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Chapter 1
Abstract
The PANDA experiment at FAIR will perform world class physics studies using high-intensity
cooled antiproton beams with momenta between 1.5 and 15 GeV/c. A rich physics program
requires very good particle identification (PID). Charged hadron PID for the barrel section
of the target spectrometer has to cover the angular range of 22-140◦ and separate pions from
kaons for momenta up to 3.5 GeV/c with a separation power of at least 3 standard deviations.
The system that will provide it has to be thin and operate in a strong magnetic field. A ring
imaging Cherenkov detector using the DIRC principle meets those requirements. The design
of the PANDA Barrel DIRC is based on the successful BABAR DIRC counter with several
important changes to improve the performance and optimize the costs. The design options are
being studied in detailed Monte Carlo simulation, and implemented in increasingly complex
system prototypes and tested in particle beams. Before building the full system prototypes
the radiator bars and lenses are measured on the test benches. The performance of the DIRC
prototype was quantified in terms of the single photon Cherenkov angle resolution and the
photon yield. Results for two full system prototypes will be presented. The prototype in 2011
aimed at investigating the full size expansion volume. It was found that the resolution for
this configuration is at the level of in good agreement with ray tracing simulation results. A
more complex prototype, tested in 2012, provided the first experience with a compact fused
silica prism expansion volume, a wide radiator plate, and several advanced lens options for
the focusing system. The performance of the baseline configuration of the prototype with
a standard lens and an air gap met the requirements for the PANDA PID for most of the
polar angle range but failed at polar angles around 90◦ due to photon loss at the air gap.
Measurements with a prototype high-refractive index compound lens without an air gap at a
polar angle of 128◦ beam angle showed a good resolution of σΘC = 11.8 ± 0.7 mrad and a high
photon yield of Nph = 26.1 ± 0.4. Even at polar angles close to 90◦ the photon yield with
this lens exceeded 15 detected photons per particle, meeting the PANDA Barrel DIRC PID
requirements for the entire phase space and demonstrating that the compact focusing DIRC is
a very promising option for PANDA.
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Chapter 2
Introduction

Figure 2.1: The FAIR accelerator facility with the highlighted path of the beam provided for
the PANDA detector.
The PANDA (antiProton ANnihilation in Darmstadt) Experiment will be one of the four
major experiments at the Facility for Antiproton and Ion Research (FAIR) which is currently
under construction on the area of the GSI Helmholtzzentrum für Schwerionenforschung GmbH
in Darmstadt, Germany. It will perform world class hadron physics using cooled antiproton
beams of unprecedented intensities in the momentum range p = 1.5 − 15 GeV/c. The layout of
FAIR is presented in Fig. 2.1. It will use two synchrotrons, SIS100 and SIS300, to accelerate
particles, which are later transported to the experiments. A primary beam of protons with
energies up to 30 GeV interacts with a target creating secondary beams. Antiprotons are
produced from protons collisions with thick Ni targets. They are accumulated, cooled, and
rebunched before being transfered to the High Energy Storage Ring (HESR), where the PANDA
detector is located.
A schematic of the HESR ring is shown in Fig. 2.2. Antiprotons are injected at 3.7 GeV/c
and accelerated to up to 15 GeV/c. It is also possible to decelerate them down to 1.5 GeV/c.
7
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Figure 2.2: The High Energy Storage Ring providing the antiproton beam for the PANDA
experiment.

There are two operating modes foreseen: the high luminosity mode and the high precision mode.
Two kinds of a cooling system will be used: stochastic cooling and electron cooling. With the
stochastic cooling high luminosity of 2 × 1032 cm−2 s−1 with 10−4 relative momentum resolution
is realized, for the full momentum range (1.5-15 GeV/c). The electron cooling will be used
for experiments requiring a lower luminosity of 2 × 1031 cm−2 s−1 , but even better momentum
resolution (4 × 10−5 ). The electron cooling is limited by the energies of electrons to momenta
smaller than 8 GeV/c. High luminosities will correspond to average rates of 20 MHz at the
interaction point. The energy of the beam can be tuned in 50 keV steps to scan the production
cross section of resonances.
A sophisticated system with a number of different cooperating complementary sub-detectors
surrounds the point of collision to provide the best possible coverage of all angles and high rate
capability. To achieve enough statistics PANDA will have to detect very efficiently up to 20×106
interactions per second. A momentum resolution at the level of 1% and vertex information with
700 µm resolution is required for a track information. In addition, particle identification (PID)
over a wide range of momentum is of utmost importance. Only fulfilling all these requirements
will make the reconstruction of the final state and the excellent identification of the reaction
products possible.
The detector is shown in Fig. 2.3. In order to provide full coverage of the interaction point
the detector will consist of two parts, the Forward (FS) and the Target Spectrometers (TS).
The Target Spectrometer with axial symmetry surrounds the interaction point and covers polar
angles above 22◦ . The Forward Spectrometer will analyze the decay products in a narrow cone
of ±5◦ vertically and ±10◦ horizontally.
The interaction point is surrounded by the Micro Vertex Detector (MVD, Ref. [1]) which

9

Figure 2.3: The PANDA detector with all subsystems.
consist of pixels in the inner parts, and strips in the outer part. It is enclosed by the Central
Tracker based on Straw Tubes (STT, Ref. [2]) and followed by the Gas Electron Multiplier
(GEM) detector in the forward direction. Next are two Cherenkov detectors, the Barrel DIRC
and the Disc DIRC (Ref. [3]). Finally, there is an Electromagnetic Calorimeter (EMC, Ref. [4])
build from these parts: the barrel, and the two endcaps. These systems are inside the solenoid.
The instrumented yoke hosts, in between the iron segments, detectors serving for the identification of muons (Ref. [5]). To analyze the momentum of charged particles in the forward
direction a dipole magnet with a large inlet aperture will be used (Ref. [6]). Details about all
the sub-systems of the PANDA detector can be found in Ref. [7].
The PANDA collaboration will study a large variety of physics topics [8]. They include
precision spectroscopy of charmonium states, the search for new forms of hadronic matter,
the study of hypernuclei, medium modifications of hadron properties, and nucleon structure in
exclusive electromagnetic or meson final states. A very important goal for PANDA is to study
the nature of many exotic states discovered in recent years, answer fundamental questions of
hadron physics, and test the predictions of Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD).
QCD is well understood for high energy processes at much shorter distances than the size
of a nucleon. In this case a well established calculational technique, called perturbation theory, provides results with high precision and predictive power [9]. However, at distance scales
comparable to the nucleon radius (approximately 10−15 m), marked with tilted parallel lines in
Fig. 2.4, other theoretical methods are required to effectively describe the QCD. At these scales
the interaction between quarks and gluons becomes too strong to investigate single quarks.
Furthermore, the running coupling of the strong force, originating from the gluon self interaction, makes it impossible to perform calculations based on perturbation theory. The specialty
of charmonium is, that the corresponding energy regime is exactly in the transition region between perturbation and strong QCD. Therefore, studies of this system will make it possible to
improve the theoretical understanding of hadronic states in general.
Due to the abundant production of particles with gluonic degrees of freedom and particle-
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Figure 2.4: Running coupling constant αs of the strong interaction as a function of the distance.
Figure from Ref. [9].

antiparticle-pairs in proton-antiproton annihilations, spectroscopy using an antiproton beam
is an excellent tool to study many of the problems mentioned above. The wide range of
measurements in PANDA is aimed at providing as much information as possible [10].
In order to tackle the diverse physics program of PANDA, strong demands are placed on
particle reconstruction. In order to show in particular the importance of an excellent particle
identification system, which is the focus of this thesis, a key experiment of PANDA will be
∗
discussed in detail: The measurement of the width of Ds0
(2317)± . The description of the full
physics program is available for example in Ref. [10]. Prior to 2003 quark potential models
provided a remarkably good description of the charmonium spectrum and the properties of any
hadronic states that had been discovered in nuclear and high energy physics experiments [12]. In
that year the discovery of hadrons with unexpected properties was reported by the BABAR collaboration in Ref. [11]. Two new Ds −like open charm states were reported: The charm-strange
∗
mesons Ds0
(2317)± and Ds1 (2458)± , as shown in Fig. 2.5, turned out to have quite different
properties from those anticipated by theory for conventional cs̄ states. Their masses are approximately 150 MeV lower than expected and their widths are much narrower. Since there was
no obvious interpretation of their nature, they were considered as potential exotic states. This
started a run of discoveries in the following years of similarly inexplicable exotic states that
continues until today. Various theoretical interpretations of the nature of those states were
proposed. Many theoretical models predict different widths for the states [13], thus precise
width measurement may be a key to distinguish between these models. The reference value of
∗
the Ds0
(2317)± width currently published by the Particle Data Group (PDG [14]) has an upper
limit of Γ < 3.8 MeV. The measurement with PANDA is expected to determine the width with
a projected precision of the order of 50 keV to distinguish between the different models.
Since the Ds0 , being a cs̄ state, cannot be produced directly in a formation reaction pp̄ → X,
∗
the idea is to produce the Ds0
(2317)± mesons together with the conventional ground state Ds ±
mesons. Therefore, the precise measurement of the production rate (cross section) of this
reaction depends on the width of the Ds ± Ds0 (2317)± . The shape of the excitation function,

11

Figure 2.5: The spectrum of states predicted by the potential model (red) and measured in
experiment (blue). The green bars represent the new charm-strange mesons that were discovered in 2003, with surprisingly lower energy than predicted. The dashed lines represent
corresponding the threshold levels for strong decays to DK and D*K, respectively. Figure from
Ref. [11].

∗
Figure 2.6:
The cross section of the production of Ds0
(2317)± together with a recoiling
∓
conventional Ds . Different colors reflect different width assumptions and cases (solid lines)
and (dashed lines) that refer to different beam momentum resolutions. Figure from Ref. [13].
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which is the energy dependent cross section for both particles to appear at the same time, gives
a handle to determine the width Γ, which is reflected in the formula for the cross section [13]:
√
Z √s−mDs p
(s − (m + mDs )2 )(s − (m − mDs )2 )
σΓ ( s)
Γ
√
fexc (E) =
dm
2 =
Γ
∗ )2 ) + ( )2
4π s −∞
((m − mDs0
|M |
2
The√parameter giving access to the excitation function is the total center-of-momentum
energy s. It can be adjusted with very high precision by selecting the corresponding momentum of the anti-proton-beam. Examples of varying shapes of the fexc (E) are shown in Fig. 2.6.
Different colors reflect different width assumptions. Larger width and beam spread, where the
production below nominal threshold is possible, corresponds to a smoother curve progression
(e.g. blue solid line), whereas a harder kink appears for a narrow width and higher beam
resolution (e.g. black dashed line).
The Ds ± Ds0 (2317)± * systems will be produced around the
of the masses. The
√ threshold
2
measurement is done close to the sum of nominal masses s/c ≈ m0 (Ds ) + m0 (Ds0 )) =
4.286 GeV/c2 of the two states involved. In order to enhance the expected number of reconstructible reactions an inclusive reconstruction approach was followed by just detecting the
recoil Ds . Only the decay Ds± → φπ ± with φ → K + K − is considered, due to its clean signature
and relative high branching fraction. To identify the full reaction, a missing mass technique
will be used (by considering the sum of the missing mass and the invariant mass of the Ds
showing a narrow peak at the phase space limit.). Choosing the inclusive approach has its consequence. In order to reconstruct the Ds state the kaons have to be distinguished sufficiently
well from pions, while the pion production cross-section is several orders of magnitude higher
than that for charmed states. This means that the kaons have to be separated from a huge
pionic background.

