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Abstract. The amplitude, polarization, frequency spectrum and energy fluence carried by
the electric field at a given measurement position are the key parameters for retrieving
information from radio signals generated by extensive air showers. Accurate reconstruction of
the electric field from the signals recorded by the antennas is therefore essential for the radio
detection technique. Conventional reconstruction methods primarily focus on electric field
reconstruction for antennas with two horizontal polarizations. In this paper, we introduce an
analytical least-squares (χ2) reconstruction method that operates with both two and three
polarizations, providing the reconstructed electric field at each antenna. This solution has
been verified for simple and realistic antenna responses, with a particular focus on inclined air
showers. Our method achieves an accuracy better than 4% in determining the Hilbert peak
amplitude of the electric field and better than 6% accuracy on the estimation of the energy
fluence, with minimal bias. Additionally, this was found to be reliable for almost any arrival
directions, and the direction dependence has been investigated. This work also demonstrates
that incorporating vertically polarized antennas enhances the precision of reconstruction,
leading to a more accurate and reliable electric field estimation for inclined air showers.
Consequently, the method enhances our ability to extract information about cosmic rays
from the detected signals in current and future experiments.
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1 Introduction

Cosmic rays with energies ranging from approximately 100 PeV to a few EeV mark a crucial
transition in the energy spectrum, connecting Galactic and extragalactic origins. The “knee”
at around 4 PeV likely reflects the rigidity-dependent cutoff of Galactic accelerators, while
the “ankle” near 1 EeV signifies the increasing dominance of extragalactic sources. When
the energy exceeds 1 EeV, it is called Ultra-high-energy cosmic rays (UHECRs). These
particles possess energies beyond what laboratory accelerators can achieve, offering a unique
opportunity to explore fundamental physics. Understanding cosmic ray composition and
spectrum in this range provides insights into the mechanisms behind their acceleration and
the interplay between Galactic and extragalactic magnetic fields [1–5].

The flux of high energy cosmic rays generally follows a steeply falling power law [6],
resulting in an exceedingly low flux at high energies. Therefore, a large effective area is needed

– 1 –



for a ground-based detector to collect adequate statistics of high energy cosmic rays within
a reasonable time frame. Consequently, the primary detection method involves measuring
extensive air showers (EAS) generated by their interactions with Earth’s atmosphere. One
effective approach for detecting EAS is through the measurement of the radio signals they
produce [7, 8].

Inclined air showers, a specific subset of EAS, with elevation angles up to 25◦, are
excellent targets for studying UHE particles. They are typically triggered by UHECR at high
altitudes, but can also be induced by UHE neutrinos interacting near the Earth’s surface,
resulting in the shower maximum occurring close to the observer.

Due to atmospheric absorption of the particle cascade, particle detection techniques
(PD) mostly measure the muon content of inclined air showers. Radio detection (RD), in
contrast, provides direct access to the electromagnetic component and can thus complement
particle detectors, offering additional advantages such as lower costs, full duty cycle, and
high precision in reconstructing energy, Xmax, and arrival direction. The combination of RD
and PD is particularly beneficial for enhancing sensitivity to mass composition [9–12].

The radio emission from EAS is induced by the geomagnetic and Askaryan effects.
The geomagnetic effect arises from the separation of electrons and positrons in the Earth’s
geomagnetic field due to the Lorentz force in combination with their deceleration due to
interactions with the atmospheric matter [13]. The separation generates a time-varying
transverse current, leading to radio emission contributing the majority of the radiation energy.
Recent simulations have shown that under high magnetic fields and low atmospheric density,
the charged particles can be deflected over longer paths, causing the charged particles to
gyrate and produce synchrotron-like emission as well as their emission losing coherence [14,
15]. The Askaryan effect also [16] contributes to the radiated energy, normally with less than
10% depending on the atmospheric density. This effect occurs whenever high-energy charged
particles traverse a dense medium, causing additional electrons from the medium to be swept
into the shower front through Compton scattering or ionization while the positive ions stay
behind. This process creates a time-varying net charge excess at the shower front, resulting
in radio emission.

A key feature of the radio emission is a Cherenkov ring in the footprint [17]. This ring
forms due to the non-unity refractive index of the atmosphere, which varies with altitude.
This creates a region of maximum coherence and leads to constructive interference in the
observed signal on the ground. The energy fluence distribution on the ring is asymmetric,
arising from the distinct orientations of the electric field vectors associated with the two
primary emission mechanisms. The electric field resulting from the transverse current effect
aligns with the direction of the Lorentz force, while the electric field from the Askaryan
effect exhibits a radial symmetry pointing towards the shower axis. This results in different
polarizations of the electric field with respect to the shower core.

Simulation and experimental investigations have benefited from each other to enhance
our understanding of cosmic ray radio emission. Simulation tools such as CoREAS [18] and
ZHAireS [19] are widely used for simulating radio emissions, offering a means to study the
patterns of these emissions. Experimental efforts, exemplified by pioneering projects like
LOPES [20] and CODALEMA [21], have demonstrated the feasibility of radio detection of
EAS triggered by cosmic rays. Following the successful validation of this detection technique,
numerous other radio experiments have been initiated; for a review we refer the reader to
references [7, 8]. Recent projects have further proposed the use of pure radio detection
methods, optimized for various air shower geometries, including inclined and upward-going
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air showers, as well as in-ice air showers [7, 8, 22–24]. These developments aim to establish
self-triggering detection techniques using radio methods.

These radio-emission simulations and experiments paved the way for sophisticated re-
construction techniques. Sub-degree precision in direction reconstruction has been achieved
by analyzing the peak time of each radio signal [9, 25, 26]. For vertical air showers, an ul-
timate energy resolution of 3% has been achieved in SKA [27, 28] due to its large antenna
density and increased bandwidth. For inclined showers, a resolution well below 10% is ex-
pected from realistic end-to-end simulation studies on the basis of an analytical description
of the radio-emission footprint and parameterization of the signal [29]. Furthermore, shower-
to-shower fluctuations in the footprint for a fixed incident direction and energy have been
utilized for reconstruction of shower maximum Xmax, achieving resolutions better than 15
g/cm2 at the highest energies in AERA [30] and expecting resolutions better than 8 g/cm2

in SKA with established techniques [27, 28, 31–34].

