜈) of
100 photons per event. The photons are emitted according to a double exponential time profile,
with the rise and fall times equal to datasheet values for EJ-204 (0.7 ns and 1.8 ns, respectively) [8].
We also simulate a 200 ps timing resolution and define the speed of light in the medium to be
30 cm/ns. We add an additional delay of 0.5 ns to the external crosstalk photons. We define a linear
light collection ratio so that each photon has a probability of 3/5 of being detected in pixel a and
a probability of 2/5 of being detected in pixel b. First, 5,000 events are simulated without dark
counts or crosstalk and reconstructed by maximizing the likelihood described in eq. (4.3). A second
data-set is generated by adding SiPM noise to the same 5,000 events. The SiPM noise is simulated
such that each pixel has an iXT parameter of 0.19, an eXT parameter of 0.25, and an expected 10
dark counts. This second data-set is reconstructed first using the ideal likelihood shown in eq. (4.3)
and then using the likelihood accounting for SiPM noise shown in eq. (4.8).
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Figure 8. Histograms of maximum-likelihood parameters for simulated event reconstruction in a 1D two-
pixel system as described in the text. The individual panels show the reconstructed values of the source
location (left), the pulse start time (middle), and the expected number of photons (right). The three histograms
in each panel show the cases of 5,000 simulations without SiPM-noise reconstructed using the ideal likelihood
model (black), 5,000 simulations with SiPM-noise reconstructed using the ideal likelihood model (red), and
5,000 simulations with SiPM-noise reconstructed using a likelihood model that accounts for SiPM-noise
(blue).

Table 1. Results table for the reconstruction of the two-pixel Monte Carlo model described in the text. We
list means and widths of the associated distributions shown in figure 8, along with their uncertainties.

Ideal MC SiPM MC SiPM MC
Ideal Recon. Ideal Recon. SiPM Recon.

Parameter Input mean width mean width mean width
Source Pos. 2 2.001 0.246 2.260 0.170 1.992 0.341

(cm) ±0.003 ±0.002 ±0.002 ±0.002 ±0.005 ±0.003
Pulse Time 10 10.011 0.096 10.057 0.167 10.009 0.132

(ns) ±0.001 ±0.001 ±0.002 ±0.002 ±0.002 ±0.001
𝜈 100 100.0 10.2 203.1 25.5 100.0 13.9

(photons) ±0.1 ±0.1 ±0.4 ±0.3 ±0.2 ±0.1

Histograms of the reconstructed parameters are shown in figure 8, and the results are listed
in table 1. For the ideal data-set, the reconstructed values of source position and 𝜈 are consistent
with the input values. There is an (11 ± 1) ps bias in the pulse start measurement. The origin of
this bias is unknown, but it is small compared to the simulated timing resolution of 200 ps. In the
SiPM-noise data-set, the parameters are all reconstructed with significant bias when using the ideal
likelihood. When the SiPM-noise data-set is reconstructed instead using the likelihood proposed
in eq. (4.8), the added bias is removed, and the reconstructed parameters are consistent with those
from the ideal data-set.

The likelihood model proposed in eq. (4.8) allows bias due to SiPM noise to be removed
from the reconstructed parameters. However, the resolution of the unbiased parameters will be
degraded versus the ideal case. The standard deviations of the distributions shown in figure 8 for
the parameters reconstructed using the corrected likelihood model are all increased by about 38%
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over the ideal data-set.

5 Single Photon Processing

Three digital signal processing (DSP) steps are applied to the raw waveforms to enable single-
photon analysis. The waveforms are first resampled to mask various pathologies of the SCEMAs
and to provide a trace with a uniform sampling period. A digital band-pass filter is applied to the
resampled waveforms to better isolate individual photon peaks. Finally, a peak-finding algorithm
is applied that yields the timing and amplitudes of all the photon peaks in the waveform.

There are several pathologies observed in the SCEMA output waveforms that must be removed
before performing any further DSP steps. The “raw” trace in figure 9 shows an example of the
unmasked output of the SCEMAs. The most obvious pathology is the large periodic spikes that
occur throughout the trace. These spikes likely stem from a hardware issue on the DRS4s as they are
always associated with specific DRS4 capacitors (or time bins). The indices of these capacitors are
always equal to 30 or 31, modulo 32. Another pathology in the SCEMA waveforms can be seen in
the final 20 ns of figure 9. The baseline near the end of the trigger window begins to trend upward,
and the noise increases dramatically. The time bins that exhibit these pathologies are masked from
the final waveform in software. The first 2 ns of each trace is also masked to prevent a similar
baseline issue that can occur at the beginning of the trigger window. The total size of the SCEMA
trigger window is about 220 ns, so after our cuts we are left with a 198 ns region which we resample
using linear interpolation to a uniform 0.2 ns sample period.

As shown in figure 9, single photon waveforms have tails that span tens of nanoseconds that can
affect measurement of the amplitude and timing of subsequent pulses. The band-pass Butterworth
filter from the scipy.signal package [23] is applied to the raw trace to help resolve individual
photon peaks. Optimization of the window was performed for a SiPM biased at 57 V, with an RF
amplifier bias of 9 V. The cutoff frequencies were selected by hand to minimize the width of a single
photon pulse, while maintaining a high signal-to-noise ratio. The frequency window 100 MHz to
600 MHz is selected, which yields a single-photon peak with full-width-half-max of about 2.6 ns
and a signal-to-noise ratio of about 21.