Figure 2.7: Phase space distribution of momentum vs. polar angle for kaons resulting from
several PANDA benchmark channels. The box shows the phase space covered by the barrel
DIRC. Figure from Ref. [15].
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The situation presented in this example is not unique in PANDA since open charm, most
of the time, cascades down to strangeness in the form of either K or φ mesons, and a large
pionic background has to be suppressed in many other channels. A plot showing the phase
space distribution for kaons resulting from the majority of relevant reactions for the PANDA
Barrel DIRC is shown in Fig. 2.7.
In the barrel region of the PANDA detector (22◦ -140◦ polar angle) three standard deviations
(3 σ) separation of kaons from the large pionic background will be needed for studies in the
open charm sector. A dedicated subsystem has to be used to provide PID in the required
momentum range of 0.5-3.5 GeV/c. It has to operate in a 2 T magnetic field of the solenoid,
handle extremely high interaction rates of up to 50 MHz, and be compact to keep reasonable
the cost and size of the outward following EMC.
In general, a charged particle can be identified by analysis of its interaction and determination of its mass. The mass can not be measured directly but it can be obtained from
the momentum p and the velocity β = v/c measurements. The curvature of the track in the
magnetic field is used to determine the momentum. Several different systems are capable of
measuring the velocity of the particle. The choice for PANDA was limited by constraints on its
construction and the momentum that it has to cover. Commonly used systems that measure
the energy loss due to the ionization, for instance a tracking system which can provide PID
information from the specific energy loss dE/dx, do not match the momentum range. Different
particles in this kind of system are not separated well enough above 1 GeV/c. Another possible
solution could be the time of flight system. Unfortunately, it would have to be extremely large
to provide the sufficient π/K separation in the required momentum range.
The required momentum range in PANDA is a primary area for Cherenkov counters. Ring
Imaging CHerenkov detectors (RICH) [16] are used in many experiments to provide charged
particle identification. They utilize the dependence of the emission angle of the Cherenkov
radiation, and the number of emitted photons, on the velocity of the particle. There are several
kinds of Cherenkov detectors but the one that performs best in the PANDA domain is a detector
using the DIRC (Detection of Internally Reflected Cherenkov light) principle [17]. Figure 2.8
shows the location of the two DIRC detectors that will be used in PANDA to provide π/K
separation: the PANDA Barrel DIRC and the Endcap Disc DIRC. The Barrel DIRC covers
polar angles from 22◦ to 140◦ , and provides 3 standard deviations of π/K separation up to
3.5 GeV/c. It will be described in detail in the next chapter.
The first system based on the DIRC principle was successfully used in the BABAR experiment and performed PID in a similar momentum range. The achieved performance matches
exactly the PANDA requirements. That is why the baseline design of the PANDA Barrel DIRC
was inspired by the BABAR DIRC. It uses thin bars made of synthetic fused silica as radiators
and light guides to transport the emitted Cherenkov photons to the expansion volume where
they are registered on the detector plane. The different PANDA detector layout introduces new
challenges that require several key changes in the design. It has to be much more compact to
simplify integration and to fit in between other systems. A focusing system and fast timing are
needed to reach the resolution that will meet the physics requirements. Several design options
are still being studied to optimize the performance and lower the cost of the system.
In the next chapter the development of the PANDA Barrel DIRC prototype will be presented. Prior to studies of the full prototype individual components from difference manufacturers are tested in separate measurements on test benches, discussed in Sec. 3.5. The optical
and mechanical quality of the DIRC radiator bars is crucial for the performance of the DIRC
detector. A superior polish, parallelism, and squareness of the radiator bar surfaces are needed
to efficiently transport the Cherenkov photons to the ends of the bar and to conserve the mag-
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Figure 2.8: Drawing of the PANDA detector with the highlighted Barrel DIRC (blue) and the
Endcap Disc DIRC.

nitude of the Cherenkov angle during the internal reflections. This rare combination of tight
optical and mechanical specifications, together with relatively large size of the radiators, is a
challenge to the optical industry. Seven manufacturers produced over thirty prototype radiators for the PANDA Barrel DIRC using different fabrication techniques. A special setup was
build at GSI to qualify these techniques and check the agreement with the angular and surface
finish specifications. It measures the photon transport efficiency using several lasers reflected
multiple times in the bars. This efficiency is related to surface roughness via the scalar scattering theory [18]. The method is described, along with the production process of the bars, in
Sec. 3.5.1. Focusing lenses are another component that required separate studies. The shape
of the focal plane was studied to optimize the focusing required later in the prototype. The
results of the lens measurement will be presented in Sec. 3.5.2.
Detailed Monte Carlo simulations are used to study potential design options. The final
decision about the ultimate PANDA Barrel DIRC design will be made after validating the
performance of the prototype with hadronic particle beams. Three generations of PANDA
Barrel DIRC prototypes were created and tested in hadronic particle beams at GSI and CERN.
The preparation phase, performance, and data analysis of the second and third prototype
(tested in 2011 and 2012) are described in the chapter 4.
The PID performance of the DIRC detector is driven by the photon yield and single photon
Cherenkov angle resolution. Therefore, these parameters are used to quantify the performance
of each design. The approach used to determine both of these parameters is explained in
Sec. 3.4. The description of the 2011 prototype is presented in Sec. 4.1. The data were
collected during two campaigns in 2011, at GSI and at CERN. The single photon Cherenkov
angle resolution and the photon yield of the configuration with a narrow bar, focusing lens, and
an oil tank are determined for the first time. Several key design options were implemented in
the third prototype and tested in the summer of 2012 at CERN. The major new feature of this

15
prototype was the first time use of a compact prism as the expansion volume. The description
of the setup and results from selected studies can be found in Sec. 4.2. The approach and
challenges of adopting the geometrical reconstruction method of the Cherenkov angle to the
prism geometry, along with the general performance of the setup and error evaluation are
discussed. Several methods are used to extract the single photon Cherenkov angle. Results for
different synthetic fused silica bars, as well as one made of an acrylic glass, are presented. In
addition to the spherical lenses with air gaps and different anti-reflective coatings a prototype
of a high-refractive index compound lens was evaluated. Finally the crosscheck of the PID
test was performed using the data collected from the low momentum beam to validate the
reconstruction method.
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Chapter 3
The Development of the PANDA
Barrel DIRC Prototype
It was shown in the introduction that PANDA has a rich physics program, which requires for
many studies an excellent particle identification. A dedicated PID system is required in the
barrel part of the PANDA detector to provide clean and efficient separation between pions and
kaons in the momentum range of 0.5-3.5 GeV/c. The best choice in this momentum region is
a special kind of the ring imaging Cherenkov detector (RICH) called DIRC.
This chapter will start with brief explanation of the nature and properties of the Cherenkov
effect, as well as a basic idea of the RICH concept. RICH detectors can perform hadronic
PID for large range of momenta. The BABAR DIRC design aspects were the inspiration and
starting point for the PANDA Barrel DIRC design. The design evolution and open questions
that are currently under investigation will be discussed. In order to answer those questions the
prototype program with particle beams was carried out. The main part of this chapter will deal
with the preparation of the prototypes. That includes developing the concept of the full system
prototype, the Monte Carlo studies of it, and selecting the components to build it. Before the
construction and the studies in the beams, the prototype components are being investigated
separately in the lab tests. That includes measurements of the focusing lenses but the main
focus is on the radiators, since they are the heart of the DIRC system.

3.1
3.1.1

The PANDA Barrel DIRC
The DIRC Concept

The DIRC detector is based on a concept of the Detection of Internally Reflected Cherenkov
light (DIRC) produced in a solid radiator bar to identify the charged particle. It is a special
type of Cherenkov counter, which uses the unique properties of the Cherenkov radiation.
The speed of light c was postulated by Einstein in the Theory of Relativity as a absolute
limit on the velocity of particles. This is only true in the vacuum, while the speed at which
light propagates in a material may be significantly lower than the speed of particle in this
medium cp = c/n. If a particle transverses a medium with a velocity greater than the speed of
light in that medium it emits Cherenkov radiation. Major contribution in understanding and
describing this effect comes from Pavel Cherenkov, Igor Tamm and Ilya Frank (Ref. [19, 20]).
Already in early studies Cherenkov established several key properties of the new discovered
17
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light. It is emitted only from the charged particles above a certain velocity threshold, with
intensity proportional to the electron path length in the liquid. The emission is prompt, the
light is polarized, and has a continues wavelength spectrum. The angular distribution of the
radiation, its intensity, wavelength spectrum and its dependence on the refractive index agree
with the theory proposed by Frank and Tamm.

Figure 3.1: Schematic showing the Cherenkov cone. Figure from Ref. [21].
Further studies confirmed that the Cherenkov radiation is emitted uniformly in azimuth
(Φc ) around the particle direction with the polar opening angle ΘC (see Fig. 3.1) defined as:
cos Θc =

1
n(λ)β

(3.1)

where β = vp /c, vp is the particle velocity, and n(λ) is the index of refraction of the material,
which is a function of the photon wavelength λ. In a dispersive mediums the Cherenkov
radiation cone is not exactly perpendicular to the Cherenkov propagation angle. The half
angle of the cone opening marked as ηC in Fig. 3.1 is defined as:
cot ηc = [

d
dn
(ω tan Θc )]ω0 = [tan ΘC + β 2 ωn(ω)
cot ΘC ]ω0
dω
dω

(3.2)

The ω0 is the central value of the considered frequency range. The second term in the equadn
6= 0, the ηC angle is not the complement
tion implies that in the dispersive medium, where dω
of the ΘC (Motz and Schiff in 1953 [22]). It can have consequence for applications with a large
size or a very precise timing.
The spectrum of the photons is continuous and, in contrast to scintillation, it has no decay
time. The number of Cherenkov photons Nphotons produced by a particle with charge z is given
by the Frank-Tamm equation [20]
Nphotons

α2 z 2
=L
re me c2

Z

sin2 Θc (E)dE,

(3.3)

where L is the path length in cm of the particle in the medium and E is the photon energy
in eV. The integral is taken over the region where n(E) is greater than 1, and α2 /(re me c2 ) =
370 cm−1 eV−1 . The velocity of a particle βt = 1/n is the threshold for the emission of the
Cherenkov light. This radiation is rather weak, so the transversing particle loses only small
fraction of its energy. That is seen in the formula above for ΘC → 0.
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In detectors using Cherenkov radiation the position and propagation time of the photon
is measured rather than the Φc and Θc angles. For a particle producing Cherenkov photons,
with the origin ze , propagating in the bar with the time tp , and detected at the point zd (see
Fig. 3.2), the equations can be written as:

qx = cosΦc sinΘc ,
qy = sinΦc sinΘc ,
qz = cosΘc ,
Lp
(ze − zd )
tp =
=
.
vp
vp qz

(3.4)
(3.5)
(3.6)
(3.7)

qx , qy , and qz are direction cosines in the particle (q) frame of the Cherenkov photon emission
(shown on the left side in Fig. 3.2), and (vp ) is velocity. The experiment measures the position
and time of the photons in the laboratory frame, defined in the right figure of Fig. 3.2, and
then transformed back to the particle frame q. In order to do that additional tracking and time
information is needed in most of the cases .

Figure 3.2: Schematic of the Cherenkov cones and reference frames with respect to the particle
track (left), and in the lab coordinate system (right). Figure from Ref. [21].
In a dispersive medium, the photon propagates with the group velocity vgroup = c/ng . One
can define the group refractive index (ng ) as:
ng (λ) = n(λ) − λdn(λ)/dλ.