The reconstruction of shower properties relies on accurate information about the electric
field at the positions of radio detector units. However, radio antennas measure voltage
signals, making it a crucial first step in all analyses to reconstruct the electric field from
these voltage signals. The initial technique for reconstructing the electric field from voltage
traces, involving the inversion of a 2×2 response matrix, was developed by AERA [35]. As
shown in Ref [36], a minimization of the squared error of voltage in the Hilbert envelope
helps to obtain a standard solution, which can help to reconstruct the electric field by taking
the response of all the antenna channels into consideration. However, this method works
reliably only with two polarizations for high signal-to-noise-ratios (SNR) events, and noise is
ignored. Additionally, a forward folding technique based on the frequency slope employs the
least-squares (χ2) method to give better results than this standard method even for events
with SNR ¡ 10, with all the antenna channels being considered. A more recent and innovative
technique employs information field theory to reconstruct signals with low SNR with high
precision [38, 39]. These methods, however, have been applied primarily to antennas with
only two horizontal polarizations, leading to incomplete sampling of the three-dimensional
electric field.

Inclined air showers, in particular, exhibit higher signal strength in the vertical compo-
nent of electric fields than vertical air showers, which highlights the importance of accurately
capturing all polarization components of the signal. In this context, we introduce a new
approach based on least square estimation for reconstructing the electric field, which incor-
porates not only the two horizontal polarizations but also the additional vertical polarization,
allowing a more complete and precise reconstruction of the three-dimensional electric field.

This article is organized as follows: section 2 covers the simulations of radio emission,
antenna response, and background noise used for reconstruction in our analysis. In section
3, we explain our reconstruction method, followed by an assessment of its performance in
section 4. Finally, we provide a discussion and conclusions in section 5.

2 Simulations

Our work is based on detailed simulations of EAS and their radio emission. We first created
a librariy of air shower events with their associated electric fields. Next, we incorporated
specific antenna models to convert the electric field into voltage signals. Finally, we included a
galactic noise model to account for environmental interference. By combining these elements,
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we generated simulated voltage data that closely matches experimental results, providing a
robust foundation for reconstructing the electric field.

2.1 Simulation of cosmic ray radio signals

We used the ZHAireS simulation package [19] to simulate the radio emissions induced by
EAS. We created a Monte Carlo (MC) dataset covering zenith angles θ0 from 63.0◦ to 87.1◦

in equidistant steps of log10(1/ cos(θ0)), focusing specifically on inclined EAS. The azimuth
angle ϕ0 spans from 0 to 180◦, with increments of 45◦. The primary particle energy Eshower

ranges from 0.126 EeV to 3.98 EeV in logarithmic steps of 0.1. The simulation site is located
in Dunhuang, a radio-quiet area in China. The geomagnetic field at this site has a strength
of 56µT and an inclination angle of 61 ◦. For the atmosphere, we use the extended Linsley
standard atmosphere, in which an exponential index of refraction model was used, with scale
height of 8.2km and sea level refraction index of 1.000325. Our simulation set is evenly
divided between proton and iron primaries. A total of 4160 EAS events were generated for
this analysis.

We employed a star-shaped configuration on the ground comprising 160 antennas in the
simulation, organized into 8 arms with 20 antennas each. The ring spacing was adjusted to
align with the Cherenkov angle, ensuring that the peak amplitude was located centrally within
the entire simulated footprint. This adjustment aims to ensure robust footprint coverage,
even under aggressive trigger conditions.

The components of the simulated electric field correspond to three polarization direc-
tions: Ex (South-North), Ey (East-West), and Ez (Down-Up). We selected a time bin of
0.5 ns within a 1000 ns time window, which provides a frequency resolution of 1 MHz after
performing a Fourier transformation.

2.2 Antenna responses

When using only horizontally aligned antennas, a significant portion of events coming close to
the horizon cannot be detected, as a significant part of the signal will be vertically polarized.
To achieve full sky coverage, it is essential to include an additional antenna arm oriented
vertically [40], or have two antennas that are partly sensitive to the vertical component as
the case for the SALLAs in Auger-RD [41].

This study tests two types of antennas to reconstruct the electric field with three polar-
izations: a simple 3-arm dipole antenna, which has symmetrical oscillators for the horizontal
arms, and a more complex 3D bow-tie-shaped HORIZON antenna [22, 42]. The dipole an-
tenna serves as a baseline for developing the reconstruction method, while the HORIZON
antenna is used for verification and performance evaluation for a realistic setup. Antenna
responses were simulated using Ansys HFSS [43], with all simulations incorporating ground
effects to ensure accurate representation of real-world conditions. The antenna response
patterns are shown, for a representative frequency, in Appendix A.

2.2.1 Dipole antenna

The first type of antenna we use in our study is a dipole antenna featuring three polarizations.
Each of the three arms consist of two oscillators, each measuring 1.3 meters, resulting in a
total length of 2.6 meters per arm. The entire antenna is positioned 3 meters above the
ground and operates within a frequency range of 30 to 80 MHz, making it suitable for radio
detection experiments. The horizontal arms are aligned along the South-North (SN) and
East-West (EW) directions, with the vertical arm representing the Z polarization. In this
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context, the geomagnetic north is defined as the x-axis, and the east is the y-axis. This
design was initially implemented in the LOPES-3D experiment [40, 44].

Figure 1 illustrates the antenna’s response in the three directions, with polarizations
represented in spherical coordinates (θ, φ, r). Two examples with varying zenith and az-
imuth angles are provided. In both cases, there is a single resonance within the 30-80 MHz
range, resulting in a relatively smooth variation across the frequency band, with only minor
irregularities near the upper end of the range.

Figure 1. Frequency-domain response of a dipole antenna with three polarizations. The left, middle
and right panels correspond to the North-South, East-West and vertical arms, respectively, with solid
and dashed lines representing different incident directions in spherical coordinates represented by
(θ, φ, r). The response in spherical representation, showing that the response in the radial direction
(r) is close to zero, indicates the validity of the far-field approximation. The antenna shape is shown
in the upper left part of right panel.

2.2.2 HORIZON antenna

The HORIZON antenna is designed with a more complex structure to enhance its capability
of detecting inclined EAS while maintaining sensitivity to less inclined showers. It consists of
a symmetric steel radiator with three mutually perpendicular antenna arms. This bow-tie-
shaped antenna features three polarizations, each of the 3 arms is composed of a symmetric
butterfly-shaped steel radiator. It contains a dipole in each of the X, Y-arms, and a monopole
in the Z-arm.

To provide the fairest possible comparison with the dipole case, the entire antenna is
positioned 3 meters above the ground. This is 0.2 meters lower than the original design
specified in [45].