The peak-finding algorithm is applied to the resampled and band-pass filtered waveform. First,
a selection cut is made on waveform samples that are greater than a threshold of 1.5 AU (arbitrary
units corresponding to filtered millivolts), and the selected samples are iterated over. This threshold
is roughly five times the standard deviation of the baseline and one third of the single photon
amplitude. The time and amplitude of the maximum sample of each rising edge are defined as
the peak-sample values. All peaks are required to be separated by at least two samples (0.4 ns).
In addition to peak-sample information, polynomial fits are applied to calculate the peak time and
amplitude as is shown in figure 10. A quadratic equation is fit to the five nearest samples to
the peak-sample value, and the maximum value of the best fit quadratic is taken as the peak-fit
amplitude. A linear fit is then applied to four samples along the rising edge of the peak. The time
at which this line crosses 50 % of the peak-fit amplitude is taken to be the peak-fit time.

The DSP chain described above is validated using data taken with a Photek LPG-405 pulsed
laser [18] incident on a SiPM biased at 57 V with an RF amplifier bias of 9 V. The laser is
attenuated using neutral density filters such that fewer than one photon per pulse is expected to

– 14 –



0 50 100 150 200
time (ns)

5

0

5

10

15

20
am

pl
itu

de
 (m

V)

raw
resampled
bandpass filter
peak finder

Figure 9. Example of the pulse processing performed on the single photon pulses. The black curve shows
the digitized output of a SCEMA prior to any pulse processing. The red dashed line shows the same trace
after the 32-bin spikes are removed and the timing has been resampled to a uniform rate of 5 GHz. The blue
dot-dashed curve shows the output of a band pass filter applied to the resampled trace. The green markers
show the amplitude and locations of the peak-finder output.

be detected while maintaining a high rate compared to dark counts. The laser pulse has a quoted
width of 75 ps FWHM. For this test, the SiPM timing is aligned to the sync pulse from the laser.
In addition to the peak-sample values and peak-fit values, peak-template values are extracted using
a template fitting method. The template used in this method is taken from the central band of
many single-photon waveforms. The waveforms are first aligned such that the peak-sample times
for each waveform is equal to 0 ns. The samples from all the waveforms are combined to give the
two-dimensional (time-vs-amplitude) single-photon waveform distribution. A preliminary single-
photon template is measured by binning this distribution in time and calculating the central value
in each time bin. The preliminary template is fit to each of the single-photon waveforms, floating
the time-offset and amplitude of the template. The time axis for each waveform is re-aligned such
that the best-fit times are equal to 0 ns. The template measurement is repeated on the re-aligned set
of waveforms to give the final single-photon template. The final template is fit to all of the peaks in
a data-set by floating the amplitude and time offset, yielding the template-fit amplitudes and times.
This method utilizes all of the samples in the waveform to measure amplitude and timing and so will
minimize statistical uncertainty in the amplitude and time values, assuming a consistent waveform
shape.

The laser used is known to produce two prominent peaks in the arrival-time distribution
separated by several hundred picoseconds, so the sum of two Gaussian functions is fit to the
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Figure 10. Example of the peak analysis performed on the SiPM pulses. The black dotted line shows the
bandpass-filtered trace. The red line is fit to the rising edge of the pulse, and the peak-fit time is taken to be
the time at which this line crosses 50 % of the peak-fit amplitude. The blue line show a quadratic fit to the
top of the pulse. The peak-fit amplitude is taken to be the maximum value of the quadratic function. The
black square shows the time and amplitude of the maximum sample in the pulse (i.e. the peak-sample time
and amplitude).

measured spectra. Both Gaussian functions in each fit are required to have the same width. The best
fit Gaussian standard deviations are shown in figure 11. The peak-sample timing yields the broadest
spectrum at (184 ± 6) ps. The polynomial and template fits each yield spectra with comparable
widths at (128 ± 4) ps and (121 ± 3) ps, respectively. The template-fitting method takes about an
order of magnitude more computing time to complete than the polynomial peak-fitting method,
with minimal improvement to the timing resolution.

The trigger time is measured using a linear fit to the rising edge of the digitized trigger pulse,
and its contribution to the measured 1-𝜎 photon timing resolution is expected to be (25 ± 11) ps.
The expected contribution to timing resolution due to the DSP and analysis is shown in figure 12.
These contributions are estimated using a Monte-Carlo method in which simulated single photons
are injected into SCEMA traces that have no peaks. The DSP steps described above are applied
to the simulated photons, and the difference between the known photon time and the measured
photon time is shown in figure 12. The peak-sample analysis is expected to contribute about 132 ps,
the polynomial fitting method will contribute about 65 ps, and the template fitting method will
contribute about 45 ps. The remaining width of the timing spectra is due to the inherent single-
photon timing resolution (SPTR) of the SiPMs and readout circuitry. If we assume that these
contributions are uncorrelated or normally distributed, we calculate an inferred SPTR of about
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Figure 11. Histograms (black lines) of the measured arrival times of photons using three different analysis
methods. The photons are from a Photek LPG-405 pulsed laser, and the time is measured relative to the laser
sync pulse. The fitting model (red lines) used is the sum of two Gaussian functions. The left hand plot shows
arrival times taken simply from the time of the max sample in the peak (peak-sample times). The middle
plot shows arrival times measured from linear fit to the rising edge of the peak (peak-fit). The right hand plot
shows arrival times measured using a template-fitting method described in the text.