(3.8)

For photons in the visible and UV energy range ng (λ) is larger than n(λ). Difference between
these two refractive indexes in the fused silica is shown in Fig. 3.3.
Cherenkov counters are detectors used to identify charged particles. There are many types
available to perform the PID, and they can be grouped by the application of the Cherenkov
radiation. The simplest type of Cherenkov counters are threshold detectors. They use the fact
that only particles with velocity β > 1/n emit Cherenkov photons. In a basic version they
provide Yes/No information on the existence of the particle type. The measured information
about particle velocity is combined with the momentum information from the tracking systems

20 CHAPTER 3. THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE PANDA BARREL DIRC PROTOTYPE

Figure 3.3: Phase (green) and group (blue) refractive indexes as a function of wavelength in
the fused silica material. Figure from Ref. [15].
to determine the mass:
m=

pp 2 2
n cos (ΘC ) − 1
c

(3.9)

Figure 3.4: Working principle of a RICH detector. The red and blue lines correspond to
Cherenkov photons emitted from pions and kaons transversing the radiator, respectively.
Ring Imaging Cherenkov Counters (RICH) [16] are more advanced type of Cherenkov detectors. They can perform hadronic PID for large range of momenta. They derive from the
positions of the photons, imaged on the sensors, the emission angle and the number of detected
photoelectrons. The ring-shaped image created by photons on the detector plane (See Fig. 3.4)
has to be resolved in the reconstruction process. The reconstructed ring is a measure for the
Cherenkov emission angle which, in combination with the momentum information, is used to
determine the particle species. The relation between particle momentum and ΘC for the different charged particles is shown in Fig. 3.5. RICH detectors are used not only in modern high
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energy physics detectors at accelerators but also at very large systems that search for or study
very rare processes such as neutron decay or neutrino interactions. In the context of this thesis
only the first counters are relevant.

Figure 3.5: Dependence of the Cherenkov angle on the particle momentum for different particles
for a fused silica radiator with < n > = 1.473.
The main components of Cherenkov counters are: radiators, which can be in principle any
medium with refractive index large enough to produce photons, mirrors/lenses for imaging, and
photodetectors. In reality these systems become very complex and use sophisticated combinations of optical elements. The limited number of Cherenkov photons determines very tight
constraints on the choice of the material, the size of the radiator, and the kind of photo sensor
in order to detect photons as efficiently as possible. The momentum range that the detector
has to work in defines the choice of the radiator and therefore the kind of the RICH detector.
The particular momentum range that has to be covered in PANDA spectrometer favors the
solid state radiator used in detectors based on the DIRC (Detection of Internally Reflected
Cherenkov light) principle. Figure 3.6 illustrates that for the momentum range below 4 GeV/c
only DIRC type detectors can reach 3 standard deviation separation, provided that the per
track Cherenkov resolution is about 2 m rad.
DIRC is a special type of RICH counter, that collects and images totally internally reflected
photons and utilizes the optical material of the radiator as a light guide. Photons are transported via internal reflections to a photon detector [24]. A rectangular cross section and parallel,
highly polish surfaces conserve the magnitude of the Cherenkov angle during the reflections.
The success of the previously build BABAR DIRC, in combination with a compact design, are
the main reason of choosing this type of Cherenkov counter for the PANDA detector.
Figure 3.7 shows the general concept of the DIRC detectors. A charged particle traversing
the radiator with velocity β generates a cone of Cherenkov photons. Some photons are lost but
for particles with velocity β ≈ 1 some fraction always lie within the total internal reflection limit
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Figure 3.6: π/K separation for different radiator materials as a function of momentum. Colors
stand for different materials and symbols indicate different assumptions for the total error of
the Cherenkov angle. Figure from Ref. [23].

Figure 3.7: Concept of the DIRC detector.
and may be reflected several hundred times before they exit the radiator to be measured [25].
Photons which originally propagate away from the readout volume can be reflected back by a
mirror attached to the end of the radiator. The radiator is typically made of fused silica with
n ≈ 1.473 and can be a narrow bar, a wide plate or a disk. Photons that exit the radiator
into the expansion region imaged in three dimensions by the array of sensors. The measured
position (x,y) and time (t) define the Cherenkov angles Θc and Φc and the propagation time
(tp ) of the photon. The observed hit patterns are not rings but rather conic sections that, for
some designs, can form quite complicated patterns. In most of the cases likelihood functions are
calculated for the observed hit pattern to be produced from e, µ, π, K, p in the selected space
(the detector itself or translated to the Cherenkov space). The DIRC detectors work primarily
in the wavelength range from above 300 nm in contrary to gaseous RICH counters measuring
photons below 250 nm. That defines the choice of the photon detector. A visible light sensor
is required because the optical glue used to connect the optical elements limits the wavelength
range to above 300 nm. There is only a limited number of sensors capable of single photon
detection in the visible range such as Photomultiplier tubes (PMT), Silicon photomultipliers
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(SiPM) and Micro-Channel Plate Photomultipliers (MCP-PMT). A detailed discussion on the
DIRC concept can be found in [17].

3.1.2

The BABAR DIRC Counter

The first DIRC detector was proposed in 1992 for the BABAR experiment [17]. It was then build
and successfully operated between 1999-2008 at the B Factory (PEP-II) located at the SLAC
National Accelerator Laboratory [26]. It used 4.9 m long bars with a rectangular cross section
17.25 mm x 35.0 mm as radiators. Each bar was made up of four 1.225 m long pieces glued
together end-to-end. These long bars were distributed over 12 hermetically sealed containers,
called bar boxes, and arranged in a barrel shape, with a radius of 85 cm, around the interaction
point. The photons were imaged via pin-hole focusing onto an array of 10752 densely packed
PMTs. Sensors are placed at a distance of about 1.2 m from the bar end. Figure 3.8 shows a
schematic of the concept used in the BABAR DIRC.

Figure 3.8: Schematic showing the concept of imaging Cherenkov photons in BABAR DIRC.
Figure from Ref. [17].
The DIRC detector played a significant role in almost all BABAR physics analyses published
to date. During more than 8 years of operation this robust, stable, and easy to operate system
provided excellent π/K separation from the pion Cherenkov threshold up to 4.2 GeV/c. The
observed track Cherenkov angle resolution was within 10% of the design. A lead shielding
installed in 2002 and new readout electronics kept the DIRC working even at four times the
design luminosity. A good timing resolution of 1 ns provided a powerful tool to reject the
accelerator and event related background, a potential problem in the reconstruction. The 98%
of the channels stayed fully functional until the end and there was no evidence of bar surface
quality deterioration [27]. These facts made this novel concept a reference for the design of
other detectors including the PANDA Barrel DIRC. In the process of optimizing the PANDA
Barrel DIRC design the BABAR DIRC was used as the reference, so it is good to discuss what

24 CHAPTER 3. THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE PANDA BARREL DIRC PROTOTYPE
limited its performance.
For the particle with β ≈ 1 momentum above threshold that goes through the radiator with
refraction index n the number of σ separation Nσ between particles of mass m1 and m2 can be
calculated as ([19]):
Nσ ≈

|m1 2 − m2 2 |
√
2p2 σΘC ,track n2 − 1

(3.10)

2
σΘ
is the resolution in the Cherenkov polar opening angle (3.1) of the particle track,
C ,track
and can be written as:

2
2
2
σΘ
= σΘ
/Npe + σcorrelated
C ,track
C

(3.11)

Npe is the number of measured photons per track, and σΘC is the average single photon
Cherenkov angle resolution. σcorrelated consist of several correlated terms that contribute to the
resolution, in particular connected to the uncertainty of the track direction. It is a sum of terms
corresponding to the misalignment of the system, multiple scattering, and the resolution of the
tracking system. The DIRC detector needs the track direction to perform the reconstruction,
and the associated correlated error in BABAR was at the level of 1.5–2 mrad for high momentum
particles.
σΘC ,track determines the DIRC PID performance and provides information about the required single photon resolution and photon yield. The uncertainty of the single photon Cherenkov
angle (σΘC ), consist of the contribution from the sensor pixel size (σΘC ,det ), the imaging errors
(σΘC ,bar ), the error due to bar imperfections (σΘC ,transport ), such as non-squareness, and the
chromatic term (σΘC ,chrom ). It can be calculated as:
2
2
2
2
2
σΘ
= σΘ
+ σΘ
+ σΘ
+ σΘ
C
C ,det
C ,bar
C ,transport
C ,chrom

(3.12)

The performance of the BABAR DIRC is summarized in Fig. 3.9, where the single photon
Cherenkov angle resolution is shown in (a) as the difference between measured Cherenkov angle
per photon and expected Cherenkov angle per particle (∆ΘC,γ ). It was measured to be 9.6 mrad.
It includes 7 mrad contribution from PMT and bar size, 5.4 mrad from the chromatic term and,
2-3 mrad from the bar imperfections. The origin of the chromatic term (σΘC ,chrom ) is due to
the wavelength of the photon and the dispersion n(λ) of the fused silica. The Cherenkov angle
of the red photons is lower then the ΘC of blue photons. The 10% background under the ∆ΘC,γ
peak, in Fig. 3.9a, comes from combinatoric background, track overlap, accelerator background,
δ electrons in radiator bar, and reflections at fused silica/glue interface. Figure 3.9b shows that
20-60 photons were recorded per track, depending on the polar angle of the particle. A very
useful feature in the BABAR environment were that the higher momentum was correlated with
larger polar angle values, at which there was more signal photons, increasing the resolution.
Finally, the track Cherenkov angle resolution is shown in Fig. 3.9. The width of the fit is
2.4 mrad, which is within 10% of the design.
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Figure 3.9: BABAR DIRC performance showing a) The difference between measured single
photon Cherenkov angle per photon and expected Cherenkov angle per particle, b) the number
of Cherenkov photons per track as a function of the polar angle, and c) the distribution of the
Cherenkov angle per track.

3.1.3

The PANDA Barrel DIRC Design

The Evolution of the Design
The goal for the PANDA Barrel DIRC is to provide the separation of pions and kaons with
more than 3 standard deviations (σ) separation power for the particle momentum range up to
p = 3.5 GeV/c. At that momentum the Cherenkov angle separation between pions and kaons
is 8.5 mrad (see Fig. 3.5). Therefore, PANDA Barrel DIRC has to achieve a track Cherenkov
angle resolution of 2.8 mrad. The performance that the BABAR DIRC reached would meet
the PANDA requirements. Because of different constrains on the construction in PANDA, the
design of the DIRC detector require important modifications to work in a new environment.
The initial design of the PANDA Barrel DIRC looked like a scaled down version of BABAR DIRC
(Fig. 3.10a). It consisted of ninety six 2.5 m long bars, and a big single tank as an expansion volume placed outside of the magnetic yoke. Approximately 7000 Photomultiplier Tubes (PMTs)
arranged on a toroidal surface measure the photon positions and time. Results from the R&D
for the SuperB fDIRC [28] suggested that a more compact expansion volume, combined with
focusing and smaller pixels is an attractive solution. This idea influenced the next design,
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shown in Fig. 3.10b, with the “camera” expansion volume. Here, the big tank is divided into
sixteen segments, each equipped with a focusing mirror. According to simulation this design
would deliver around 98% Kaon identification efficiency with a pion mis-identification rate of
less than 20% and, therefore, meet the PANDA PID requirements. [29].