The antenna arms are aligned in the same directions as described for the dipole antenna.
The antenna operates within the 50-200 MHz frequency range and is equipped with a pur-
posely designed matching network. The design prioritizes phase center consistency, although
this compromises its omnidirectionality. This antenna type was inspired by the ”butterfly
antenna” used in the CODALEMA project [46], and it has been further refined and deployed
in the GRAND experiment [22, 42].

Increasing the bandwidth of the antenna to four octaves introduces frequency-dependent
lobes in the antenna beam. Despite this complexity, as the radio signal from EAS covers a
broad frequency range and arrives from various directions, this antenna achieves an efficient
overall interception of the incoming electric field energy. Figure 2 illustrates the HORIZON
antenna’s response following the same conventions as in Fig. 1.Unlike the dipole antenna,
this antenna exhibits multiple resonant frequencies. For instance, at a zenith angle of 67.8◦
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and an azimuth angle of 45◦ in the East-West polarization, there are two resonant frequencies
in the φ-component, while the θ-component shows nearly zero gain around 60 MHz and 180
MHz. More resonances are observed in the vertical polarization. This complexity poses a
challenge for electric field reconstruction, and will be discussed in section 3.3.

Figure 2. HORIZON antenna response in the frequency domain, the left to right panels show the
North-South, East-West and vertical antenna polarizations, respectively, with solid and dashed lines
representing different signal incident directions. The antenna shape is shown in the upper left part of
the right panel.

2.3 Electric field to voltage

The open-circuit voltage is a convolution of equivalent length (antenna response) as shown
in Figure 1 and 2, and electric field:

V (t) = H⃗(t) ∗ E⃗(t) (2.1)

where V (t) represents the measured voltage, H⃗(t) is the vector equivalent length (VEL),
E⃗(t) is the electric field, and ∗ denotes the convolution operation. For simplification purposes,
calculations are often performed in the frequency domain through Fourier transformation,
yielding the expression [47]:

V(f) = H⃗(f) · E⃗(f) (2.2)

where V(f), H⃗(f) and E⃗(f) are voltage, VEL, and electric field respectively in the
frequency domain after Fourier transformation.

2.4 Background noise

Reconstructing radio signals is challenging due to the complexity of various background
noise sources present at the site. Most of the radio emission power is concentrated in the
frequency range below 200 MHz. To mitigate the impact of human activities such as radio
telecommunications and navigation, radio detection experiment sites are chosen to be located
far from urban areas. While thunderstorms, solar flares, subterranean pre-seismic movements,
and other intense radio activities can generate complicated background noise, they are only
active at certain times and are not included in this work. In this scenario, the galactic
background is considered to be the predominant noise source in the specified frequency band
[48]. This type of noise, which marked the birth of radio astronomy, was first identified by
Karl Jansky and originates from the diffuse synchrotron radiation within the Galaxy [49].

To model the background noise spectrum in the range of [30, 200] MHz, the LFmap
model [50] is utilized. This model includes various components such as the Cosmic Microwave
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Background (CMB), isotropic elements, Galactic sources, and extragalactic sources. The sky
temperature follows a power law in this context:

Tsky(f) ∝ f−β (2.3)

The brightness can be derived from the sky temperature using the Rayleigh-Jeans approx-

imation: Bf =
2kBf

2Tsky

c2
, where kB is the Boltzmann constant, and c is the speed of light.

The power of sky noise is then expressed as:

Psky(t
′, f) =

1

2

∫
Bf (θ, φ, t

′)Ae(θ, φ, f) sin θdθdφ (2.4)

where t′ represents the local sidereal time (LST), Ae(θ, φ, f) is effective receiving area of the
antenna (obtained from the antenna gain), and the antenna efficiency ηA = 1. The effective

area is given by Ae =
λ2

4πG, where G is the antenna gain, G=1 for a lossless resonant antenna
of impedance matching the load. The left panel of Figure 3 shows this background power
spectrum in East-West polarization.

Here, we do not consider any specific antenna design but assume a typical antenna
impedance of Z0 = 50Ω, corresponding to an ideal impedance match. In practice, antenna
impedance varies with frequency and may deviate from this idealized assumption. However,
this simplification provides a consistent noise level, ensuring a reliable baseline for comparison
despite potential discrepancies with real-world scenarios. With impedance matching, half
of the power is transferred to the receiver. Consequently, the voltage received from the
background can be expressed as:

Vsky = 2
√
Z0Psky (2.5)

The right panel of Figure 3 shows the RMS of the Galactic noise in the time domain as a
function of the LST in East-West polarization.

Figure 3. The East-West polarization of the Galactic noise generated by the LFmap model. Left
panel: power spectrum density illustrating the variation of the Galactic noise with the LST, decreasing
overall with frequency. Right panel: RMS of Galactic noise in the time domain as a function of the
LST.

Since the voltage spectrum of the noise is known and can be approximated as white
noise, we generated a uniformly distributed phase that was added to this spectrum. By
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performing an inverse Fast Fourier Transform (iFFT), we obtained the noise trace in the
time domain, which was then added to the signal’s voltage trace.

Thermal noise in the electronics of the Radio Frequency (RF) chain also contributes to
the overall noise. However, this noise is added independently at each polarization after the
open circuit voltage. Since our focus is on the reconstruction from open circuit voltage to
electric field, electronic noise is beyond the scope of this article.

3 Electric field reconstruction

As mentioned in Section 2.1, the electric field in the simulations is provided in Cartesian
coordinates. Since electromagnetic waves in the air are transverse waves, the component
along the propagation direction, r̂, is negligible. Consequently, we can reduce one degree of
freedom. Expressing the convolution more conveniently using spherical coordinates:

V(f) = Voc(f) +N (f) =

H1,θ H1,ϕ H1,r

H2,θ H2,ϕ H2,r

H3,θ H3,ϕ H3,r

 E⃗(f) +N (f) (3.1)

where Voc is open circuit voltage, subscripts 1,2,3 in H represent three polarizations of
antenna, and θ , ϕ and r are the spherical coordinate components of each polarization. N (f)
represents the noise added in each polarization and we choose the sky map corresponding to
LST=18h, which represents a relatively high noise level at each polarization.

The grey lines in Figure 1 and 2, show that the r̂ component is indeed a small quantity.
Hence the 3 by 3 response matrix can be reduced to 3 by 2.

