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Abstract

This paper presents performance measurements of a new readout electronics system based on silicon photomultipliers
for the PHENIX electromagnetic calorimeter. Installation of the lead-scintillator Shashlik style calorimeter into the
SeaQuest/SpinQuest spectrometer has been proposed to broaden the experiment’s dark sector search program, an
upgrade known as DarkQuest. The calorimeter and electronics system were subjected to testing and calibration at the
Fermilab Test Beam Facility. Detailed studies of the energy response and resolution, as well as particle identification
capabilities, were performed. The background rate in the actual experimental environment was also examined. The
system is found to be well-suited for a dark sector search program on the Fermilab 120 GeV proton beamline.
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1. Introduction

The DarkQuest experiment [[11 2]] is a planned upgrade of the SpinQuest experiment [3} 4], a proton fixed-target
experiment at Fermilab. The SpinQuest experiment uses the SeaQuest spectrometer [5] and is located in the NM4
experimental cavern at Fermilab. The goal of DarkQuest is to investigate dark sector particle decays to e*e™ final
states via high-intensity proton interactions with an iron dump. The main feature of this upgrade is the inclusion of
an electromagnetic calorimeter (EMCal), which is essential for precise measurements of the energy and position of
electromagnetic showers, as well as for differentiating them from hadronic showers. A candidate EMCal detector [6]
has been identified from the previous PHENIX experiment [7] at Brookhaven National Laboratory, thereby avoid-
ing the cost of designing and building a new calorimeter. The PHENIX EMCal is a Shashlik-type electromagnetic
calorimeter made out of alternating layers of lead and plastic scintillator. The total calorimeter is 18 radiation lengths
in depth. The EMCal was successfully operated in the PHENIX experiment from 2000-2016 at the Relativistic Heavy
Ion Collider. At PHENIX, it was extensively used for photon, pion, and electron identification for particle energies
characteristic of DarkQuest ranging from 0.5 GeV up to 80 GeV. However, the effects of potential radiation damage
have not been studied to confirm that the detector still meets the experimental requirements for dark sector searches.
Furthermore, the photomultiplier tubes (PMTs) used to detect the scintillation light require high power and are in
unknown condition. A cost-effective solution is to replace the PMTs with silicon photomultipliers (SiPMs) mounted
on a custom printed circuit board that can be read out and digitized using commercial off-the-shelf electronics. The
studied commerical board is the CAEN DT5202 ASIC board, which is based on the WeeRoc™ Citiroc ASIC. The
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performance of the detector, together with the associated readout electronics, was studied at the Fermilab Test Beam
Facility [8] during the summer of 2024.

2. EMCal Readout Electronics

Each EMCal “module” consists of four independent readout channels, and the entire 2 m x 4m EMCal sector
consists of 648 modules (2592 total readout channels). The light for each channel is concentrated into a 6mm diameter
bundle of optical fibers, which is well matched for a single 6mm x 6mm SiPM. The EMCal is expected to produce
O(10,000) photons per GeV of energy. The selected SiPM is the Hamamatsu™ S14160-6010PS, which has a photon
detection efficiency of approximately 18% at the peak of the EMCal’s emission spectra (*490nm) and an intrinsic
gain of ~ 10°. Furthermore, these SiPMs have a 10um pixel pitch and contain 359011 pixels, which helps prevent
saturation at the highest energies. Custom front-end electronics boards that house the SiPMs and send the analog
signal off the detector were developed and can be seen in Fig.[T] (left). The board consists of a chip-carrier onto which
the SiPM is reflow soldered, and a separate mother board which contains the other circuit components. Each channel
has an individual cable connection to the CAEN DT5202. The modular design is useful to allow for easy switching
between different SiPM models or testing different readout circuits.

The target dynamic range of the EMCal is for energy deposits between 250 MeV and 80 GeV. During tests with
cosmic rays it was predicted that some level of attenuation of the detector signal would be necessary to prevent
saturation of the SiPM signal or the DT5202 circuit. Therefore, a primary goal of the beam tests were to study the
effects of optical and electrical attenuation on the performance of the EMCal. For the purpose of optical attenuation,
we used a 1-stop neutral density filter attached to a frame placed between the optical fibers and the SiPMs. In order
to test electrical attenuation, the cables connecting the SiPMs to the DT5202 were spliced with an SMA connection.
This allows for the ability to switch between various electrical attenuation options without disturbing the EMCal. In
particular, we chose to use a 10dB attenuator for this purpose. The expected effects from both sources of attenuation
were tested prior to their usage in the test beam using studies of the SiPM response to direct LED light as well as with
cosmic muons.
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Figure 1: Left: A photograph of the 4 channel custom SiPM board. Right: A photograph of the 16 channel EMCal test module before being closed
with the front end readout boards installed.