Figure 3.10: Early designs of the PANDA Barrel DIRC with the expansion volume placed
outside the solenoid yoke, with a) single oil/water tank and b) segmented tank (the camera
solution).
The increasingly complex design of the inner detectors and the backward endcap forced the
decision to move the expansion volume inside the magnetic yoke. The advantage of moving the
expansion volume inside the yoke made it possible to use shorter bars, which are biggest cost
factor. Most likely it will be possible to make each long bar from two instead of three glued
bars. However, the new location, within the magnetic field, eliminated PMTs as the potential
sensor candidates. Study of the individual contributions to the resolution showed that the new
smaller design can not perform the PID required for PANDA without focusing. In a compact
design the imaging part, bar and pixel size contributions become dominant errors. In the new
location there is very limited space for expansion volume and it is impossible to use focusing
mirror like in fDIRC. Current studies focuses on a search of different lenses, to reduce the size of
the bar image, and a type of multi-anode sensor with a smaller pixel, that can work in magnetic
field.
In the PANDA Barrel DIRC, the single photon has to be detected in the magnetic field with
around 5 mm spacial resolution and 100 ps timing. However, the most critical performance
parameter is the rate capability. For the interaction rates observed in PANDA the resulting
rates of Cherenkov photons are up to 200 kHz/cm2 . This also leads to strict requirements on
the lifetime of the tubes, that have to sustain an integrated anode charge on the level of 0.5 to 5
C/cm2 . In table 3.1 all the requirements are listed with the ability of fulfilling them by different
types of tubes. It clearly shows that at the moment there is no alternative to MCP-PMTs for
the PANDA Barrel DIRC, because PMTs do not work in magnetic field and SiPMs are not
good due to the noise and dark count level.
Planacon MCP-PMTs made by PHOTONIS [30] are a candidate for the PANDA Barrel
DIRC. In Fig. 3.11 the working principle of MCP-PMTs is shown, and a photo of the PHOTONIS tube. The tube has a square 59 × 59 mm2 housing, 53 × 53 mm2 active area, and 8 × 8
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Requirement
Single photon sensitivity
Low dark count rate
Fast timing (< 200 ps)
Good position resolution (< 2 mm)
Operation in 1 T magnetic field
High rate tolerance (> 200 kHz/cm2 )
Long life time (> 1 C/cm2 /year, 106 gain)
Large active area ratio
Resistant to neutron radiation
Availability and cost
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MCP-PMT
yes
yes
yes
yes
yes
yes
yes
yes
yes
yes

MAPMT
yes
yes
yes
yes
no
yes
yes
yes
yes
yes

SiPM
yes
no
yes
yes
yes
yes
yes
yes
no
yes

Table 3.1: Requirements for the Barrel DIRC sensors and the ability of fulfilling them by
different types of tubes: Micro Channel Plate PhotoMultiplier Tube (MCP-PMT), Multi Anode
PhotoMultiplier Tube (MAPMT), Silicon PhotoMultiplier (SiPM).

pixels. It uses a Bialkali photocathode, has single photon sensitivity, and a low dark noise of
1 kHz/cm2 . The transit time spread is on the order of 30 ps ([31, 32]) and a spacial resolution
, as defined by the pixel size of 6.5 mm, is σ = 1.9 mm. For many years, however, MCP-PMTs
suffered from a very serious lifetime limitation. Until 2011 these tubes were capable of surviving only 1 month of nominal PANDA operation at full luminosity after which the quantum
efficiency dropped dramatically. The reason was photocathode aging, which is described in
detail in [33]. Briefly, chemical reactions and crystal structure damages on the photocathode
are caused by the ion backflow from the rest gas within the MCP-PMT. Recent improvements,
including a protective layer applied between cathode and MCPs, and atomic layer deposition,
improved the vacuum and significantly increase MCP-PMT lifetime. One prototype tube already reached in tests the deposited charge corresponding to 12 years of PANDA operation.
These tests of MCP-PMTs from PHOTONIS and other vendors are described in [33, 34].

Figure 3.11: a) Photo of the PHOTONIS XP85012 Planacon MCP-PMT [30]. b) Concept of
the MCP-PMT tube working principle.
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Figure 3.12: A CATIA drawing of the PANDA Barrel DIRC baseline design showing all components of the system.
The Baseline Design
The baseline design of the PANDA Barrel DIRC is shown in Fig. 3.12. The barrel is about
one meter in diameter with 80 narrow, 2.4 m long radiator bars with a cross-section of 17 mm
x 32 mm each. They are distributed over 16 sections called bar boxes with 5 bars in each. A
mirror attached to one side of the bar is used to reflect photons towards the readout end where
they exit the bar through an attached lens. A 30 cm-deep monolithic tank filled with mineral
oil is used as an expansion volume. The photon positions are recorded by an array of Planacon
MCP-PMTs with 15-20k channels in total.
The mechanical design follows the general idea from the BABAR DIRC as well. The expansion volume can be detached for the access to the inner detectors. Bar boxes slide on wheels
into slots, as shown in Fig. 3.13, what gives an access in case of a need for a maintenance and
a possible staged installation. The two ring-structure, made of CFRP (Carbon-fiber-reinforced
polymer), support the rails on which the bar boxes slide into the barrel. A sheet of carbon fiber
outside of the ribs adds the additional stability.
The estimated single photon Cherenkov resolution for the baseline design of the PANDA
Barrel DIRC is at the level of σΘC ,γ ≈ 8 − 9 mrad. It is dominated by σΘC ,det = 6.3 mrad and
σΘC ,chrom = 5.4 mrad.
The variation of the pixel size contribution is explained in Fig. 3.14. Under an angle X the
projective pixel size is smaller and should be then calculated from P ixelsize × cosX. On the
other hand the imaging error becomes larger, since the pixel is out of focus and therefore the
total resolution becomes worse.
The chromatic smearing is shown in Fig. 3.15. The propagation of the photons is a function
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Figure 3.13: A CATIA drawing of the PANDA Barrel DIRC showing the mechanical design.

Figure 3.14: Conceptional drawing showing different pixel size seen from bar depending on its
position. If the pixel size is pixelsize Pixel1 surface is seen directly from the bar and it size is
pixelsize then in case of the Pixel2 it changes to pixelsize × cosX.
of the group refractive index:
Vgroup =

c0
ngroup

=

c0
[nphase − λ

dnphase
]
dλ

(3.13)

And the red photons are faster than the blue photons causing the dispersion in time. Studies
of the Focusing DIRC prototype (fDIRC [27]) shown that it is possible to correct the chromatic
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Figure 3.15: The uncertainty in the photon production angle due to the dispersion n(λ) of the
fused silica. a) Conception of the chromatic effect shown in the drawing of the setup. b) Hit
pattern from simulated data with wavelength as the color scale.

broadening with good enough time information, since the Cherenkov angle correlates with
time of propagation. A resolution of the single photon arrival time on the level of 200 ps is
needed [23].
Npe on the level of 15-50 photons is expected in the system similar to BABAR DIRC made
of standard materials and using MCP-PMTs with baicalin photocathode. The specifications
for the bar qualities, including the surface polish quality and the squareness of the sides, are
defined in a way that the bar imperfections do not become a significant contribution to total
resolution.
The uncertainty of the track direction is a sum of terms corresponding to the misalignment of
the system, multiple scattering, and the resolution of the PANDA tracking system. The Barrel
DIRC detector needs the track direction from the tracking system to perform the reconstruction,
and the associated uncertainty is expected to be at the level of 1.5-2 mrad [35].
The single photon resolution and the expected number of measured photons per track result
in a total resolution on the track Cherenkov angle of σΘC ,track ≈ 2 − 2.5 mrad [15]. The baseline
design math the PANDA PID requirements. The performance can be further improved with
the ongoing studies described in the next section.
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Considered Options

Although the baseline design meets the PANDA resolution requirement, but there are still additional improvements that one can consider to optimize the cost and improve the performance.
Expansion Volume

Figure 3.16: Simulated PANDA Barrel DIRC designs with different expansion volume options:
a) single oil tank, b) oil tank with parabolic shaped detector surface, and c) compact fused
silica prisms. Figure from Ref. [36].
One of the design elements that influences the operation and performance of the detector
is the material and shape of the expansion volume. Three options which are currently under
consideration are shown in Fig. 3.16. The baseline design with the large single oil tank is
shown as a), the modification of that design with a curved detector plane is presented in b).
The curvature is set to more closely follow the focal plane of the lens. A compact fused silica
prism can be used in front of each bar box instead of the single volume filled with mineral
oil. This option reduces the number of required pixels. Moreover, the prism has much better
optical properties, which improves the photon yield by as much as 40%. Figure 3.16c shows
the design of this solution with sixteen individual expansion prisms, each about 30 cm deep
and about 30 cm high. In addition to superior optical aberration properties the fused silica
expansion volume would be easier to maintain than the oil tank.
Radiator size
The thickness of the bars defines the number of Cherenkov photons produced per track and
the amount of the material in front of the calorimeter. The width is related to the number
of required bars and influences the Cherenkov angle resolution. That influences the detector
cost, since its mostly driven by number of optical surfaces to polish. Studies have shown that
more than 5 bars per bar box do not improve the resolution. However, three or four bars are an
option, provided that spherical focusing is used to reduce the σbar contribution. A wide radiator
plate is also under consideration, which would make it possible to use only 16 radiators. In this
option a time-based reconstruction approach is used, which allows less stringent specs on the
squareness and edge quality, further reducing cost. Two prototype plates were purchased, and
tested in the particle beam in 2012. The detailed study of this option, addressing the issue of
needed different reconstruction approach, can be found in [37].
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Focusing System

Figure 3.17: Three options for the focusing lenses: a) a standard SiO2 lens, b) two component
lens with high refractive index N-LaK33 and fused silica, and c) a three component lens with
combination of focusing and defocussing components.
The focusing system can be a lens attached to the read out end or a focusing mirror on
the forward end of the bar. The simplest approach is a standard cylindrical or spherical lens
attached to the end of the bar. The simulation done with ZEMAX [38], ray tracing, and Geant
software, showed that an air gap between the lens and the expansion volume causes massive
photon loss, even if anti reflective coating (AR) is used. The loss becomes most severe for
particle tracks perpendicular to the bar. At that angle many photons are totally internally
reflected at the curved surface of the lens. In addition a standard single lens can not match a
planar detector surface. By selecting the doublet, compound lens from a material with a high
refractive index, like N-LaK33, a lens system can be designed that works without any air gaps
between the bar and the expansion volume. It minimize the photon loss at the transition from
the lens to the EV. A combination of focusing and defocussing elements in a triplet lens can
be used to achieve a flatter image as well as a higher photon yield. Schematic drawings of a
standard lens, and two compound lenses without air gap are shown in Fig. 3.17.

3.2

Concept and Evolution of the PANDA Barrel DIRC
Prototype

The main purpose of the prototype program is to validate designs and to provide the basis for
the ultimate design decisions for the PANDA Barrel DIRC. The ideas and options presented in
the previous section need to be validated in prototypes using the particle beams. Prototypes
are built with exchangeable and modifiable components to implement and directly compare
several different design aspects in one prototype. Ideally, the prototype is one slice of the
full detector that can be used to evaluate the performance of the different design options. The
basic components of all the PANDA DIRC prototypes are: radiator, focusing system, expansion
volume, sensors, and readout electronics. The general structure of the DIRC prototype is shown
in Fig. 3.18. So far, three generations of prototypes have been build and tested. In each of the
them different aspects of the design were tested.
The very first prototype in 2008/2009 was built as proof-of-principle for a compact focusing
DIRC. The schematic of the setup is shown in Fig. 3.19. The prototype used 800 mm-long
synthetic fused silica bar with a plano-convex spherical lens coupled to the readout end. A
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Figure 3.18: Schematic of the basic components of the DIRC prototypes.
small expansion volume with a depth of 20 cm was placed in front of the lens with 1 cm air
gap. The expansion volume was filled with Marcol 82 mineral oil [39]. Four MCP-PMTs (two
XP85013/A1 and two 85011 [30]) were placed at the back wall to record the photons. The
setup was placed in to the beam line of a 2 GeV proton beam at GSI. Clear Cherenkov rings
were observed and first tests of focusing were performed [40].