V(f) =

H1,θ H1,ϕ

H2,θ H2,ϕ

H3,θ H3,ϕ

(
Eθ
Eϕ

)
+N (f) (3.2)

In this paper, we use two approaches for reconstructing the electric field. The first is
a matrix inversion method,commonly employed in most radio experiments, which involves
inverting the response matrix using either two or three polarizations (section 3.1), while the
second method is a least square method using three polarizations (section 3.3). The latter is
the approach introduced for the first time in this study.

3.1 Matrix inversion method

When the SNR is large enough in all the traces in the full frequency band, and given the
signal’s arrival direction, two orthogonal horizontal polarizations are sufficient to give a good
reconstruction of the electric field. This has been implemented in most radio experiments
[47, 51]. The electric field can be reconstructed by inverting Equation 3.2 using any two
voltage polarizations, expressed as E⃗ = H⃗−1V. In this approach, noise is considered to be
small enough to assume that Voc(f) is equal to V(f).(

Eθ
Eϕ

)
=

(
H1,θ H1,ϕ

H2,θ H2,ϕ

)−1(V1

V2

)
(3.3)

In the absence of noise, this method yields an exact solution for the electric field. With
the inclusion of an additional polarization, the electric field can be reconstructed in three
different combinations, as demonstrated first in LOPES 3D. Since different polarizations
are sensitive to varying incident angles, LOPES 3D employed a strategy of weighting the
reconstructed electric field based on the zenith angle [44].

– 8 –



50

0

50

SN Antenna Arm
Voc Voc with noise

100

50

0

50

100

Vo
lta

ge
 [

V
]

EW Antenna Arm

0 200 400 600 800 1000
Time [ns]

20

0

20

Z Antenna Arm

0

2

4

6

8
SN Antenna Arm

Voc Voc with noise

0

2

4

6

8

Vo
lta

ge
 [

V
]

EW Antenna Arm

30 40 50 60 70 80
Frequency [MHz]

0

1

2

3
Z Antenna Arm

Figure 4. Voltage traces in the time domain (left) and frequency domain (right) obtained with the
dipole antenna response. The electric field is generated by a proton-induced air shower with a primary
energy of 0.631EeV, zenith angle of 67.8◦, azimuth angle of 45◦, and a distance of 1009m from the
shower core, incorporating the LFmap galactic noise model.

3.2 Two polarizations vs. three polarizations with matrix inversion method

Although the r̂ component is small, it is non-zero, making it possible to solve the inverse
matrix in Equation 3.1. This allows us to include the third polarization, which is expected
to improve the signal by providing additional information.Eθ

Eϕ
Er

 =

H1,θ H1,ϕ H1,r

H2,θ H2,ϕ H2,r

H3,θ H3,ϕ H3,r

−1V1

V2

V3

 (3.4)

We compare this approach with the conventional 2 polarizations method using a simple dipole
model in the 30-80 MHz frequency band. The example we present shows voltage traces with
an SNR of approximately 6 in each polarization. Here, the SNR is defined as Speak/RMSnoise,
where signal S is the maximum value of the Hilbert envelope of the voltage, and the root
mean square (RMS) of noise is associated with the standard deviation in a 250 ns noise
window located 500 ns after the signal peak. Figure 4 illustrates the signals in the three
polarizations.

The reconstruction results for this example are shown in Figure 5, and Table 1 provides
a quantitative comparison in the time domain through normalized cross-correlation values
between the reconstructed and simulated (Monte Carlo true) traces. We take the normalized
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cross-correlation from [52] which is used to check the agreement of interpolated pulse shape
and is defined as:

(f × g)(τ) =

∫ tmax

0 f(t)g(t+ τ)dt√∫ tmax

0 f2(t)dt
√∫ tmax

0 g2(t)dt
(3.5)

where f(t) represents the simulated electric field trace, g(t) represents the reconstructed
trace, and tmax is the trace length. And τ is the time mismatching between these two traces,
in our case τ = 0.
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Figure 5. The electric field traces reconstructed with the matrix inversion method from the voltage
traces in Figure 4, the results are shown in both the time domain (top) and the frequency domain
(bottom). The different colors represent the simulation (sim), the matrix inversion method with 2
polarizations (2pol) and 3 polarizations (3pol).

Reconstruction
Normalized cross-correlation
θ-component φ-component

2 polarizations (matrix inversion) -0.13 0.93
3 polarizations (matrix inversion) 0.40 0.80

Table 1. A comparison of the normalized cross-correlation values for the reconstructed electric field
traces using the matrix inversion method with two and three polarizations for the dipole antenna.

For the φ-component of the electric field, which carries a relatively stronger signal, both
the two-polarization and three-polarization reconstruction methods produce similar results.
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As shown in the upper right panel of Figure 5, the simulated and reconstructed traces overlap
closely. In the frequency domain (lower right panel), while the three-polarization method
introduces spikes, it still achieves a normalized cross-correlation of around 0.80, slightly
underperforming the two-polarization method. For the θ-component (left panel), which has
a weaker signal, the differences between the methods become more evident. The three-
polarization method shows fluctuations at specific frequencies, whereas the two-polarization
method exhibits larger deviations toward the end of the spectrum. This is reflected in the
negative cross-correlation value for the two-polarization approach, indicating greater errors
and a noticeable peak time shift observed in the time-domain trace.

The spikes in the spectrum for the three-polarization reconstruction, as shown in the
bottom panel of Figure 5, are due to the very small values of the r̂-component, which cause
divergence at certain frequencies.

3.3 Analytical solution with least Chi-Square estimation for each antenna

To eliminate the divergence at certain frequencies in the three-polarization reconstruction, we
employ a robust least squares estimation method. This approach enables a χ2 minimization
process without requiring any prior assumptions about the electric field spectrum, thereby
enhancing the reliability of the reconstruction. By accounting for noise and minimizing the
influence of small r̂-components, this method ensures more stable and accurate results across
the frequency spectrum.

We build a χ2 based on antenna response, noise spectrum and measured voltage:

χ2 =

3∑
i=1

Vi −Hi

(
Eθ
Eφ

)
σVi


2

= (V −HE)Tσ−1
V (V −HE)

(3.6)

where V is the voltage in the 3 polarizations, and H is the antenna response shown in
Equation 3.2. Since the antenna response depends on the direction of the EAS, we use the
true direction from simulations in this study. The choice is based on the observation that
the antenna response does not exhibit abrupt changes with direction, and the directional
resolution provided by the plane wave reconstruction suffices for this case. A brief discus-
sion on the impact of directional smearing is provided in section 4.2.3. The electric field is

represented as E =

(
Eθ
Eφ

)
. We assume that the error in this measurement is introduced by

background noise. Therefore, the covariance matrix σV = diag (σV1, σV2, σV3) is given by the
square spectrum of it.