105 ns using the template-fitting analysis, which is in line with what was measured in [11].

6 Dark Count Analysis

Event reconstruction through maximization of the likelihood function in eq. (4.8) requires knowledge
of several detector-dependent parameters. Ideally, these parameters would all be measured directly
using calibration data. The parameters are listed in Appendix A, along with their descriptions and
how they will be characterized. The pulse height spectrum from a set of dark count data taken over
a three-day period is used to calculate the single photon pulse-height, as well as the Borel parameter
for iXT. This data-set was triggered using random triggers from a DG535 so that the timing of
the eight SCEMAs could be aligned, thus allowing time-correlation analysis of dark counts across
channels. The time-correlation analysis allows for in-situ validation of the timing resolution, as
well as direct measurement of the pixel-to-pixel eXT probability.

The single photon processing as described in section 5 is applied to the dark count data-set
described above. The resulting list of peak amplitudes gives the single-photon pulse-height spectrum
(PHS). The PHS for each pixel is fit according to eq. (3.3) to measure the average single-electron
pulse height (𝑥𝑔), the width due to electronic noise (𝜎𝑒), and the width due to avalanche fluctuations
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Figure 12. Measured time vs input time for simulated pulses. The pulse shape used in the simulation is
measured from single-photon pulses in the data. The arrival times are measured using the maximum sample
time (black), a linear fit to the rising edge (red), and a template fitting method (blue).
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Figure 13. Fits to the pulse-height spectra measured from the dark count data-set for all channels on
SCEMA board 0. The fitting model is described in section 3. The gain has units of filtered-mV per photon,
the crosstalk parameter is unitless, and the dark count rate has units of MHz.
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Figure 14. Average single-electron pulse height in millivolts for each SiPM channel. The fitting uncertainty
is shown in parentheses. Channel 86 is non-functional as indicated by a 0 result.

(𝜎𝑎). As an example, the fits for each SiPM channel on SCEMA board 0 are shown in figure 13.
Fits for the remaining boards are shown in Appendix B.

The total DCR for a given pixel, accounting for eXT, is equal to the total number of peaks over
a threshold of 3.5 mV, divided by the live time. In this case, each of the 130,000 trigger windows
has a live time of 198 ns, giving a total live time of 25.7 ms.

The Borel parameter for iXT is also measured from the PHS fits, but is not used here. Instead,
the iXT probability is defined as the probability that a single photon pulse will have an avalanche
multiplicity of at least 2 (𝑃𝑖𝑋𝑇 ≡ 𝑁𝑀≥2/𝑁𝑡𝑜𝑡 ). The number of photon pulses with a multiplicity
of at least 2 (𝑁𝑀≥2) is calculated by counting the number of peaks with amplitudes greater than
𝑥0 + 1.5 · 𝑥𝑔. This value is then divided by the total number of peaks (𝑁𝑡𝑜𝑡 ) in the channel to
give 𝑃𝑖𝑋𝑇 .

The results from the PHS fits are arranged into heat-maps and shown in Figures 14, 15, 16,
and 17. The SiPM channel assignments are the same as those shown in figure 4. There are 2
out of the 128 channels that are found to be either non-functional or semi-functional. Channel 48
functions normally for about half of the files but is non-functional in the other half, and channel 86
is entirely non-functional.

The average single-electron sizes (𝑥𝑔) for each pixel are shown in figure 14, and the single
electron widths (

√︁
𝜎2
𝑎 + 𝜎2

𝑒 ) are shown in figure 15. There is a significant amount of variation in the
gains, which is likely dominated by the nonuniform breakdown voltages across the SiPM channels.
The average gain is 5.3 mV, with a standard deviation between the channels of 0.4 mV. There is no
clear geometry dependence to the gain variation that would indicate a problem with the front-end
or SCEMA circuits.

The best-fit single electron widths show a clear geometry dependence. SiPMs read out by
channels 8 and 16 on each SCEMA measure single-electron widths up to two times larger than the
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Figure 15. Average single-electron width in microvolts for each SiPM channel. The fitting uncertainty is
shown in parentheses. Channel 86 is non-functional as indicated by a 0 result.
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Figure 16. The measured dark count rate in MHz for each SiPM channel. The uncertainty due to Poisson
counting is shown in parentheses. Channel 86 is non-functional as indicated by a 0 result.

other channels. Typical channels have an average single-electron width of 379 𝜇V, with a standard
deviation of 5 % between channels. The high-width channels have an average single-electron width
of 607 𝜇V, with a standard deviation of 12 %. This effect also causes our fitting model to fail by
forcing 𝜎𝑒 = 0 mV in most of the affected channels. We are unsure what is causing these channels
to behave differently. There are no obvious irregularities in the associated traces on the front-end
boards or the SCEMA boards.