Figure 3.19: Photo of the first prototype tested in 2008/2009 at GSI.
A more complex setup was used in 2011 to study the performance of the narrow bar with
the big oil tank expansion volume geometry, and to test the readout electronics. The concept
of the prototype built and tested in 2011 is shown in Fig. 3.20. Focusing lenses with different
Anti Reflective (AR) coatings were available and bars from different manufacturers could be
tested. A variety of photodetectors, including MCP-PMTs, SiPM, and MaPMTs, could be
placed on the large focal plane. The prototype was placed on a movable support structure to
change its position against the beam. The data collected from two campaigns in 2011, at GSI
and at CERN, were used for the first performance determination of the design using a narrow
bar and a large oil tank.
The main focus of the third generation of the prototype, tested in 2012, was on the compact
prism as expansion volume. It provided the first experience with the wide plate instead of a
narrow bar as a radiator with a lens without an air gap. Several different bars and lenses were
tested. The concept of the setup is shown in Fig. 3.20. The improved versatility and flexibility
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Figure 3.20: CATIA drawing of the prototype 2011.
of the setup was crucial to perform many different studies that required fast modifications,
replacing components, and changing configurations.
The study of the second and third prototype is the main subject of this thesis. In the
analysis, presented in the next chapter, the focus is on the narrow bar geometry, with a number
of different bars and lenses and two options for the expansion volume: the large oil tank and
the compact prism.

3.3

Monte Carlo Simulations

Studies using Monte Carlo simulation play a crucial role in every step of the PANDA Barrel
DIRC development process. The output of the simulation is used to determine which of the
possible design should be built in hardware and tested.The design options discussed in the
previous sub-chapter are of particular interest and need to be implemented in the detailed
simulation of both the prototype and the full PANDA Barrel DIRC system to determine if
they are capable of delivering the required performance. Simulation is also used to select the
components, optimize their placement, and prepare a plan for the test beam campaign. Finally,
Monte Carlo data play an important role in the reconstruction and analysis of the experimental
data.
Two software packages are available for the simulation of the PANDA Barrel DIRC: the
PandaRoot framework based on Geant (Ref. [41, 42, 43, 44]) and the ray-tracing software
called DrcProp (Ref. [45]). Both have their advantages and disadvantages and which one to
choose depends on the nature of the study.
The PandaRoot simulation is needed to evaluate the influence of the physics processes,
not included in the DrcProp, on the performance of the prototype. These processes are for
example photons from secondary particles or photon transport efficiencies in the bars.Simulation
studies with the PandaRoot framework were performed both for the prototype setup and for
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Figure 3.21: CATIA drawing of the prototype 2012.

the full PANDA Barrel DIRC system. It is part of a software framework for the future FAIR
experiments called the FairRoot project. It can be used to simulate detector performances,
evaluate different detector concepts, and also in future physics analysis. It is based on the
packages ROOT and Virtual Monte Carlo with Geant3 and Geant4.
In the study with PandaRoot all or selected subsystems of PANDA detector can be included.
Physical processes and effects can be activated to study their influence on the performance of
the detector. The physics reaction is modeled with an event generator and propagated through
the detector. The interactions with the materials are simulated by the chosen transport model
that includes relevant interactions of particles. The format of the simulated data imitates the
real signal of a particular detector.
The event display of the simulated PANDA Barrel DIRC is shown in Fig. 3.22. It is build
of volumes, each defined by its shape and material. The physical properties of the materials,
like density, atomic weights, etc., are used by the transport engines to simulate interactions
of the particles with detector materials. Example of these interactions can be Bremsstrahlung
and ionization. A material that simulates the synthetic fused silica has additional properties,
that makes it possible to emit Cherenkov photons.
In this thesis, only a few selected aspects are studied with the PandaRoot simulation. It is
used to evaluate the influence of the tracking systems on the Cherenkov angle resolution and the
backgrounds from delta electrons and from the calorimeter back-splash. PandaRoot is powerful
and contains very detailed physical simulation, but it is quite complex and frequent change of
the geometry is cumbersome. It also has a limited level of access to individual interactions of
photons with surfaces. Therefore, DrcProp was chosen for most studies. When a design turns
out to be promising, the full PandaRoot framework is used to validate the ray-tracing results.
DrcProp is a stand-alone package that allows fast and straightforward implementation of
many interesting aspects. It includes detailed material properties, such as the transmission and
refractive index as a function of the photon wavelength, Rayleigh scattering in the material,
and a realistic photon detection efficiency as measured in [33]. However, physics processes like
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Figure 3.22: Event display from Geant simulation of the barrel DIRC detector.
multiple scattering or the creation of delta electrons and effects of the bar surface quality are
not include in DrcProp. It is able to model photon yield, sensor occupancies, and is used in the
reconstruction of the Cherenkov angle. It is used to simulate the response of the prototype to
changes of beam parameters and different elements of the optics. The result is used to decide
what configuration to test under which conditions. It is used for monitoring the prototype
response during the test beam experiment.
A set of DrcProp classes is used to build a complex setup. All kind of surfaces can be
used to construct separate volumes with defined optical properties. All these volumes can be
arranged and coupled to generate the full setup. A so-called manager class holds one or several
device systems, generates Cherenkov photons, and propagates them. It also holds the propagated photon list with informations about individual photons. The structure of the DrcProp
framework allows to easily include new materials, surfaces and other elements important for
the study. Photons can be generated in different ways. A photon gun generates photons with
a given direction, position and wavelength. The second way to generate photons is along particle track. In this option, event by event, Cherenkov photons are emitted according to the
Cherenkov equations 3.1 and 3.3. A time of propagation, the wavelength, positions at the detector plane, and many more informations of the measured photons can be saved in the output
of this simulation.
DrcProp simulation of different setup geometries is performed before finalizing the exact
design of the prototype to understand how the shape of the hit pattern is created and how is
it sensitive to setup modifications. The DIRC hit patterns do not look like a ring observed
in typical RICH detectors due to photons being transported inside the rectangular radiator
bars. A prediction of the hit pattern for both prototypes is shown together with the simplified
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Figure 3.23: Predicted hit patterns from the DrcProp simulation. The top shows two ring
segments which are the result of folding the ring in the narrow bar. No reflections happen in
a large expansion volume. At the bottom a complicated “fish-like” pattern is created due to
additional reflections from the sides of the prism.

schematics of the setups in Fig. 3.23. The hit pattern shown in the upper half of the figure the
configuration with the big oil tank as expansion volume. A part of the ring is not internally
reflected and escapes the bar immediately. The other part gets reflected many times and ends
up as the two conic sections shapes shown in the top right picture. An additional folding of the
image happens with the compact prism expansion volume, as visible in the bottom schematic.
One entire segment is reflected from the bottom of the prism. In addition, not visible in this
2D picture, additional reflections, from the side surfaces cause the cross-like parts of the hit
pattern.
In the experiment the ring images do not look so clear because of the relatively large width
of the pixels with respect to the intrinsic width of the Cherenkov ring. In addition, there are
the unavoidable gaps in the image coming from the frames of the sensor and the sport structure
holding them in place. An example of simulated images for both expansion volume options is
shown in Fig. 3.24 with the true simulated hit positions in the background to guide the eye.
These kind of studies are used not only to determine the best sensor placement before the
experiment but also afterwards to reproduce the conditions from the experiment.
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Figure 3.24: Example of the Cherenkov ring occupancy on the detector plane for simulated
prototypes with the big oil tank (a) and the compact prism (b) as expansion volume.
To understand the behavior of the photons in the setup it is helpful to follow the paths of
the photons. As an example, the visualization of one of the events, for the prism geometry, is
shown in Fig. 3.25 for the prism geometry. The yellow arrow represents the track of the particle
traversing the bar. A fraction of the Cherenkov photons, shown in red, was propagated towards
the readout end, entered the expansion volume, and was recorded on the detector plane.

3.4

Reconstruction Method

To evaluate the performance of the prototype a special set of quantities is needed that can be
measured in the beam experiment. It should be also possible to relate them to the performance
reached in BABAR, and required for PANDA. The selected quantities are the single photon
Cherenkov angle resolution (SPR) and the photon yield.
The photon yield is obtained by counting all hits within a time window in each selected
event. The reconstruction method of the Cherenkov angle was based on the method developed
for BABAR DIRC, which will be explained below in details. The time window, cuts, and all
additional contributing effects are determined uniquely for each analyzed configuration and will
be discussed in the result chapter.
The distribution of the true emission angles of the Cherenkov photons, ΘC , accumulated
for 500 simulated pions, is shown in 3.26a. Particles are entering the bar with momentum of
10 GeV/c, and a polar angle of 122◦ . The spread of the ΘC values arise from chromatic smearing
(see Fig. 3.3 and 3.1), since the angle depends on the wavelength, as shown in Fig. 3.26b. Most
of the measured Cherenkov photons have short wavelengths. Addition cut-offs at the higher
and lower wavelength are due to the acceptance of the photon detector and the transparency
of optical grease.
The emission angle between the single photon and the particle track can be reconstructed
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Figure 3.25: An example of the event display from DrcProp showing a simulated particle track
traversing the setup with a narrow bar and the prism as the expansion volume. Photon paths
that reach the detector plane are shown in red.

from the observed photon coordinates. In the following analysis a geometrical method, similar
to the one of the BABAR DIRC, was used. The known spatial position of the bar, and the
sensor pixel are used to define the 3-dimensional direction vector ~k = (kx , ky , kz ) (see Fig. 3.27)
pointing from the center of the bar end to the center of the pixel. The constants kx , ky , kz are
reconstructed direction cosines with respect to the main axes of th radiator bar. The vector ~k
is defined as the photon exit vector just inside the bar. The direction vector from the middle of
the bar to the middle of the pixel uses Snell’s law to determine the k vector. Together with the
particle direction p~ = (px , py , pz ) the Cherenkov angle for each photon can be calculated from:

ΘC = arccos

~k × p~
|p|

!

To determine the unique ~k values for all the pixels, all sensors are equally illuminated using
the photon gun option in the simulation. 106 uniformly distributed photons are generated at
the bar end and propagated towards the readout plane. As an example, the distribution of
kx , ky , kz on the detector plane of a configuration with an oil tank is shown in Fig. 3.28a, b, and
c, and with the arrangement of the MCP-PMTs used in 2011 in Fig. 3.28d. The transitions
of the values are not smooth due to the additional reflection from the side for some of the
angles. By setting the sides of the expansion volume one can avoid this complication since
these photons are anyway not very valid for the reconstruction. Otherwise, mean values of the
~k components are determined for every pixel and each of the individual non-ambiguous paths.
These values for all types of propagation are saved in a list, the so called “Look-up” table. The
look-up table is independent of the particle type, location, and momentum, uses only the known
detector geometry and can be calculated prior to the experiment. The Look-up tables can be
created before running the data. It is also well tested as it was used in BABAR experiment.
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Figure 3.26: a) Distribution of single photon Cherenkov angles of the detected photons emitted
by 10 GeV/c pions. b) Dependency of ΘC on the wavelength.

Figure 3.27: Schematic of the Prototype 2011 reconstruction concept, with one example photon
track emitted from a particle. The direction vector ~k is an estimator of the origin vector ~korg ,
and is used to reconstruct ΘC .
Bar Ambiguities
The geometric reconstruction approach provides fundamentally only the photon exit vector
at the end of the bar. The production vector is taken to have the same magnitude but the
information about the sign is lost because of the unknown number of internal reflections of
the photon inside the bar. Eight possible reflection types in the bar (any combination of
forward/backward, up/down, left/right) have to be considered. In Fig. 3.29 a 2D simplification
of this problem is shown, with 4 possible photon directions. In this case, if one of the pixels
records a hit, four different directions k~org have to be considered and therefore, four Cherenkov
angles ΘC calculated. In three dimensions one has to consider 8 different possible solutions.
Additional side reflections in the oil tank expansion volume increase the number of possible
solutions and corresponding ΘC values in the spectrum to 16 possibilities. At least one of them
is the correct one. The two dimensional case, with 8 values considered for a single hit, is shown
in Fig. 3.30a.
The Cherenkov angle is not reconstructed from only one hit and these 8 entries but from
a whole spectrum created for one track, typically at least 20 detected photons. Each hit pixel
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Figure 3.28: Mapping of the direction vector kx , ky , kz . a), b), and c) show the distribution on
the detector plane, while d) shows the ky component mapped for the sensor arrangement from
the experiment.