3. Experimental Setup

The experiment was located on the MTest beamline at the Fermilab Test Beam Facility. This beamline is designed
for testing detectors and has several beam configurations capable of providing protons, pions, electrons, and muons
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in the range of 1 to 120 GeV/c. It can provide rates in the range of 1,000 to 300,000 particles per spill, each spill
lasting 4 seconds. A 16 channel EMCal test module was built by placing 4 EMCal modules in an aluminum dark
box. A photograph of the test module before being closed can be seen in Fig. [T] (right). The module was placed on
a motion table and aligned with the beam using a laser system. The DT5202 was placed roughly 2m away from the
EMCal and thus well outside the beamline. Additional scans of the motion table position were performed with the
beam to study the detector alignment. The momentum spread of the beam was not independently determined, but has
previously been reported to be between 2% and 3% [9]]. The beam travels through the air rather than vacuum, and so
the momentum spread is expected to be worse for lower energy particles.

Figure 2: A photograph of the 16 channel EMCal test module installed on the test beam motion table.

4. Calibration with muons

As minimum ionizing particles (MIP), muons provide a straightforward calibration method. For muons that
traverse longitudinally through an entire channel, the expected energy deposition can be calculated from the Bethe-
Bloch equation, and the most probable value is about 235 MeV. At DarkQuest, muons are copiously produced in the
experimental cavern as secondary decay products of hadrons formed when the 120 GeV proton beam is dumped into
a S5m-long iron magnet (FMag).

Energy deposits in the EMCal during muon runs of the MTest beam were analyzed channel-by-channel, and each
channel was fitted with a double-sized crystal ball function. Similar calibrations were performed for the runs with
neutral density filters or electrical attenuators. The mean and sigma of these fits for different EMCal channels with
attenuators and with neutral density filters are shown in Fig. [3] Between the two configurations, both mean and sigma
distributions look similar with some variation. This difference is attributed to the different distance between the SiPM
and the fiber bundle before and after adding the neutral density filters. The energy distribution may also have been
affected by the tightness of the cable connection when adding or removing the SMA attenuators. The variation of the
calibration factors between different channels is around 30%. This is a large spread and is indicative of an aged, and
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in some cases damaged, detector. In particular, one of the 4-channel modules that was used for lab testing sustained
damage to some of the optical fibers during shipping and clearly shows a lower response than the other modules.
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Figure 3: Mean (left) and sigma (right) from the MIP fits, using the runs with attenuators (top) and neutral density filters (bottom). The 30 GeV
refers to the energy of the primary beam, the secondary muons have a broad range of momenta.

5. EMCal Detector Performance

The EMCal’s linearity and resolution as functions of energy are key parameters in understanding the performance
of the calorimeter and ensuring its reliability in the DarkQuest experiment. These parameters were studied using low-
energy pion runs, where, depending on the beam energy, between 10% to 50% of the beam is expected to be composed
of electrons and the remaining particles mostly being pions. After the MIP calibration, the ADC values in the EMCal
are corrected channel-by-channel and then summed together. The calibrated and summed energy distribution is then
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Figure 4: Example fits to extract the EMCal response and resolution, fitted to a Gaussian function in the peak region.

fit with a Gaussian function in the peak region, which corresponds to the energy deposit of the incoming electron
beam. Two example fits are shown in Fig. 4]

The fits were carried out for different incoming beam energies, varying from 2 GeV to 30 GeV. The energy
response (mean) and resolution are extracted from the fits. These are shown as a function of the beam energy in Fig.[5]
In all the cases, the response distribution is reasonably linear, as expected. With this basic setup, we demonstrated
a linear energy reading up to 20 GeV. However, beyond this value the charge delivered to the DT5202 is beyond its
dynamic range. As we are interested in particle energies up to 80 GeV, we tested two different methods of attenuation,
optical or electrical, to gain sensitivity to higher energies. Both forms of attenuation demonstrated a linear response
for all energies tested.