Taking the derivative to minimize χ2:

∇Eχ
2 = −2(HTσ−1

V V −HTσ−1
V HE) = 0 (3.7)

We get an analytical solution of electric field [53]:

E = (HTσ−1
V H)−1HTσ−1

V V (3.8)

The global minimum does not assure a minimum on each antenna arm, but by doing
the minimization processes on three polarizations simultaneously, a better overall accuracy
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is obtained. Additionally, as with all kinds of minimization procedures, we must make sure
that the scanning algorithm of the parameter space and the sample size are adequate to
drop out the uncertainty in the reconstruction. In this work, the analytical least-squares
(χ2) method directly provides the reconstructed electric field on each antenna arm using
just the measured voltage, antenna response and background noise spectrum, which is more
straightforward than the other methods.

In experiments, degradation of the antenna array can occur over time, some antennas
may be broken or damaged, consequently their responses may also change due to some
reasons. In this case, this analytical least-squares (χ2) method is still reliable, since the χ2

minimization on each antenna is not influenced by the unreliable antennas.

3.4 Matrix inversion method vs. analytical least Chi-Square solution

In Figure 6, we present a comparison between our analytical least-squares (χ2) method and
the matrix inversion approach for reconstructing the electric field for the dipole antenna.
The time-domain traces exhibit smaller fluctuations in the non-signal time window, and the
spectrum is free of spikes, both of which highlight the improved reconstruction achieved using
the analytical least-squares (χ2) method.
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Figure 6. Comparison of matrix inversion method (inv) with analytical least-squares (χ2) estimation
(lsq) in three polarizations reconstruction for the dipole antenna. Top panel: time traces of the electric
field. Bottom panel: electric field spectrum in frequency domain.

To evaluate the performance of the analytical least-squares (χ2) method, we again em-
ploy Equation 3.5 for comparison with the matrix inversion method. We found the analytical
least-squares (χ2) method effectively minimizes noise-induced distortions and ensures more
stable results. The normalized cross-correlation values listed in Table 2 show that the an-
alytical least-squares (χ2) solution yields values better than those of the matrix inversion
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method for both components, confirming better performance in reconstructing the electric
field.

Reconstruction
normalized cross-correlation
θ-component φ-component

3 polarizations (matrix inversion) 0.40 0.80
3 polarizations (lsq) 0.77 0.95

Table 2. Comparison of the normalized cross-correlation values for the reconstructed electric field
traces using the matrix inversion method with two and three polarizations for the dipole antenna.

3.5 Application to the HORIZON antenna
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Figure 7. Voltage traces in the time domain (left) and frequency domain (right) obtained with the
HORIZON antenna response. Here the same simulation of air shower and Galactic noise is the same
as that for the dipole antenna shown in Figure 4, but for a different trace measured at a distance of
902m from the shower core.

To confirm that our method is not highly dependent on the specific antenna response
and frequency bandwidth, we applied it to the HORIZON antenna (see Sec. 2.2.2), which
operates over a broader frequency band. Using the same simulation parameters as those
for the dipole antenna example, we examined the differences in reconstruction under the
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same near threshold conditions. This particular signal has larger horizontal component than
vertical ones, as shown in Figure 7. This comparison highlights the robustness of our method
across different antenna designs and signal conditions.
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Figure 8. Comparison of matrix inversion method (inv) with analytical least-squares (χ2) (lsq)
estimation in three polarizations reconstruction for the HORIZON antenna. The Monte Carlo true
simulation results (sim) are shown with black curves. Top panel: time domain traces. Bottom panel:
frequency domain spectrum.

The reconstruction results are shown in Figure 8. The φ-component (right panel) is well
reconstructed with the analytical least-squares (χ2) method, while the θ-component (left
panel), which has weaker signals, shows significant inaccuracies with the matrix inversion
method (shown in coral). The bottom panel of Figure 8 compares the spectra, providing a
detailed assessment of reconstruction quality.

Reconstruction
normalized cross-correlation
θ-component φ-component

3 polarizations (inv) -0.34 0.96
3 polarizations (lsq) 0.79 0.97

Table 3. Normalized cross-correlation value of reconstructed traces using HORIZON antenna.

It is important to note that with an azimuth angle of 45◦, the response is symmetric for
horizontal polarizations, and the vertical component’s response is only sensitive to the θ-
component. For φ-component, there is a bump that occurs around 120MHz due to the low
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antenna gain at this frequency,as illustrated by the solid line for the horizontal component
in Figure 2. The time-domain trace is not significantly affected, as shown by the normalized
cross-correlation value being close to 1 . For the θ-component, the matrix inversion method
performs much worse than the least-squares approach, a large deviation appears around
60MHz, mainly due to the low antenna gain in the θ-component at this frequency, where
the gain is primarily derived from the vertical polarization. The fluctuations at the higher
end of the spectrum result from both signal weakening and reduced antenna response at
those frequencies. Although both methods exhibit deviations, the analytical least-squares
(χ2) method provides better accuracy (see normalized cross-correlation value in Table 3).

4 Statistical performance of the analytical least Chi-Square method

We now estimate the resolution of the analytical least-squares (χ2) method using a large
number of traces from the simulations described in section 2.1 and the two antenna models
introduced in section 2.2.

4.1 Event selection

Before the statistical analysis, we must select the events that can be distinguished from the
background noise. The selection criteria for identifying simulated signals are informed by the
characteristics of the simulated voltage and the background noise. The following criteria are
intended to ensure that the detected signals are genuine:

• SNR > 5 for any of the 3 polarizations.

• tsignal − 200 ns ¡ tpeak¡ tsignal + 200 ns : the time of the maximum amplitude of the
trace, tpeak, must fall within ±200 ns of the time the signal is expected to be on the
trace.

• Only the innermost 16 antennas out of the 20 simulated antennas of each arm of the
star-shape pattern are used. The simulation footprint covers twice the Cherenkov angle,
and antennas beyond number 16 are excluded because they do not capture significant
coherent signals.

• Nantenna ⩾ 5 : at least 5 antennas must meet the above criteria for the simulation
event to be selected, which is a typical requirement for cosmic ray reconstruction.