Figure 3.29: 2D simplification of the possible solution for the original direction of the photon.
gives the right Cherenkov angle for the right combination of sign flips, and up to seven false
values for the wrong assumption of the path. The spectrum from photons generated by one
particle track is shown in Fig. 3.30b. After combining ΘC values, reconstructed for many
events generating around 20 photons each, the distribution accumulates at the correct value
(see Fig. 3.30c), which in this case is 822 mrad. The background comes from the ambiguities.
Some of them can be eliminated with additional information. The photon arrival time can
resolve backward/forward ambiguities in the bar and possible side reflections in the expansion
volume. This method will be described in more detail later. In addition, by using the symmetry
visible in Fig. 3.29 it is possible to eliminate left/right ambiguities with the use of the relation
Θ1,2 = 180◦ −Θ4,3 . Some of the possible solutions give Cherenkov value far above physical limits
and can be excluded. The angle with respect to the bar surface has to be totally internally
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Figure 3.30: Reconstructed Cherenkov angle per photon including all possible solutions for the
photon path in the bar for: a) one photon, b) photons generated by one particle, c) 210,000
events with full spectrum of ΘC , and d) zoomed region around the expected value.
reflecting reject ambiguities that would not be transported. The region around the expected
ΘC is shown in Fig 3.30d.

Prism Ambiguities
Reconstruction of the Cherenkov angle for the setup with the compact prism as an expansion
volume is more complicated than with the big oil tank discussed above. Here, as shown in
Fig. 3.31, there are many additional unique ways to propagate from the bar to the pixel, and it
is harder to find the right solution of the photon path. The two dimensional projection shows,
that the photon may be propagating on the direct path or with an additional reflection from
the bottom or the top of the prism. In three dimensions there are side reflections to consider
(from left/right surfaces marked in green/magenta colors in the left schematic), and a large
number of possible combinations of these reflections. In total there are up to 80 possible paths
for any given pixel just in the prism. Together with the bar ambiguities that gives over 600
possible ΘC values per hit. An example of the photon path with 4 reflections in the prism is
shown in Fig 3.32. All of this adds up to additional combinatorial background.
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Figure 3.31: Schematics of the narrow bar and prism geometry. In the right picture, three
examples for possible propagation paths of the photon from the center of the bar end to one of
the pixels are shown.

Figure 3.32: Event display from the DrcProp simulation showing two example photon tracks
with three and four reflections in the prism. The numbers count the photon reflections.

Figure 3.33: Event display from the DrcProp simulation with a few example tracks of photons
with steep angles for two setups: a) with the lens and the air gap b) without focusing and the
bar directly connected to the prism.

44 CHAPTER 3. THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE PANDA BARREL DIRC PROTOTYPE
In Fig. 3.33 tracks of a photon with a steep internal reflection angle are shown for two setups.
The first setup is the case with a lens and an air gap before the prism. The photons with the
steepest angles are lost due to total internal reflection at the end of the bar, or because they
exit at the steep angle and miss the prism. The second setup shows the bar directly coupled to
the prism where even the photons with the steepest angles enter the prism. The hit patterns
related to these two setups are shown in Fig. 3.34 with the photon arrival time as a color scale.
It is clearly visible that for a direct coupling much larger part of the detector plane sees photons
and the hit patterns are much less sharp. This is because the image is wider without focusing
and the direct coupling transmits photons with steep angles. On the other hand, when the lens
is used and some part of the photons are lost due to the air gap, no more then 2-3 reflections in
the prism are possible and therefore much fewer ambiguities have to be resolved. In addition,
the hit pattern is cleaner and easier to handle with fewer overlapping segments, which gets even
more important later in the real experiment, since the image becomes less clearly defined as
a result of a relatively big pixel size and the loss of some of the photons in the gaps between
sensors.

Figure 3.34: Simulated x, y position on the detector plane of measured photons, with a color
scale showing the propagation time for two prototype configurations: a) with a lens and an air
gap and b) without focusing and the bar directly connected to the prism.
However, even in the simpler case of the configuration, with a standard lens and an air
gap, dealing with the combinatorial background in the analysis is a challenge. In Fig. 3.35b the
reconstructed ΘC distribution is shown for configuration with the lens. In the reconstruction 32
possible paths within the expansion volume are considered but a stable fit around the expected
ΘC value (Fig. 3.35) to extract the mean value and width of the ΘC peak is challenging.
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Figure 3.35: Reconstructed Cherenkov angle per photon for Monte Carlo data complicated
by combinatorial background coming from: a) only bar ambiguities, and b) bar and prism
ambiguities with full ΘC range, c) wide zoom and d) tight zoom on the reconstructed Cherenkov
angle with combinatorial background from bar and prism ambiguities.

3.5
3.5.1

Components of the Prototype
Radiators

The key step in building the prototype is procuring the components. Some of them are commercially available but for some a separate prototype program is required. The most important
and challenging components are the radiator bars. Only a limited number of manufacturers
can produce them with the required quality. Different methods can be chosen to finish the
surface of the bars. Those methods have a major influence on the quality and the cost of the
prototypes and the PANDA Barrel DIRC system.
The production of the radiators is the biggest technical challenge for DIRC detectors. It
was one of the main reasons of production delays for the BABAR DIRC and currently causes
delays for the Belle II TOP counter. It is complicated to build large fused silica objects to
extremely high tolerances for flatness, squareness, parallelism, optical finish, and very sharp
edges. There are only few vendors worldwide capable of fulfilling this requirements. Normally,
optical companies produce small, round objects like lenses or mirrors. Fifteen years ago, after a
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slow startup and resolving several issues, the Rockwell/Boeing company was able to deliver more
then 600 high-quality bars for the BABAR experiment. This company is still in operation, now
known as InSync Inc. [46]. After such a long time all the companies on the market have to be
re-qualified. Therefore, over 30 different prototype bars, from several vendors in Europe, USA,
and Japan were bought and tested as potential bar producers for PANDA. Different fabrication
processes and materials (different brands of synthetic fused silica as well as acrylic glass) were
used. The production of the bars is a complex procedure that includes sawing, grinding, lapping,
and polishing. The tight mechanical and optical specifications on sharp edges, surface polish,
and side-to-face orthogonality pose a significant challenge to optical industry. Not all potential
vendors are able to produce bars that meet all requirements simultaneously.
In the PANDA Barrel DIRC Cherenkov many photons will be internally reflected up to
200 times. The probability of photon loss during total internal reflection is determined by the
optical quality of the surface, in particular the roughness. If the probability of the reflection
loss for a single reflection is (1 − R) the total loss is (1 − RN ) where N is the number of internal
reflections inside the radiator. In the experiment this loss should be minimized at acceptable
cost.
The quality assurance (QA) is crucial for the performance of the detector and therefore
has to be performed very carefully. The bar shape is controlled via measurements of the
parallelism and squareness of the radiator surfaces by the manufacturers. They are using
autocollimators or precision gauges, measuring how much the shape differs from the ideal and
if it is within the specifications. In addition, these measurements will be cross-checked in QA
process by the PANDA collaboration using lasers and autocollimators. Similarly important
is the photon transportation efficiency which is influenced by the surface roughness and the
sub-surface damage. While manufacturers measure the surface roughness from outside the
bar, using in interferometer, a dedicated setup has been constructed at GSI to measure the
coefficient of total internal reflection directly, which is sensitive to both surface roughness and
sub-surface damage.

Material Selection
In principle any solid, optically clear material, with a refractive index in the 1.4-1.5 range,
would be a possible choice for the DIRC. For the BABAR DIRC two kinds of quartz material
were considered. Quartz crystals, which are the crystalline form of silicon dioxide (SiO2 ) are
birefringent which rules them out as an potential candidate. However, the crushed and melted
form of this material, called natural fused quartz, is very promising due to its polishability and
long transmission length. Other option is synthetic fused silica, created by burning feedstock,
for example silicon tetra-chloride (SiCl4 ), in an oxygen atmosphere. In the preparation stage of
the BABAR DIRC different materials where studied in detail [47]. Tests of natural fused quartz
and synthetic fused silica materials, obtained from different manufacturers, like Vitreosil-F [48],
Suprasil [49], Spectrosil 2000 or Spectrosil B [50], are explained there. The samples of the
natural fused quartz showed a rapid deterioration in the radiation damage tests due to high
level of impurities. The radiation dose in PANDA is expected to be at similar level as it was
in BABAR. Therefore, natural fused quartz is also not an option for PANDA. In addition to
transmission loss, visual changes and radio-luminescence were also observed in natural fused
quartz as consequences of irradiation. Similarly, the acrylic glass showed poor bulk transmission
as well as insufficient surface quality and radiation hardness.
Synthetic fused silica is the best solution for the raw material of the bars in DIRC detectors,
due to its long transmission length for Cherenkov photons, polishability, moderate dispersion,
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Figure 3.36: Schematic drawing of the primary stages of the radiator production process. a)
shows the cross section of the fused silica ingot with marked planks that will be cut from it.
Further points show steps of cutting, lapping, grinding and polishing of the bars (blue). Red
arrows shows which surfaces were processed during each step. Glass planks used to protect
already polished surfaces are shown in green.
and its radiation hardness [51]. It can be made very pure, making it a standard material in
the fiber optics industry. For the PANDA Barrel DIRC two brands of synthetic fused silica are
still under consideration. The first one, used already by BABAR, is Heraeus Spectrosil 2000,
and the second is Corning 7980 [52].
Bar Fabrication
The detailed sequence of the production steps can vary for every company. As an example,
the procedure developed for the BABAR DIRC will be described based on Ref. [53]. In order
to obtain radiators that match all the tight requirements, the large surfaces were ground on
numerically controlled machines, lapped on a soft iron wheel, and then polished on a 4 m
planetary pitch polisher. The bar edges were protected during processing by a neighboring bar
or with a glass plate glued to the sides of the stack.QA measurements, performed after each
step, were an essential element of the process.
Two types of synthetic fused silica, Spectrosil 2000 and Spectrosil B, were used as the raw
material, supplied as cylinder-shaped ingots with a diameter of 20 cm, a length of 127 cm, and
a weight of 90 kg. If the ingot passed QA tests, it was sliced into 10-12 “two-bar planks” as
shown in Fig. 3.36a using a band saw for the long dimension and a chop saw for the ends.
The two largest surfaces of these planks, called faces, are processed via grinding, lapping, and
polishing (Fig. 3.36b). Next, four planks, each with two high-quality parallel faces with excellent
surface polish, were glued together by a heat-setting wax. The outer polished faces and edges
were protected by the attached glass planks and two sides of these 4 planks were subjected to
the surfacing process again (Fig. 3.36c). The whole unit was cut in half on a band saw, the
previously polished surfaces were covered with glass planks, while the final side surface of each
of the 4-bar sub-units was processed. All of the long surfaces had been completed at this stage
(Fig. 3.36d). A 32-bar unit, created by eight of the 4-bar units glued together, was ground to
length, and then placed upright on an over-arm custom built lapping-and-polishing machine to
finish the ends (Fig. 3.36e). After each step the units were subjected to QA measurements. The
“half-moon” shaped pieces of the ingots, remaining after the first cut, were used for windows
and wedges.
All methods used by industry to produce bars involve saw cuts, grinding, and lapping. After
that, there is a choice of abrasive finishing, pitch polishing or the magnetorheological finishing
(MRF) method. There are certain pros and cons to them. The optical finish of the BABAR bars
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was done using Continuous Pitch Polishing (CPP). This is a non-abrasive technique that uses a
material called pitch, which is a mix of mostly organic components. The exact ingredients are
kept confidential by the vendors. Fluid dynamics is used to smoothen and shape the surface.
With this method, surface roughness can be improved down to 1-4 Å RMS, since no material
is actually being removed. Any removal of material, from grinding and lapping to abrasive
polishing, causes sub-surface damage. Additionally, CPP is a high-yield operation and most of
the companies capable of producing large pieces select that method. The biggest CPP machine
has a diameter of 4.5 m. Few bars, each as long as 1.2-1.3 m, can be produced at the same
time. The cost of the bars produced with the CPP method increased dramatically over the
last 15 years and for the PANDA Barrel DIRC prototypes different methods were used trying
to decrease the price. Methods using polishing abrasives bound in a solid matrix is one of
them. A combination of the abrasive step using a polyurethane lap followed by acid etching
and by finishing the piece on the CPP table shown promising results, and may be an option
for some applications with less tight requirements. Different extrusion approaches were also
studied ([40]) as a very cost efficient alternative. However, they were not able to meet the shape
requirements. The CPP method is essentially guaranteed to reach 10 Å RMS or better surface
roughness. The challenge therefor shifts to controlling the shape of the bar. The initial saw
cut, and the grinding are important for the shape of the final piece.
Finally, it is worth mentioning the Magneto Rheological Finishing (MRF) approach that
uses an accelerated magnetic liquid. A polishing head is used with a magnetic material floating
on it. With a very strong magnetic field the liquid is pulled very smoothly across the surface
and rotates without direct contact between the rotating head and the polishing material. The
polishing head can be placed on a multi stage motion controlled setup where one can program
the surface shape and, therefore, skip the fine grinding. Although this method may offer an
alternative for future DIRC projects, size limitations and cost eliminate it from consideration
for PANDA.
The CPP method has proven to produce high-quality bars for BABAR and Belle and is the
preferred method for PANDA.
Measurement of the Internal Reflection Coefficient of Radiator Bars