The EMCal performed well for our purposes. A comparison of our measurement with measurements from pre-
vious experiments for the same detector is shown in Fig.[5] While the energy resolution is not as good as what
was measured previously [10]], it performed on par with, and in some cases better than, what was found with other
calorimeters such as the SPHENIX calorimeter [9]]. This is especially true for particle energies above ~ 10 GeV, which
we expect to be satisfied by ~90% of signal events. As referenced earlier, the decrease in the detector’s performance
when compared to previous experiments is likely twofold in origin: imperfections in the experimental environment
and degradation with age. In particular, we encountered complications related to the durability of the cable connec-
tions to the SiPM boards. This led to the connections becoming loose as the detector housing was being closed. For
this reason, the boards and cables will be redesigned for increased durability using more secure connections (e.g.
MMCX). However, because of the uncertainty in the MTest beam momentum spread, the detector’s actual resolution
may be considerably better than what we observed. Beyond these effects, this detector is notably around 20 years old
at the time of writing and has been significantly irradiated in past experiments. Thus there is certain to be a degree of
degradation to the scintillating plastic within the detector.

The low-energy pion mode of the test beam has a maximum energy of 30 GeV. In an attempt to test the linearity
beyond this threshold, several runs with high intensity (O(10°) particles per spill) were taken. The purpose of the high
intensity runs was to increase the probability that two adjacent RF buckets both contain a particle, or even “pile-up”
buckets, in which a single bucket contains two particles. In these cases, the combined energy of the two particles
was measured by the EMCal. As shown in Fig.[6] we were able to successfully test the linearity with both forms of
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Figure 5: Left: EMCal response as a function of beam energy. Note the maximum readout ADC for a single channel is 8000. Right: EMCal
resolution as a function of beam energy compared with other similar experiments [9l [10||L1]. Note the “with filter” data points have been shifted
0.2 GeV to the right and “without anything” data points have been shifted 0.4 GeV to the right. This was done to allow each point to be clearly
visible.

attenuation for energies up to 60 GeV and saw a lower relative non-linearity when using the optical filter than when
using the electrical attenuator. If the beam was directed between two channels, the response remained linear. However,
if the beam was instead directed directly into the center of one channel, a non-linearity of ~8% was observed. For the
purpose of achieving a linear response, optical attenuation is expected to be more effective than electrical attenuation.
This is most immediately due to optical saturation of the SiPMs for high energies showers, as these can produce
approximately the same number of photons as the number of pixels in the SiPM.
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Figure 6: High energy ADC vs energy plots with an electrical attenuator only and with an optical filter only. These runs had an intensity of roughly
200k counts per spill and were focused at the center of an individual channel. Note that the lines of fit shown are linear fits from energies less than
or equal to 30 GeV extrapolated to higher energies in order to gauge non-linearity.

6. Electron and pion separation

The sensitivity of the EMCal to the shower shape of particles in otherwise similar events could be a useful tool
in improved particle identification (PID). This section details the differences in shower shape between electrons and
pions in the EMCal, confirms this effect is an effect of particle flavor, not energy, and demonstrates the PID feasibility.
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The test beam used in this study is comprised of roughly an equal amount of electrons and pions [8]. Importantly,
pions, unlike electrons, do not tend to deposit their entire energies in the detector as the EMCal is less than one nuclear
interaction length in depth. As such, the electron ADC signature is typically higher than that of pions.

The summed ADC counts for an entire run (e.g. Fig.[d) can be used to identify approximately pure electron and
pion regions. A narrow cut around the Gaussian peak is taken to identify an electron region, and the plateau between
the noise peak (close to 0) and the Gaussian is dubbed our pion region. Further, the criteria for selecting candidate
runs requires the majority of the run energy to be deposited in one of the middle 4 channels. The study is performed
across three run energies per test beam configuration (i.e. with neutral density filter or with attenuator).

With these aforementioned selections, it is possible to assess the differences between electron and pion region
events. After plotting the energy fraction per channel for each region in 2D histograms, a difference between the two
regions is clear (Fig.[7).
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Figure 7: Energy fraction per channel in example 16 GeV run after selecting electron (left) and pion (right) regions from summed ADC distribution.

The intensity of the ADC concentrations in the central channel, with some slight spread in the 4 nearest neighbor
channels, suggest that the fractional central energy may adequately quantify the difference between electron and pion
region events. The fractional central energy is defined as the ADC count of the central channel divided by the summed
ADC of the channel plus its 4 nearest neighbors (diagonals excluded). The fractional central energy is plotted per
event, with electron and pion regions plotted separately, with the full run distribution included for reference (Fig. [8).
There is a clear divergence between electron and pion selections around 0.8, with electron selection dominantly
peaking around 0.9 across all energies. This seems to suggest the EMCal can detect a narrower shower shape from
electrons. However, it is important to note that the pion distribution still has a significant presence in this region,
especially in the highest energy runs.