The single-electron widths shown in figure 15 are measured using the full data-set, which
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Figure 17. The measured iXT, in units of percent, for each SiPM channel. The uncertainty due to Poisson
counting is shown in parentheses. Channel 86 is non-functional as indicated by a 0 result.

contains about 13 hours of data taken over a 3 day period. In figure 18, these are compared to
widths measured using data from a single file, which contains about 30 minutes of data. Comparing
the widths of the full data-set peaks to the single-file peaks gives a measure of how much gain
drift affects the final amplitude resolution. Excluding the channels with elevated widths, the
average peak-width for the full data-set is 0.369 AU with a standard deviation of 0.019 AU, and the
average peak-with for the single-file selection is 0.321 AU with a standard deviation of 0.016 AU.
The average measured difference of 0.048 AU is larger than the average combined fitting error of
0.029 AU, and indicates about a 15 % increase over the single-file subset.

The measured DCR in MHz and Poisson counting uncertainty for each SiPM is shown in
figure 16. The threshold of 3.5 mV is 4.7𝜎 below the single-photon peak for a typical SiPM, so
there will be negligible loss in dark counts due to thresholding. SiPMs on SCEMA channels 8
and 16 have slightly higher leakage due to their wider single electron peaks. The maximum loss in
dark counts due to thresholding is expected to be 4 %. The DCR per channel ranges from 2.6 MHz
to 11.7 MHz, with an average value of 4.3 MHz and standard deviation of 1.5 MHz. The measured
iXT parameters, along with uncertainty due to Poisson counting, are shown in figure 17.

The SiPMs located at the +𝑦 edge of the detector have elevated DCR and iXT. This is likely, in
part, due to the SiPM array overhanging the scintillator, leaving some SiPM active area exposed to
the air. This overhang would cause elevated DCR in two ways. First, the overhanging SiPM surface
would be exposed to any light leakage into the dark box. Second, the lack of index-matching on the
overhanging surface could increase reflections, redirecting some eXT photons back into the primary
pixel [20]. Some of these photons would cause prompt signals, increasing the measured iXT, and
some would cause delayed signals, increasing the measured DCR. There is not a similar effect seen
in the −𝑦 edge although it has a similar overhang as the +𝑦 edge. This difference could point to
non-uniformity in how the optical interface pad is seated to the SiPM array, although we were not
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Figure 18. Measured width of the single photon peaks for all SiPM channels. The black circles show the
width measured from a single file, containing data from a roughly 30 minute run. The red squares show
measurements using the full data-set, which contains about 13 hours of data taken over a 3 day period. The
error bars indicate the fitting uncertainty for each value.

able to confirm this after visual inspection. This effect was not anticipated prior to assembly, and we
do not have a complete understanding of its origin. This unpredictability illustrates the importance
of the in-situ characterization described in this section.

We observe increased DCR in the +𝑥 edge of the left array and the −𝑥 edge of the right array
in figure 16. We believe that this effect is due to peculiarities in the circuit design because it was
observed in testing of the SiPM arrays prior to assembly. These pixels are not expected to have
significant overhang, and the iXT in these SiPMs is not elevated, indicating that the elevated DCR
in these channels may be caused by a different effect than the SiPMs at the +𝑦 edge.

7 Time-Correlation Analysis

Thermal emission in SiPMs is typically understood to be an exponential process, which is uncorre-
lated in time [10]. Any measured time coincidence in the dark count data set described in section 6 is
therefore taken to be due to systematic correlation effects. The dominant source of time correlation
between SiPMs is expected to be eXT. Other expected sources are electrical crosstalk and external
coincidence such as light leakage and background scintillation. Electrical crosstalk in the SiPM
arrays has been measured to be <5 % between adjacent channels and <0.1 % between all other
channel pairs. Single-photon signals are therefore not expected to produce measurable electrical
crosstalk. The SiPMs are well isolated from external light sources, as described in section 2, so light
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leakage should be rare. Any external photons that do reach the SiPMs will not be time-correlated
on the nanosecond scale and so can be treated the same as thermal emission for the purpose of this
analysis. We do not expect any large background scintillation signals within the 25.7 ms live-time
of our dark count data set, and we do not observe signs of significant scintillation in the measured
pulse-area histogram. To be safe, we do not include in the time-correlation analysis any events with
a pulse-area summed across all 128 channels greater than 200 times the single-photon area.

Time coincidence between channels 𝑎 and 𝑏 for each event, 𝑛, is investigated using the difference
between each 𝑖th peak time in channel 𝑎 (𝑡𝑛,𝑎,𝑖) and each 𝑗 th peak time in channel 𝑏 (𝑡𝑛,𝑏, 𝑗). We
measure the accidental coincidence baseline by comparing times from mismatched events using
𝑡𝑛,𝑎,𝑖 and 𝑡𝑛−1,𝑏, 𝑗 . These accidental coincidence histograms (𝐻shuffled(Δ𝑡; [𝑎, 𝑏])) are referred to as
“shuffled”, as opposed to the “matched” histograms (𝐻matched(Δ𝑡; [𝑎, 𝑏])) that contain correlated
coincidence. We require that 𝑎 is less than 𝑏 to avoid double counting. The matched and shuffled
time differences are stored in histograms with bin size of 100 ps. If there are two nearby peaks in
the same channel, an external coincidence from one peak may appear to also be coincident to the
other peak, and that single coincidence may be double-counted. To avoid this mismatch between
nearby peaks, we disregard any event 𝑛 for which the minimum distance between peaks within
channel 𝑎, channel 𝑏, or channel 𝑏, event 𝑛 − 1 is less than 8 ns. We have found that the additional
single-electron width in SiPMs read out by channels 8 and 16 on the SCEMAs worsens the timing
resolution for those SiPMs such that this analysis is not useful. These channels are therefore not
included in the eXT analysis.