Figure 3.37 shows the setup built to perform quality assurance on the DIRC radiator bars,
to monitor the production process, and to provide feedback to the manufacturers. It is capable
of an indirect measurement of surface roughness to 1-2 Å precision. It is exploiting the method
developed at SLAC [47] and further improved at GSI [40]. It uses the fact that the efficiency of
the photon transport inside the radiator bar depends on the photon energy and the quality of
the bar polish, in particular on the surface roughness. This efficiency can be determined from a
measurement of the bulk attenuation and the reflection coefficient using laser beams of different
wavelengths. In this measurement the intensity (T ) of the laser beam reflected multiple times
inside the bar (see Fig. 3.38)is recorded and used to calculate the coefficient of total internal
reflection (R) from:


L
,
T = R · exp −
Λ
N

(3.14)

where N is the number of internal reflections inside the quartz bar, Λ the attenuation length
of fused silica and L the optical path length of the laser beam. The probability of the reflection
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Figure 3.37: Photo of the setup for the measurements of the optical properties of the radiator
bars.
loss (1 − R) for a single reflection is related to the surface roughness σ of the radiator by the
scalar scattering theory [18]:


1−R≈

4π · σ · n · cos(α)
λ

2
,

σλ

(3.15)

where n is the refractive index, λ the wavelength, and α is the reflection angle within the
radiator bar.

Figure 3.38: Example of a narrow prototype bar with a green laser beam internally reflected
from the sides.
The schematic of the setup is shown in Fig. 3.39. The optical table was installed in a dark,
temperature-stabilized cleanroom. Four lasers with different wavelengths are used. The UV
laser [54] has an output power of 5 mW, a beam diameter below 1.3 mm at exit, and a beam
divergence of 11 mrad. The three other laser modules have an output power of 1 mW, a beam
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Figure 3.39: Schematic illustration of the optical setup for measuring the transmission of the
beam propagating via total internal reflection. The gray arrows show the movement degrees of
freedom for the motors and mirrors.
diameter at exit of 2 mm, and a beam divergence below 1 mrad. UV-enhanced aluminum
mirrors, coated with MgF2 , are used to guide the laser beam. The mirrors, polarizing cube,
and beam splitter are made by the Newport company [55]. The polarizing cube is made of SF
2, NSSK grade, precision annealed optical glass, providing an extinction ratio of 1000:1. The
beam splitter is made of two prisms and a combination of metal and dielectric layers. In both
parts antireflective coating is used to minimize surface reflection losses. The measurement is
performed by recording the intensity of the laser beam with two photodiodes, S1227-1010BR
or S1723-06, both with 10 × 10 mm2 active area, made by Hamamatsu [56]. The temperature
at the photodiodes is monitored. The data is collected by ADC cards [57] connected to a
computer. In addition, some of the components are placed on motion control step motors,
controlled from the computer, to automatize the measurement process.
All four lasers are placed on micrometer position adjusting systems. They are aligned in
such a way that changing the wavelength is possible by shifting one mirror, placed in front of
the lasers on a sliding stage. The selected beam is polarized and divided into two parts. One
beam is guided by a mirror directly to a reference diode that is used to correct for laser intensity
fluctuations. The second beam is guided to a mirror placed on the rotating motor. The bulk
attenuation is measured with the beam going downstream through the bar. For the reflection
coefficient measurement the beam enters the bar at the Brewster angle (55.5◦ for 635 nm) to
minimize the front surface loss and is internally reflected 15-50 times. The number of reflections
inside the bar depends on the bar orientation and length. Both the bar and the photodiode
are placed on linear stages. An array of points on the front surface of the bar is scanned and
the mean value of the measured intensities is determined to obtain the final result. Correction
factors are applied for residual reflected intensities.
A more compact version of the setup was used to evaluate the the first set of shorter
prototype bars for the PANDA Barrel DIRC. The setup and measurements were described
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Figure 3.40: The coefficient of total internal reflection as function of the wavelength. Measured
results [40] (black points) for a bar produced by Schott Lithotec are compared to predictions
from scalar scattering theory for different surface roughness values (color lines). The dashed
line indicates the wavelength of the new UV laser.
in detail in Ref. [40]. Figure 3.40 shows an example result for a bar produced by Schott
Lithotec and the good agreement between data and scalar scattering theory. The points are
the measurements while the colored lines are the predictions from the theory for different surface
roughness values. The success of this compact setup motivated the development of a larger and
more flexible configuration capable of measuring the bulk attenuation and reflection coefficient
for bars and plates up to 2.5 m in length. This new setup will be used for the QA of the new
prototype radiators and to verify the quality of the glue bonds in fully assembled radiators
before installation in the bar boxes. The addition of the UV laser furthermore increases the
lever arm for the surface roughness determination and makes the measurement more sensitive
to possible sub-surface damage effects.

3.5.2

Focusing Optics

Lenses are more readily available from industry than the radiator bars, but they do have
some properties that are important for a DIRC application and not immediately obvious. The
pixel size and the bar size are important contributions to the Cherenkov angle resolution for
small expansion volume. The influence of the bar size can be mitigated by a focusing lens.
However, the focal plane of a single lens is not flat but has a parabolic shape described by
the Petzval field curvature [25]. A simulation of the tank expansion volume, with and without
focusing, was performed and the resulting patterns are shown in Fig. 3.41. Three effects are
clearly visible: the focused (red) ring segments are almost three times thinner in the middle
part than the unfocused (black) ones. Photons with steeper angles are lost in the configuration
with regular lens at the bar-lens-air-expansion volume transition. It is a result of the Fresnel
reflection [25] and the loss of the photons with large angles in the air gap. The middle part of
the rings are better focused than the wings as a result of the curved focal “plane”.
For the prototype the parameters of the lens are selected by reconstructing the Cherenkov
angle per photon and selecting the combination of air gap and focal length that provides the
best average resolution. The best resolution for the prototype configuration with a standard
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Figure 3.41: a) Hit pattern on the detector plane from Monte Carlo data. Simulation was
performed for the setup with (red) and without (black) focusing. The zoom (b) to the middle
part of the ring segment with the hit frequency as the color scale of the focused (top panel)
and unfocused (bottom panel) ring.

Figure 3.42: Pixelated hit positions (color) from simulated 10 GeV/c pions showing the influence
of the curved focal plane of lens L1 on the ring image for the MCP-PMT layout from the 2011
prototype for 210,000 events. The gray points show the locations of the true Monte Carlo hits.
spherical lens and oil tank expansion volume was obtained from the simulation of lens with
the focal length of 250 mm and an air gap of approximately 10 mm. These values were used
in the simulation of the 2011 prototype. The distribution of the hits on the pixels of eight
MCP-PMTs is shown in Fig. 3.42.
The Cherenkov angle resolution per photon was determined separately for sensors near the
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Figure 3.43: Reconstructed Cherenkov angle per photon from 2011 prototype Monte Carlo data
for different parts of the rings (compare to Fig. 3.42). All MCP-PMTs (a), the central part
with MCP-PMTs #2, #3, and #8 (b), and the outer part with MCP-PMTs #0, #1, #4, #5,
#6, and #7 (c).
center of the ring and in the outer parts of the image. Fig. 3.43 shows that the resolution is
9.6 mrad on average for all MCP-PMTs, 8.1 mrad for the central part of the image and 14.3 mrad
for the outer part. This deterioration of the image quality for steep angles is a combination of
lens aberrations, the curved focal plane, and the so-called kaleidoscopic effect [58, 59].

Figure 3.44: Schematic of the optical setup to measure focal length Z of the lens L2 as a function
of angle α. Z and Shift are the measured quantities. Setup for the lens L1 measurements is the
same but without the oil tank.
The lenses for the experimental tests were selected from a range of commercially available
models based on the best match to the parameters optimized in the DrcProp simulation. In
addition a prototype high refractive lens working without additional air gap was purchased.
The focal length of the selected standard lens L1 and compound lens L2 were also measured in
the laboratory to verify the parameters and to evaluate how important the curved surface of
the focal plane is for the DIRC resolution. Details of these two lenses can be found in Table 3.2.
To measure the shape of the focal plane the setup for the radiator measurements was
modified as shown in Fig. 3.44. The lens was placed on the rotation stage and rotated through
two parallel laser beams. Angle was calculated from the shift measurement 80 cm from the
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L1

Focal
Length [mm]
250

L2

300

Lens

Material

Coating

Type

fused silica
NLaK33B,
fused silica

UV AR
AR
330−460 nm

spherical
compound,
cylindrical

Size
(CT,H,R) [mm]
(9, 50, 117.4)
(14.3, 175, 73.5)

Manufacturer
Newport [55]
Hellma Optik [60]

Table 3.2: Lenses measured in the setup. Sizes of the lenses are given in mm: central thickness
(CT), height (H), and radius (R)
Shift [cm]
α [◦ ]
Y [cm]
ZL1 [cm]
ZL2 [cm]

0
0
0
25.5
33.8

10
7.2
3.1
25.3
32.7

20
14.4
5.8
23.5
31.1

30
21.6
8.1
21.9
28.6

40
28.9
9.2
19.1
25.3

50
36.4
9.3
15.7
18.7

55
40.2
8.9
13.8
16.4

60
44.0
8.8
12.6
14

65
47.9
7.8
10.5
11.6

70
51.9
7.1
9
10.3

75
55.9
5.9
7.2
7.9

Table 3.3: Results of the focal length Z measurements as a function of laser beam angle measurements for two lenses, standard spherical lens L1 and compound high refractive index lens
L2. Shift and Z are the measured quantities. Shift values are converted to the rotation angle
of the lens and Y coordinate in prototype. The systematic errors on listed values are: σShif t =
3 mm, σα = 0.1◦ , σY = 3 mm, and σZ = 0.5 mm.