For the dipole antenna, 2332 out of 4160 simulations pass these event selection criteria.
In these selected events, 79% of the antennas were triggered according to the above conditions.
For the HORIZON antenna, 2749 simulations passed the selection criteria, from which 71%
of the antennas were triggered. This selection process does not introduce bias with respect
to the initial parameters, such as zenith angle, azimuth angle, or energy.

4.2 Hilbert peak amplitude comparison

The Hilbert envelope offers a smooth, amplitude-tracking representation of the signal, making
it especially useful for handling oscillatory or noisy data. We use the peak value of the Hilbert
envelope of the reconstructed electric field for comparison between true and reconstructed
traces. The relative error distribution is shown in Figure 9.
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Figure 9. The relative error distribution of the reconstructed Hilbert peak amplitude in comparison
with the Monte Carlo true Hilbert peak amplitude is presented in three panels: total(left), φ (mid-
dle), and θ (right) components for the HORIZON antenna (green) and the dipole (black) antenna.
Statistical data are shown in the same colors.

The distribution shows that the reconstruction method performs robustly for both an-
tenna types, with the relative error distributions approximately centered, indicating reliable
accuracy in reconstructing the electric field. However, differences in bias and error distribu-
tion are observed between the dipole and HORIZON antennas.

For the dipole antenna, the results exhibit a relative error of 0.03, with a mean and
median bias of 0.05, which suggests a slight underestimation in the reconstruction using this
method. The slight asymmetry in ψ68 on either side further reflects this bias.

HORIZON antenna shows a smaller bias, with a mean and median of 0 indicating
a closer alignment with the true signal. However, the HORIZON antenna also exhibits a
slightly broader error distribution, with a standard deviation (std) of 0.04, particularly in
the θ-component with std of 0.12. This broader spread is likely attributed to the antenna’s
response, which prioritizes sensitivity to inclined air showers. The larger frequency band-
width of the HORIZON antenna contributes to increased variability in the θ-polarization,
thereby accumulating greater errors. Nonetheless, these results indicate that the analytical
least-squares (χ2) method achieves robust reconstruction performance with the HORIZON
antenna.

For both antennas, the φ-component, representing the horizontal polarization, is gener-
ally reconstructed with higher precision compared to the θ-component. As shown in Figure
1 and Figure 2, the φ-component benefits from stronger signals and better antenna gain in
most of the frequency band. This trend is more pronounced for the HORIZON antenna,
which shows higher variability in the θ-component in its broader frequency band.

In conclusion, the overall relative error of reconstruction remains small for both an-
tenna types, despite minor variations in bias and difference in relative error. This consis-
tency underscores the robustness of the analytical least-squares (χ2) method for electric field
reconstruction in cosmic ray studies.

4.2.1 Two polarizations vs. three polarizations with the analytical least Chi-
Square method

As discussed in section 3.2, the vertical polarization enhances reconstruction precision when
the electric field is reconstructed with the matrix inversion method. This holds true for the
analytical least-squares (χ2) method as well. We will use ψ68, the range containing 34% of
events on either side of the most probable value of the relative error distribution, to compare
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the resolution of the results obtained using 2 and 3 polarizations independent of bias. Figure
10 shows the ψ68 of the Hilbert peak as a function of SNR.

Adding the vertical polarization significantly improves the reconstruction accuracy across
all the SNR range by a factor of 3 to 5, or even more at low SNR, underscoring the critical
role of the vertical polarization in refining the reconstruction of the electric field.

10 20 30 40
SNR

10 2

10 1

68
Dipole 2 pol
Dipole 3 pol
HORIZON 2 pol
HORIZON 3 pol

Figure 10. ψ68 of the relative error distribution of the Hilbert peak as a function of SNR using two
polarizations (dot) and three polarizations (star) for the dipole antenna (black) and the HORIZON
antenna (green).

4.2.2 Dependence on arrival direction

Figure 11. Total ψ68 of the relative error distribution of the Hilbert peak of the reconstructed electric
field with respect to arrival direction. The left panel corresponds to the dipole antenna, while the
right panel corresponds to the HORIZON antenna.

As the electric field is convolved with the antenna response, which depends on the
arrival direction of the air shower, the resolution of our method is inherently influenced by
directionality. Different types of antennas are sensitive to different incident angles, leading
to natural, albeit small, variations in precision. This directional dependency is illustrated in
Figure 11.
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For both antennas, total ψ68 of the relative error distribution of the Hilbert peak of
the reconstructed electric field varies symmetrically with respect to the azimuth angle at
π/2, ranging from 0 to π. It initially increases and then decreases, mirroring the symmetric
nature of the antenna responses, both in the θ- andϕ-polarizations, as shown in Figure 16 on
appendix A. Specifically, in the θ-component, the effective length decreases from 0 to π/2,
while in the ϕ-component, it increases within the same range. The interplay between these
two components results in the observed initial rise and subsequent decline in resolution.

However, the relationship between zenith angle and precision differs between the two
antennas. For the dipole antenna, precision decreases as the zenith angle increases, which is
primarily due to the reduced signal strength at larger zenith angles, even though the effective
length of the dipole antenna shows only a small increase with increasing zenith angle (see
left panel of Figure 16 in Appendix A). In contrast, for the HORIZON antenna, the precision
does not follow a consistent trend with zenith angle, there is a small dip around 80° (see left
panel of Figure 18 in Appendix B). This is because the antenna response (see right panel of
Figure 16 in Appendix A), is non-monotonic across whole zenith range. Consequently, the
complex variations in precision are influenced by both the irregular antenna response and
the changes in signal strength.

As shown in Figure 11, we observe that for the dipole antenna, no event is selected at
azimuth angle = 0 or 180◦ and zenith angle > 80◦. For this arrival direction, the polarization
of the geomagnetic transverse current is parallel to e⃗φ, so the strongest signal comes from this
direction, while the antenna gain is minimal at these azimuth angles for both antennas (see
Figure 17 in Appendix A). This lack of selected events has not been found with the HORIZON
antenna. Despite its larger standard deviation at azimuth angle in [45◦, 135◦] when zenith
angle > 85◦, the broader frequency band of the HORIZON antenna allows for more signal to
be captured, which results in more selected events. In this aspect, the HORIZON antenna is
specifically suitable for detecting inclined air showers, which is consistent with the discussion
presented in section 2.2. However, as the complicated shape of the HORIZON antenna makes
it’s equivalent length to decrease strongly in certain ranges of air shower incoming direction
(see the right panels of Figure 16 and 17 in Appendix A), this will produce larger deviations
if the incorrect incoming direction is used.