The preliminary data shown in figure 7 predicts a total eXT probability of 25 %. Accounting
for solid angle, this would lead to a naive channel-to-channel eXT probability of 0.06 % in pixels
directly opposite each other. Given the average DCR of 4.3 MHz, the predicted number of eXT
photons emitted from channel 𝑎 and detected in channel 𝑏 is 63. This number is too small to be
useful in characterizing the timing or quantity of eXT. In order to bolster our statistics, we take the
average probability histogram of all the channels on selected DRS4 chips. There are two DRS4
chips on each SCEMA that each read out a 2 × 4 section of the 2 × 8 array. These groups of
2× 4 SiPMs are ideal for summing together because they are compact in geometry and should have
identical timing. The DRS4 chip number is equal to:

chip # = Floor(channel #/9), (7.1)

using the channel number mapping as shown in figure 4.
Examples of the resulting channel-level and chip-level histograms are shown in figure 19. The

matched histogram for coincidence from channel 1 to channel 73 has no clear excess above the
shuffled histogram. When the histograms for the rest of the channels on chip 0 and chip 8 are
summed together, there are two peaks that emerge. These peaks are approximately symmetrical
around zero and are taken to be the “forward” and “backward” eXT peaks. The peak towards
negative time differences represents “backward” eXT, which is emitted from SiPMs on chip 8 and
detected by SiPMs on chip 0, and the peak at positive time differences represents “forward” eXT,
which is emitted from SiPMs on chip 0 and detected by SiPMs on chip 8. This convention comes
from the requirement that channel 𝑎 is less than channel 𝑏.

The shuffled histograms are smoothed using a 2 ns Gaussian kernel as is shown in figure 19 to
reduce the noise in our baseline calculation and are then subtracted from the matched histograms.
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Figure 19. (Top) Example histogram of the peak time differences between channels 1 and 73. The matched
(black) and shuffled (red) histograms are described in the text. The blue trace is result of smoothing the
shuffled histogram with a 2 ns Gaussian kernel. (Bottom) Summed histogram for all channel pairs with
channel 𝑎 on DRS4 chip number 0 and channel 𝑏 on DRS4 chip number 8.

The resulting baseline-subtracted histograms should only contain external crosstalk. For a single
pair of channels, (𝑎, 𝑏), the time-dependent eXT probability density is defined as:

𝑝eXT(Δ𝑡; [𝑎, 𝑏]) = (𝐻matched(Δ𝑡; [𝑎, 𝑏]) − smooth(𝐻shuffled(Δ𝑡; [𝑎, 𝑏]))) /𝑁𝑎, (7.2)

where 𝑁𝑎 is the total number of peaks from channel 𝑎 used to generate the Δ𝑡 histograms. This
formulation for 𝑝eXT(Δ𝑡; [𝑎, 𝑏]) is only valid for forward eXT, since 𝑁𝑎 is used as the normalization.
For channel pairs [𝑏, 𝑎], where 𝑏 > 𝑎, the shuffled and matched histograms are first flipped around
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Δ𝑡 = 0:

𝑝eXT(Δ𝑡; [𝑏, 𝑎]) = (𝐻matched(−Δ𝑡; [𝑎, 𝑏]) − smooth(𝐻shuffled(−Δ𝑡; [𝑎, 𝑏]))) /𝑁𝑏 . (7.3)

Figure 20 shows examples of the average probability density for all channel-pairs, [𝑎, 𝑏] with
channel 𝑎 on chip 𝐴 and channel 𝑏 on chip 𝐵. The chip pairs {𝐴, 𝐵} shown in figure 20 are {0, 0},
{0, 8}, and {0, 9}. Forward and backward eXT peaks are clearly visible in all of these chip pairs.
We find the area and position of these peaks by fitting the sum of two Gaussian functions to the
measured spectrum:

𝑦 =
𝐴1√

2𝜋𝜎2
𝑒−(𝑡−(𝑡0−𝑑𝑡 ) )2/(2𝜎2 ) + 𝐴2√

2𝜋𝜎2
𝑒−(𝑡−(𝑡0+𝑑𝑡 ) )2/(2𝜎2 ) (7.4)

The fitting parameters 𝐴1 and 𝐴2 correspond to the areas of the backward and forward eXT peaks,
respectively. The parameter 𝐴2 is defined as the measured total forward eXT probability, 𝑃eXT, [𝑎,𝑏] .
The parameter 𝐴1 is related to the total backward eXT probability, but is not properly normalized.
The two peaks are forced to share a width, 𝜎, which has contributions from single-photon timing
resolution, variations in the emission times of eXT photons, and variation in photon travel time
between the various channel pairs. If the digitizer clocks are properly aligned, the central time,
𝑡0, should be 0 ns. The fitting parameter 𝑑𝑡 corresponds to the average time between the primary
photon being detected in channel 𝑎 and the eXT photon being detected in channel 𝑏.