To confirm that the shape difference is dependent on particle type and not energy, two runs at different energies
are selected in which the pion region of the higher energy run exactly overlaps with the electron region of the lower
energy run, and the same fractional central energy observable is plotted (Fig.[0). The same trend between particles
as in Fig. [§]is observed, and the dependence of the distribution on particle ID is asserted. Given these findings, the
fractional central energy distribution is a candidate to discriminate the two charged particles. After scanning over
the electron and pion spectra of each run, receiver operating characteristic curves (ROC curves) are created, where
events that meet the fractional central energy threshold are compared against their respective particle region (the
latter roughly corresponding to the truth value). The performance was found be to consistent across both detector
configurations (with attenuator or with neutral density filter) and all beam energies. This consistency suggests shower
shape is a feasible tool for particle identification, despite the small size and low count of modules in the tested EMCal.
The rightmost image of Fig. §]shows particle separation with an area under the curve (AUC) over 0.8 when the electron
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Figure 8: Fractional central energy distribution per event in Runs 591, 602, and 611 (16, 20, 30 GeV, respectively). The full run, electron region,
and pion region distributions are normalized individually. Note the electron dominance around 0.9 in all three plots.

and pion regions peak around the same deposited energy. Additional particle identification in DarkQuest will come
from comparisons of the EMCal energy and particle momentum determined from the spectrometer (E/p).
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Figure 9: Comparison of pion and electron fractional central energy distributions in Runs 591 and 611 (16, 30 GeV, respectively), as well as an
ROC curve using central energy fraction as discriminator.

7. Background Rates in DarkQuest’s Experimental Cavern

Understanding the background rates in DarkQuest’s experimental cavern, NM4, is crucial for the experiment as
the EMCal will be used to trigger the readout of the rest of the spectrometer. In order to study these rates, we installed
the EMCal in the NM4 Experimental Cavern currently being used by the SpinQuest experiment. As the physical setup
and the beam configuration of the SpinQuest experiment is similar to what will be used for DarkQuest, the resulting
data will be directly relevant. We installed the EMCal as close to where it would be located for DarkQuest as possible.
As shown in Fig.[10] we were able to position it in front of Station 3 in the SpinQuest spectrometer at a low elevation
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outside the SpinQuest acceptance. The true location for the EMCal installation will be between Station 3 and the
Hadron Absorber and centered on the beam line. These studies were performed during SpinQuest runs with a beam
intensity of 10'? protons per spill and with the open-aperture magnet (KMag) off.
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Figure 10: Left: EMCal in the NM4 enclosure. Right: Diagram showing the location of the EMCal within the SpinQuest apparatus. The EMCal is
represented in black and the table it stands on is represented in blue. Note that this is a “top down” view, and while the EMCal is located along the
x-axis of the beamline it is not directly centered in the y-axis of the beamline.

We applied a low energy threshold of 50 MeV to allow for a complete analysis of the event rates throughout the
energy spectrum. The resulting distribution showed little variation between channels and a total event rate of roughly
4-10% counts per second, as shown in Fig. We note that 15 of 16 channels were functional during these studies due
to physical damage to a cable connection for one of the channels. This event rate, however, was mostly comprised of
low energy events. Fig.[IT]also shows the event rate as a function of energy threshold and demonstrates that the vast
majority of these events are less than 1 GeV. This implies that we can increase the energy threshold required for each
event and significantly reduce the event rate. We found that the average number of events per spill triggering on an
energy greater than 5 GeV is 0.343 and above 10 GeV is 0.015. Although this represents only 4 modules of the 648
total for the EMCal, a naive scaling would lead to an expected background rate of around 55 events per spill above
5 GeV and less than 3 events per spill above 10 GeV for the full-sized EMCal. This is three orders of magnitude
below the limitations of the current SpinQuest DAQ system and provides evidence that there are not unanticipated
backgrounds (e.g. neutrons) and that the trigger rate can be kept to a very low level.
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Figure 11: Left: Total number of counts above an energy value for all 4 modules averaged over all spills. The beam intensity was 10'? for the
duration of the run. Right: Event rate over time for the first 30 minutes of this run, clearly showing intensity spikes from the recurrent beam spills.



8. Conclusions

The commissioning of the DarkQuest EMCal was performed with test beam data. The studies on linearity, resolu-
tion, and response to various particles confirm the suitability of the EMCal and its newly developed readout electronics
for the DarkQuest experiment. Light attenuation with neutral density filters and electrical attenuation were found to
give similar performance. Background rates in the real experiment were also studied and were found to be within the
constraints of the existing readout system.
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