In conclusion, the analytical least-squares (χ2) method shows robust performance in
reconstructing the electric field for inclined air showers across a wide range of arrival direc-
tions. For directions where the signal-to-noise ratio is sufficiently high, the method achieves
precise and reliable reconstruction, validating its effectiveness for this application.

4.2.3 Deviation of arrival direction

In offline analysis, sub-degree precision in direction reconstruction is traditionally achieved
by analyzing the spatial distribution of electric field arrival times on the ground [9, 25, 26].
However, an accurate reconstruction of the electric field depends on the antenna response,
which in turn requires the arrival direction as input. Although further refinements could
incorporate an iterative direction reconstruction, here we present a straightforward analysis
to demonstrate that a small deviation in direction (on the order of one degree) has minimal
impact on the electric field reconstruction, ensuring the desired precision remains intact.

We artificially smeared the shower direction, deviating it from the true direction, fol-
lowing a Gaussian distribution with a standard deviation of 1◦ degree in both zenith and
azimuth angles. This level of deviation is of the order of the Cherenkov angle in air, and
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larger than the angular resolution obtained from direction reconstruction methods using
timing information and wavefront analysis[25].
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Figure 12. Relative error distribution of the Hilbert peak of the reconstructed electric field. The
dipole (black) and HORIZON (green) antennas. In log scale to show the portion that deviated.

Figure 12 displays the relative error distribution of the Hilbert peak of the reconstructed
electric field for both the dipole and HORIZON antennas. While the distribution of the dipole
antenna remains almost unaffected, the tail in the results of the HORIZON antenna shows a
tendency to overestimate the Hilbert peak, indicating a decrease in resolution. We analyze
this result for the HORIZON antenna further in Figure 13. The left panel depicts the relative
error distribution of the HORIZON antenna, separately for events below and above a zenith
angle of 85◦, highlighting that most deviations cluster at large zenith angles. The right
panel examines how this changes with SNR and zenith angle deviations. For electric field
reconstructions with larger error, no strong correlation with SNR is observed. However, the
cases with a relative error greater than 1 primarily correspond to zenith angle deviations
exceeding 1◦. However, relative errors exceeding 1 are primarily associated with zenith angle
deviations greater than 1◦. This asymmetry arises because, at specific zenith angles, the
antenna response falls between two side lobes, a feature inherent to its broad frequency
bandwidth.

4.3 Energy fluence comparison

The electromagnetic component of an air shower carries the majority of the energy of the
primary particle Eshower, and the electromagnetic energy Eem can be estimated directly from
the radiation energy [54]. For each antenna, the radio signal pulse determines the energy
deposition per unit area, called energy fluence. For an antenna array, the spatial integral over
the energy fluence measures the radiation energy from the primary particle in the working
frequency band of the antennas. Hence, we can reconstruct the primary energy from the
reconstructed electric field.

The energy fluence is defined as the integral of the squared electric field within the
signal time window, which represents the total deposited energy per area accumulated at the
location of the antenna.
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Figure 13. Left panel: Relative error distribution of the Hilbert peak ratio for the HORIZON
antenna, separated by zenith angle = 85◦. Right panel: SNR as a function of relative error for zenith
angle = 87.1◦, color-coded by deviation in zenith angle.

Φ = c · ϵ0 ·
∫
E⃗2(t)dt (4.1)

with E⃗ as the reconstructed electric field, c the light speed in vacuum and ϵ0 the permit-
tivity in vacuum. For coherent emission, the radio pulse amplitude is proportional to the
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Figure 14. Distribution of relative error in energy fluence. Total (left), φ (middle), and θ (right)
components for the HORIZON antenna (green) and the dipole antenna (black).

electromagnetic energy of the air shower, so Φ ∝ |E⃗|2 ∝ E2
shower [38, 54, 55].

Radio emission starts from the starting point of the electromagnetic interaction, car-
rying information at each stage of air shower development until the end of it. The typical
duration of radio emission is of order several nanoseconds. We selected a 100 ns time window
symmetrically centered around the signal peak and a 100 ns window at the end of the trace
to estimate the fluence of the noise. The background noise fluence is subtracted from the
fluence calculated for the signal window to calculate the signal energy fluence. Figure 14
displays the relative error distribution in energy fluence, which exhibits a similar trend to
the Hilbert peak distribution but with more pronounced discrepancies since the error in the
energy fluence accumulates from the squared electric field error. This increased deviation is
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attributed to the fact that noise accumulates over time during the integration process and
cannot be completely filtered out.

For the dipole antenna, the median underestimation persists at 3%, which is consistent
with the bias observed in the Hilbert peak analysis. While the HORIZON antenna exhibits
no bias in energy fluence. Notably, the θ-component exhibits worse performance in both
antenna types due to the relatively weaker signal in this component.

In terms of overall precision, the standard deviation in energy fluence is approximately
6%, with the HORIZON antenna displaying a more asymmetric ψ68 range of [-0.04, 0.01].
In contrast, the dipole antenna shows a 4% standard deviation in total energy fluence with
a more symmetric ψ68 distribution of [-0.04, 0.03]. Despite these differences, both antennas
enable precise reconstruction, demonstrating the method’s effectiveness.

Figure 15. Square root of the reconstructed energy fluence of the radio signal from simulated iron
and proton air showers. The comparison illustrates the reconstructed energy fluence obtained using
the analytical least chi2 method versus the simulated energy fluence. The grey dashed line represents
the true value, while the red points denote the binned mean values. The error bars in the bottom
panel show the standard deviation for each bin. The color of each point indicates the SNR of the
corresponding trace. Left: Results for the dipole antenna. Right: Results for the HORIZON antenna.

Figure 15 compares the reconstructed and simulated square root of energy fluence
√
Φ,

which is proportional to Eem. For each event, the SNRs on the antennas vary depending on
the distance and viewing angle to the shower maximum. Additionally, for each antenna, the
sensitivity of the 3 arms also depend on the air shower direction, leading to SNR differences
in each channel. We classify events by SNR, and we found our least-squares method yields
accurate energy fluence estimates at high SNRs (>10) for both types of antennas, while at
lower SNRs, increased deviations are observed, which indicates bigger uncertainties in the
reconstruction of shower energy Eshower.
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5 Conclusions and outlook

The radio detection technique for EAS has been well-established, prompting current efforts to
enhance detection capabilities across a broad frequency spectrum and for larger zenith-angle
events. In particular, optimizing antennas for detecting ice and air showers induced by UHE
neutrinos, a goal for the next generation of detectors, is of paramount importance. Adding a
vertical polarization to antennas enhances their sensitivity to electric field signals, as it allows
for capturing the full three-dimensional electric field. This improvement facilitates more
accurate signal reconstruction, particularly for events with significant vertical components,
and demonstrates the advantages of the three-polarization approach in radio analysis.