We find that, for even-to-odd chip pairs, 𝑡0 is offset by more than −1 ns, and for odd-to-even
chip pairs, it is offset by more than 1 ns. This cannot be physical, because it would require that the
eXT photon arrived at the secondary pixel before the primary photon was detected. We believe this
offset is due to a misalignment between the clocks on the two DRS4 chips on each SCEMA. We
measure 𝑡0 for each chip pair {3, 𝐵}, for 𝐵 = (8 : 15), and {𝐴, 10}, for 𝐴 = (0 : 7). The time-axis of
the histograms are then adjusted such that chips (0 : 7) are aligned with chip 10, and chips (8 : 15)
are aligned with chip 3. Chip 10 is made to align with chip 3, so that all chips should share a
common alignment. For each chip pair, we are left with a realignment value, Δ𝑡0,{𝐴,𝐵} . The set of
time-separation values, Δ𝑡, corresponding to the binning used to create the coincidence histograms
is transformed according to:

𝑝eXT(Δ𝑡; [𝑎, 𝑏]) → 𝑝eXT(Δ𝑡 − Δ𝑡0,{𝐴,𝐵} ; [𝑎, 𝑏]) (7.5)

The left-hand column of figure 20 shows examples the average 𝑝eXT for several chip pairs prior to
this adjustment, and the right-hand column shows the result of the alignment.

The average 𝑝eXT(Δ𝑡 −Δ𝑡0,{𝐴,𝐵} ; [𝑎, 𝑏]) and 𝑝eXT, [𝑎,𝑏] is calculated for all chip-pairs, {𝐴, 𝐵}
such that 𝐴 and 𝐵 are on opposite sides of the detector. In figure 21, the average 𝑝eXT between these
chips is plotted against the average geometric efficiency between SiPMs. Since eXT photons are
emitted away from the primary SiPM and into the detector volume, we define the angular efficiency
to be equal to the solid angle divided by 2𝜋. Figure 21 shows that the eXT probability increases
with solid angle as expected, but the relationship is not one of pure proportionality. We do not find
a significant difference between forward and backward eXT. The best fit line has a zero-crossing
well before the geometric efficiency drops to zero. This suggests an angular dependence to either
the eXT photon emission, the SiPM PDE, or both. We calculate an average effective total eXT
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Figure 20. Examples of average time-dependent channel-to-channel eXT probability density for chips (0,
0), chips (0,8), and chips (0,9). The probability density is in units of eXT photons per ns per 1,000 primary
photons. Optimizations of the fitting model described in eq. (7.4) are shown in red. The optimized parameters
and fitting uncertainties are reported in the text boxes. The left-hand column shows the histograms with
raw times, and the right hand column shows the histograms after accounting for offsets in intra-board DRS4
timing as described in the text.

probability by tiling a plane with SiPM-sized squares and summing the eXT probability for each
square given its solid angle. These probabilities, 𝑝, are calculated using the black dashed line
in Figure 21, where the condition 𝑝 ≥ 0 is enforced. We find the average effective total eXT
probability is approximately 22 %.

Figure 22 shows the optimized 𝑑𝑡 for all opposite-array chip-pairs, plotted against the average
SiPM separation. A linear fit to these data shows good agreement with a slope equal to the speed of
light in EJ-204 (190 mm/ns). These fits also suggest that even at a SiPM separation of 0 cm, there
will be about a 0.5 ns delay between the primary photon detection, and the eXT photon detection.
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Figure 21. Average eXT probability as a function of solid angle efficiency for all chip pairs in which chip
A and chip B are in opposite planes. The data contains both forward and backward channel pairs. The solid
red line shows a linear fit where the x-intercept is defined to be 0, as would be expected if both the PDE and
emission of eXT photons were isotropic. The dashed line shows a linear fit that allows the zero-crossing to
float. The upper limit of the x-scale is set to be equal to the angular efficiency of a pair of SiPMs directly
opposite each other, which is the maximum possible angular efficiency.

It is not clear what causes this zero-separation delay.
We use the optimized 𝜎 values for all opposite-array chip-pairs to constrain the in-situ timing

resolution of the SiPMs. These widths range from (277 ± 11) ps to (354 ± 49) ps, with an average
value of (307±2) ps. It is not clear exactly how these widths relate to the SPTR of the SiPMs. There
will be contributions to 𝜎 from the uncertainty in the primary photon detection time, the uncertainty
in the emission time of the eXT photon, differences in path length between the various SiPMs in
the chip-pair, and the uncertainty in the eXT photon detection time. We obtain an approximate
upper limit on photon time uncertainty by assuming that 𝜎 is dominated by the SPTR of the photon
detections and that SPTR for the primary and eXT photons are identical. Under these assumptions,
we find that the upper limit of the photon time uncertainty for SiPMs in the detector is (250±35) ps.

The eXT between SiPMs on the same side of the detector is expected to be small, since there is
no direct path for eXT photons. Any photons exchanged between these channels must go through
at least one reflection, so eXT will be suppressed. The intra-array eXT is typically too small
to be calculated using the chip-to-chip method described above. Instead, we take the average of
𝑝eXT(Δ𝑡; [𝑎, 𝑏]) for each channel 𝑎 in one of the 8×8 arrays to each channel 𝑏 > 𝑎 in the same 8×8
array. The individual normalization for 𝑝eXT(Δ𝑡; [𝑎, 𝑏]) is modified so that negative time bins are
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Figure 22. Best fit time offset as a function of average pixel separation for all chip pairs in which chip A
and chip B are in opposite planes. The solid red line shows a linear fit where both the slope and intercept are
allowed to vary. The slopes are reported in units of mm/ns.

divided by 𝑁𝑏, and positive time bins are divided by 𝑁𝑎. The average channel-to-channel probability
for intra-array eXT is (0.033 ± 0.001) % for the array located at z = 25 mm and (0.029 ± 0.001) %
for the array located at z = −25 mm.

There are several individual channel pairs with eXT probability greater than 1 %, as is shown
in figure 23. These pairs are all nearest neighbors and are on the edge of the scintillator. This may
indicate bubbles in the optical coupling layer that create a reflection path for eXT photons to be
exchanged.

For each SiPM channel, 𝑎, in the detector, we calculate the total probability that an eXT
photon generated in channel 𝑎 will be detected in any other channel. This channel-to-all eXT
probability density is calculated by summing together 𝑝eXT(Δ𝑡 − Δ𝑡0,{𝐴,𝐵} ; [𝑎, 𝑏]) for all 𝑏 ≠ 𝑎.
Each chip-pair will have a different Δ𝑡0,{𝐴,𝐵} so effectively has a different set of sample times
for time-separation. The channel-to-all probabilities are calculated over multiple DRS chip-pairs,
so the measured values of 𝑝eXT(Δ𝑡 − Δ𝑡0,{𝐴,𝐵} ; [𝑎, 𝑏]) are passed through linear interpolation to
produce a new set of probability densities (𝑝eXT(Δ𝑡; [𝑎, 𝑏])) that are evaluated at the original values
of Δ𝑡. We sum together 𝑝eXT(Δ𝑡; [𝑎, 𝑏]) for all 𝑏 ≠ 𝑎 to calculate the channel-to-all probability
density:

𝑝eXT,all(Δ𝑡; 𝑎) =
∑︁
𝑏≠𝑎

𝑝eXT(Δ𝑡; [𝑎, 𝑏]) (7.6)
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Figure 23. Channel-pairs, [𝑎, 𝑏], for which individual eXT probability is greater than 1 %. The probability
at negative times is normalized to 𝑁𝑏, and the probability at positive times is normalized to 𝑁𝑎. This means
that both the forward and backward probability peaks are correctly normalized. The red curves show the
optimizations for eq. (7.4).

An example of 𝑝eXT,all(Δ𝑡; 𝑎) for 𝑎 = 1 is shown in figure 24. A double-Gaussian fitting model
similar to eq. (7.4) is again applied. The equation is adjusted such that the widths and locations of
the two Gaussians are floated independently. The area of the second peak is reported as the summed
channel-to-all eXT probability (𝑃eXT,all(𝑎)).

Figure 25 shows the measurements of 𝑃eXT,all(𝑎) for all SiPM channels in the detector. As
noted above, channels 8 and 16 are on each SCEMA are not included in the analysis. The SiPM
channels located near the edge of the detector tend to have the smallest 𝑃eXT,all. This is expected
from solid angle considerations since they are nearest to the black-painted sides of the scintillator.
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Figure 25. The summed channel-to-all eXT for each SiPM channel. Channel mapping is shown in figure 4.
Channels 8 and 16 are on each SCEMA are not included in the analysis. Channel 86 is non-functional.
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8 Summary

We report on the design and commissioning of a prototype monolithic kinematic neutron imaging
detector. This prototype employs a single monolithic volume of EJ-204 fast plastic scintillator
coupled to Hamamatsu S13360-6075PE MPPCs (SiPMs) in place of more traditional photon
detectors such as PMTs. These SiPMs are mounted on and read out using analog electronics
that are optimized for the measurement of single photons and reduction of electronic crosstalk.
The signals are digitized at approximately 5 GHz using custom-built electronics boards that employ
switched capacitor array waveform sampling provided by DRS4 chips.

The impact on event reconstruction due to optical crosstalk and dark counts from the SiPMs is
described and evaluated in section 4. An updated likelihood model is presented that accounts for
these effects. We test this likelihood model using a simple Monte-Carlo simulation and find that it is
able to reconstruct unbiased event parameters. This model still needs to be exercised and validated
on single-site scintillation data before it is employed for multi-site events and image reconstruction.

In section 5, we describe a method of single-photon analysis capable of measuring photon
arrival times with a maximum precision of (121± 3) ps by employing a template-fitting method on
data taken using a Photek LPG-405 fast-pulsed laser. A faster analysis that uses a linear fit to the
rising edge is found to have a slightly worse precision of (128 ± 4) ps.

In section 6, we measure the single-electron response pulse-height spectrum for each of the
128 SiPM channels from dark counts. We apply a fitting model to the pulse-height spectrum to
calculate the DCR, iXT, single-electron gain, and single electron width for all 128 SiPMs without
the need for external calibration. These dark count calibration measurements revealed several
position-dependent effects that were not anticipated prior to assembly. In particular, we observe
elevated DCR and iXT in SiPMs at the +y edge of the detector. This effect was was not observed
in testing prior to assembly, and we do not have a complete understanding of its origin. We also
measure the effect of temperature on the predicted gain resolution by comparing the variations in a
subset of the data to the variations in the entire data-set. These effects will impact the accuracy of
the likelihood reconstruction described in section 4, so it is important to perform these real-time,
in-situ calibrations.