We have seen that the matrix inversion approach to reconstruct the electric field strug-
gles when trying to reconstruct near-threshold signals (SNR around 5).

Without making any assumptions about the electric field spectrum, we have introduced
an analytical least-squares (χ2) method to reconstruct the electric field on each antenna. This
was developed with the dipole antenna and then tested with the HORIZON antenna which
has a more complicated response. LFmap-generated galactic noisewas added to the signals
before the reconstruction. For both antennas, our approach achieves a standard deviation
less than 4% in the Hilbert peak value with bias variations specific to each antenna that could
be corrected accordingly. We found that adding a vertical polarization significantly improves
the reconstruction accuracy by approximately one order of magnitude. This highlights the
importance that a three polarization antenna allows for the effective extraction of information
even from weak signals with limited precision.

The accuracy of this method depends on the signal arrival direction, which is an input in
the first step of the reconstruction. We have performed two tests to evaluate this dependence.
First, we generated a two-dimensional plot in direction of the total ψ68 relative error in the
Hilbert peak of the reconstructed electric field, and a resolution better than 4% was found
for both the dipole and HORIZON antennas. Second, we have shown the effect of directional
reconstruction precision into the analysis. A deviation of 1◦ is set to estimate the influence
of this effect. We have found that the dipole antenna does not show significant relative error
in the Hilbert peak of the reconstructed electric field, while the HORIZON antenna presents
bigger errors for air shower with zenith angle θ > 85◦. These larger errors, often associ-
ated with zenith deviations exceeding 1◦, highlight the dependence of the accuracy that can
be obtained with the reconstruction method on the shape of the antenna response. If the
antenna response changes rapidly with incoming direction, then a good direction reconstruc-
tions becomes paramount. An iterative reconstruction procedure could be incorporated to
refine the reconstruction of the incoming direction and then further improve the electric field
reconstruction. In any case, this has no significant impact on the overall resolution, as the
number of such cases is statistically small.

The uncertainty in the reconstructed electric field accumulates in the integration used
to calculate the radiation energy and ultimately spreads to the uncertainty of the shower
energy. The good performance of the analytical least-squares (χ2) method leads to a precise
determination of the energy fluence for high SNR events. Both the dipole and HORIZON
antenna show good but different statistical performances at low SNR due to the different
characteristics of their antenna responses.

We have shown that this method is versatile for radio detection, provided that the local
noise is thoroughly understood. The noise model in this work contains only the LFmap
galactic noise. Usage of noise data measured by a real antenna array on an experimental
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radio sites would be helpful for conducting a realistic test.
In this work we have tested the frequency band in [30, 200] MHz, which is covered

by several experiments. For experiments going beyond this range, further studies will be
needed. The signal strength at high frequency decreases more rapidly when the antenna
viewing angle deviates further from the Cherenkov ring, where the signal in lower frequency
usually dominates. In the frequency band we are studying, we have not split it into sub-bands
for a detailed description, which could be explored further.

The reconstruction method we presented in this work makes no assumptions on the
signal spectrum slope, its polarization, energy contribution from the emission effects or other
signal characteristics.

An iterative approach, in which the reconstructed shower direction is used again as
input of the electric field reconstruction, can be used to repeat the direction reconstruction
and improve the overall performance. This approach can be further enhanced by combining
it with core position reconstruction, where the maximum amplitude of the Hilbert envelope of
the signals can be used to iteratively refine the location of the shower core. By incorporating
a more precise direction of the emission region and an accurate estimation of the distance to
the antennas, the reconstruction process is expected to achieve a greater overall precision,
leading to improved accuracy in determining the energy, composition, and arrival direction
of the primary cosmic ray.
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A Antenna response
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Figure 16. Antenna response patterns of θ-component at 50 MHz for the dipole antenna (left) and
150 MHz for HORIZON (right) antenna. Here the chosen frequencies are close to the center of the two
frequency bands. Radio signal is weaker in this component, error most comes from this component.
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Figure 17. Antenna response patterns of the φ-component at 50 MHz for the dipole antenna (left)
and 150 MHz for HORIZON (right) antenna. Here the chosen frequencies are close to the center of
the two frequency bands. The radio signal predominantly appears in this component, especially for
inclined air showers.
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B Direction dependence in specific angle
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Figure 18. The total ψ68 of the relative error distribution for the Hilbert peak of the reconstructed
electric field is shown with respect to a fixed direction to illustrate small variations. The left panel
corresponds to variation of zenith angle with azimuth angle = 45°, while the right panel represents
variation of azimuth angle with zenith angle = 63°.
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[27] S. Buitink et al., High-resolution air shower observations with the Square Kilometer Array, PoS
ICRC2023 (2023) 503.

– 26 –

https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevd.97.122004
https://doi.org/10.1051/epjconf/202328306002
https://doi.org/10.22323/1.424.0058
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.1966.0007
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.1966.0007
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.023014
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.023014
https://arxiv.org/abs/2201.01298
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.132.231001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.061101
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4807534
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.astropartphys.2011.10.005
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature03614
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2005.08.096
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2005.08.096
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2005.08.096
https://arxiv.org/abs/1810.09994
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aabad7
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aabad7
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/16/03/P03025
https://arxiv.org/abs/2010.12279
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.astropartphys.2014.06.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.astropartphys.2014.06.001
https://doi.org/10.22323/1.444.0503
https://doi.org/10.22323/1.444.0503


[28] A. Corstanje, S. Buitink, J. Bhavani, M. Desmet, H. Falcke, B.M. Hare et al., Prospects for
measuring the longitudinal particle distribution of cosmic-ray air showers with ska, 2023.
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Nuradioreco: A reconstruction framework for radio neutrino detectors, The European Physical
Journal C 79 (2019) 1.

[38] C. Welling, P. Frank, T. Enßlin and A. Nelles, Reconstructing non-repeating radio pulses with
information field theory, Journal of Cosmology and Astroparticle Physics 2021 (2021) 071.
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