Finally, we perform a time-correlation analysis to measure the probability and time profile of
the eXT photons exchanged between SiPM channels in section 7. Using this analysis, we confirm
a single-photon time precision of less than (250 ± 34) ps in the assembled detector. We also find a
misalignment between the DRS4 clocks and correct for it using the measured time correlations. We
find an unexplained delay in the eXT of, on average, (460 ± 30) ps at 0 mm SiPM separation. This
delay may be due to the finite difference between photon incidence time and the time of maximum
avalanche current within the SiPMs, but further investigation is required. This delay is equivalent to
the 𝑡𝑎 shown in equations 4.9 and 4.10 and is important to characterize in order to produce unbiased
event reconstruction.
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A Characterization Parameters

In this appendix, we list all of the parameters required for the likelihood analysis described in
section 4. We also describe the method of characterization for each parameter.

Table 2. List of detector parameters required for event reconstruction.
Parameter Description Measurement
G𝛼 (®𝑥) Geometric efficiency of a photon

generated isotropically at position ®𝑥
to be detected in pixel 𝛼.

Can be approximated using eq. (4.5), but
this ignores several effects such as reflec-
tions. Can also be measured directly.

Ω𝛼 (®𝑥) Solid angle subtended by pixel 𝛼

from position ®𝑥. Needed to calcu-
late G𝛼 (®𝑥) (eq. (4.5)).

Calculated analytically.

𝑃𝐷𝐸𝛼 Photon detection efficiency for
pixel 𝛼. Needed to calculate G𝛼 (®𝑥)
(eq. (4.5)).

Ideally measured in-situ using a calibrated
light source. Can be approximated using
datasheet.

𝜆 Photon attenuation length. Needed
to calculate G𝛼 (®𝑥) (eq. (4.5)).

Taken from scintillator datasheet.

F𝛼 (𝑡) Photon time distribution for scintilla-
tor emission, convolved with pixel 𝛼
time response.

Primary emission taken from datasheet or
measured using a separate test stand.

𝑅𝛼 Total dark count rate in pixel 𝛼. Ac-
counts for contributions from exter-
nal crosstalk.

Measured directly from dark counts. Equal
to the number of peaks in a dark count
data-set, divided by the data-set time as
described in section 6.

𝜇𝛼 Borel parameter for internal
crosstalk in pixel 𝛼.

Taken from the single-photon pulse-height
spectrum measured from dark counts as
described in section 6.

𝑥𝑔,𝛼 Average pulse-height of a single pho-
ton in pixel 𝛼.

Measured using dark count pulse-height
spectrum as described in section 6.

𝑐𝛽𝛼 Pixel-to-pixel external crosstalk.
Probability that a crosstalk photon
from a single-photon pulse in pixel 𝛽
will be detected in pixel 𝛼.

Measured in-situ in the final detector as-
sembly using time-correlations of dark
counts as described in section 7.

𝑡𝑎 Avalanche delay. Average time be-
tween photon incidence and emis-
sion time for external crosstalk.

Measured from time-correlations of dark
counts as described in section 7.

𝐴𝑠𝑝,𝛼 Average pulse-area of a single pho-
ton.

Measured in-situ using data-set under in-
vestigation. Photon peaks are clearly dis-
tinguishable in scintillation data.
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B Dark Count Spectrum Fits

In this appendix we include figures displaying fits to the dark count spectra observed by the SiPMs
on SCEMA boards 1–8, as shown for board 0 in figure 13 (section 6).
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Figure 26. Fits to the pulse-height spectra measured from the dark count data-set for all channels on
SCEMA board 1. The fitting model is described in section 3. The gain has units of filtered-mV per photon,
the crosstalk parameter is unitless, and the dark count rate has units of MHz.
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Figure 27. Fits to the pulse-height spectra measured from the dark count data-set for all channels on
SCEMA board 2. The fitting model is described in section 3. The gain has units of filtered-mV per photon,
the crosstalk parameter is unitless, and the dark count rate has units of MHz. Channel 48 is semi-functional
and shows an artificially low DCR.
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Figure 28. Fits to the pulse-height spectra measured from the dark count data-set for all channels on
SCEMA board 3. The fitting model is described in section 3. The gain has units of filtered-mV per photon,
the crosstalk parameter is unitless, and the dark count rate has units of MHz.
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Figure 29. Fits to the pulse-height spectra measured from the dark count data-set for all channels on
SCEMA board 4. The fitting model is described in section 3. The gain has units of filtered-mV per photon,
the crosstalk parameter is unitless, and the dark count rate has units of MHz. Channel 86 is non-functional.
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Figure 30. Fits to the pulse-height spectra measured from the dark count data-set for all channels on
SCEMA board 5. The fitting model is described in section 3. The gain has units of filtered-mV per photon,
the crosstalk parameter is unitless, and the dark count rate has units of MHz.
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Figure 31. Fits to the pulse-height spectra measured from the dark count data-set for all channels on
SCEMA board 6. The fitting model is described in section 3. The gain has units of filtered-mV per photon,
the crosstalk parameter is unitless, and the dark count rate has units of MHz.
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Figure 32. Fits to the pulse-height spectra measured from the dark count data-set for all channels on
SCEMA board 7. The fitting model is described in section 3. The gain has units of filtered-mV per photon,
the crosstalk parameter is unitless, and the dark count rate has units of MHz.
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