Figure 3.45: Measurements of the focal length (points) compared to Geant simulation (solid
line) for lens L1 (a) and lens L2 (b) converted in to the prototype coordinate system. The cyan
shape of the prism is used to show the difference between the shape of the detector plane of
the prototype and the shape of the focusing plane of t he lens.
rotation point. The intersection point of two laser beams determines the focal length Z. The
compound lens L2 was placed inside a 20×20×30 mm3 glass container filled with mineral oil to
simulate the focusing behavior for the situation without the air gap. The results are shown in
Fig. 3.45 and Tab. 3.3. The rotation of the lenses is converted to the coordinate system of the
prototype to better compare the shape of the focal plane to the back surface of the expansion
volume. The shift was measured with systematic error of 3 mm which translates to 0.1◦ error
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on the rotation angle α and 0.1 mm error on the Y coordinate. The systematic error of the
focal length was reduced by repeating measurements to 0.5 mm. The obtained shape of the
focal plane agrees with the results from the Geant simulation. In the measurements it was
confirmed that the focal plane is strongly curved.
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Chapter 4
Performance of the PANDA Barrel
DIRC Prototype
The main purpose of the prototype program is to evaluate the performance of the design options
and to provide the basis for the Technical Design Report for the PANDA Barrel DIRC. Some
of the ideas and options, that are still under consideration for this system were presented in
the previous chapter. The components and options that performed well in the simulation were
selected for fabrication by industry and installed in the prototype for the tests with particle
beams. This chapter discusses the two prototype generations in detail and presents the results
from several test beam campaigns at GSI and CERN.

4.1

Prototype 2011

The concept of the prototype built and tested in 2011 was already mentioned in the previous
chapter. The main goal was to establish the performance parameters of the geometry with the
narrow bar and a big oil tank as expansion volume. In addition several prototype components
were tested: lenses with different anti-reflective coatings, a flat mirror, several sensor types,
and new readout electronics.

4.1.1

Preparation and Description of the Setup

The preparation process for the test beam in 2011 was divided into two phases. The first was
planning and building the prototype. The second was to place it into the 1.7 GeV/c momentum
pion beam at GSI. These tests served to check all components and improve the system before
the main campaign at the T9 area of the CERN PS.
A photograph of the prototype is shown in Fig. 4.1. A synthetic fused silica bar L3, with
the dimensions 17 × 35 × 800 mm3 , made by Schott Lithotec [61], was used as radiator. A lens
was attached to one bar end with optical matching liquid and held in place by a plastic holder.
A mirror was mounted on the opposite end of the bar. The bar was placed at the center of
the entrance window to the expansion volume and covered with a light-tight container made of
aluminum.
A large tank with the size of 800 × 800 × 300 mm3 filled with 190 liters of mineral oil
(Marcol82) was used as the expansion volume (see Fig. 4.2). The sides were made of aluminum
panels and two large float glass plates served as entrance and exit windows. Aluminum covers
57
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Figure 4.1: Photo of the prototype 2011 at CERN.

Figure 4.2: Photographs of the expansion volume seen from the back without the cover in place
(a) and with the aluminum cover attached and the plastic masks holding seven sensors in place
(b).
with access slots for coupling the bar and sensors to the windows made the expansion volume
light tight. Baffles on the inner part of the side walls of the tank served as photon traps
to avoid photon reflections. The 800 × 800 mm2 backplane had enough space to mount and
test a number of different type of sensors, which were pressed against the back window of the
tank. For some runs an optical grease was applied to ensure better optical connection. The
arrangement of the sensors, shown in Fig. 4.3a, was based on the expected shape and location
of the rings from the DrcProp simulation Fig. 4.3b. Two plastic masks were produced with
cutouts for the sensors. The horizontal location of the ring segments on the detector plane
depends on the angle between the particle beam and the bar (see Fig. 4.3b). That is why the
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plastic masks were produced to be movable. They were mounted on the aluminum cover in a
way that allowed a fine adjustment of the horizontal position of 2 cm. In Fig. 4.4a, a photo of
these masks with six sensors mounted is shown. Figure 4.4b shows the simulated ring image
for this arrangement of the sensors together with a drawing of the parts of the masks. Five
individual detector aluminum covers were produced for different beam angle ranges.

Figure 4.3: Back view of the imaging plane showing: the MCP-PMT arrangement (a) and the
predicted locations of the rings for various beam angles (b).
Thirteen sensors were tested: ten MCP-PMTs (seven XP85012, and one XP85112 from
PHOTONIS, as well as two SL-10 models from Hamamatsu, one R10754X-L4 and one R10754XM16), and a SiPM array (Multi Pixel Photon Counter S10931-100P made by Hamamatsu). The
list of sensors is shown in Fig. 4.1. For each tube the high voltage was set according to the
vendors specifications to reach a gain of 106 . After every change of the configuration of the
prototype, the timing resolution of the detectors was calibrated with a 405 nm PiLas laser
diode [62]. An optical fiber, connected the PiLas pulser to a diffuser placed in a special access
port below the bar at the entrance window, visible in Fig. 4.2a).
The data acquisition for the 640 channels was performed using the HADES trigger and
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Figure 4.4: a) Photo of the support structure with seven MCP-PMTs mounted. b)Drawing
of the backplane of the expansion volume with the simulated Cherenkov ring occupancy. Red
squares indicate the cutouts in the aluminum cover and the dashed lines to the movable plastic
masks holding the sensors.
Type
PHOTONIS 85012/85112
PHOTONIS 85011
Hamamatsu H8500
Hamamatsu H9500
Hamamatsu R10754X-M16
Hamamatsu R10754X-L4
SiPM array

Anodes
8x8
8x8
8x8
16x16
4x4
1x4
8x8

Size (external)
59 × 59 mm2
71 × 71 mm2
52 × 52 mm2
52 × 52 mm2
27.5 × 27.5 mm2
27.5 × 27.5 mm2
112 × 112 mm2

Pixel Pitch
6.5 mm
6.5 mm
6.08 mm
3.04 mm
5.275 mm
5.275 mm
7 mm

Table 4.1: List of the sensors used in Prototype 2011.
readout board (TRB) with the TOF addOn. The boards were arranged in two stacks, the first
holding 3 TRBs for slow control and communication and the second with 5 TRBs with TOF
addOns for the readout of the prototype MCP-PMTs.
The Readout Electronics
A very promising candidate for the readout electronics in the Barrel DIRC is the Trigger and
Readout Board (TRB) system developed for the HADES experiment and adjusted to the needs
of the PANDA detectors. Details about it can be found in Ref. [63], a brief description will
be given here. It is a multi-purpose readout module capable of being used by many types of
detectors. Three generations of this board were build so far and the second generation, TRBv2,
was used for this test beam campaign.
The TRBv2 (see Fig. 4.5a) uses an ETRAX FS processor with a Linux operation system for networking and slow-control functionality. Three integrated I/O processors allow effi-
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cient usage of the bandwidth. Each board includes four 32-channel Time to Digital Converter
(HPTDC [64]) with 98 ps binning, 100 Mbit/s Ethernet-Connectivity, an optical link with a
throughput of 2 Gbit/s, and programmable logic. A Field-programmable gate array (FPGA)
is connected to all main components of the module and is responsible for the data flow on the
boards.

Figure 4.5: Examples of the readout boards used in the test beam campaigns: the TRBv2
board (a) and the TOF addOn (b).
The addOn board used for the prototype was a 128-channel Time of Flight (TOF) frontend discriminator module, used to convert pulse into the timing signal. The board is shown
in Fig. 4.5b. It includes amplifiers and discriminators optimized for MCP-PMTs. The digitalization of the analog signal from sensors is done with the NINO-ASIC (Application Specific
Integrated Circuit) [65]. The NINO is an discriminator chip that has been developed for the
ALICE time-of-flight detector. The chip consists of eight channels. The pulse width is dependent on the input signal amplitude. It allows a time resolution of 50 ps, at a very high rate
with a low power consumption per channel.
The BGA2712 [66] are the low noise amplifiers with gain factor of 10, developed in GSI and
used to preamplify signals from the MCP-PMTs before being fed in to the read out boards.
Amplified signals from pixels are transported to the TRB channels via the addOn board. The
trigger is provided from an external source, distributed and controlled by the Central Trigger
System (CTS). It is transfered to the Distributor board that sends it to the TRBs. The data
are sent to the DAQ computer via Ethernet over a hub. The slow control board, connected to
all other elements of the setup via optical links, is responsible for setting registers, threshold
levels and all other parameters of the DAQ. The external trigger signal is needed in one of
the channels per TRB to perform relative timing between different TRBs. The precision of
the time measurement is good as along as channels within one TRB are compared. If several
boards are connected, the common reference clock has to be used. The split signal from one of
the triggers distributed over all used TRBs served as the common clock in the test beam.

4.1.2

The T9 Beam Line area in the CERN PS and the Beam Instrumentation

The main tests of the last two prototypes, in 2011 and 2012, were performed in the T9 beam line
in the CERN PS East area. Secondary beams in the momentum range from 1.5 to 10 GeV/c
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can be used. Two exchangeable primary targets are available feeding the areas T9, T10, and
T11, and a second one for the T7 area. Typical intensities are of the order of 106 particles with
a spill length of 300 ms. The momentum, intensity, and focusing of the secondary lines can be
changed by the users without entering the cave. The intensity of the beam is monitored with
a scintillator and a wire chamber is used for monitoring the x/y profile at the exit of the beam
pipe.
In T9 the smallest beam spot size is at the end of the beam pipe, closest to the focusing
quadrupole. Most of the tests were performed with a momentum of 10 GeV/c. In this case the
spot size is around 5-6 mm rms, and increases up to 10-12 mm rms at the end of the zone.
For a parallel beam the spot size is 20 mm rms.
The exchangeable primary target selects the beam composition. The setups were tested
with two kind of targets: one made of Beryllium provided an “electron-rich” beam, and one
made of Aluminum that delivered the “hadron-rich” beam preferred for the DIRC system.

4.1.3

Data Set

Figure 4.6: Photo showing the arrangement of the setup in the beam line at the CERN PS
campaign in 2011.
The arrangement of the components that were put in the beam are shown in Fig. 4.6. The
alignment of the beam instrumentation was done with a GLL2-80 Dual Plane Leveling and
Alignment Laser made by Bosch [67], providing two planes (vertical and horizontal) with a
self-leveling system. Two round scintillator paddles with a diameter of 40 mm were located in
front and behind the prototype. The coincidences of their signals served as trigger for the DAQ
to record an event.
A total of about 130 ×106 triggers were recorded. The data were taken with different angles
and sensors to study the narrow bar and oil tank type expansion volume geometry. Two runs
were selected for the discussion of these configuration performance. These runs were taken with
a 5.8 mm-thick standard spherical lens, made of fused silica, with a focal length of 250 mm, and
air gap of 12 mm. Only MCP-PMTs sensors were used to measure the Cherenkov photons. The
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performance of the other sensors due to the technical issues with the cooling and amplification
was not of sufficient quality to compare to Planacon MCP-PMTs. Additional data were taken
with different lens configurations and flat mirror but the prototype in 2012 provided much
more comprehensive data set to answer questions about performance of these components and
therefor they will be discussed in the further sections.
Most of the tests were performed with the 10 GeV/c momentum beam, focused at 7.5 m.
The hadron-rich target was used and the beam polarity was positive. The results in the following
section will be presented for that beam properties and two beam polar angles: 109.5◦ and 120◦ .

4.1.4

Performance of the Prototype

Figure 4.7: Hit time distribution for the raw signal (a) and corrected with the trigger time (b).
For more then 2.5×106 events were recorded, preselected by the coincidence of the two
start counters, with the polar angle of 109.5◦ . They generated 79×106 hits, where a hit is
defined as a valid time stamp in the event in any of the 640 electronics channels. 74% of
them come from reference channels, the beam counters, and the electronic noise due to low
discriminator threshold settings. The MCP-PMTs hits were selected based on the arrival time
of the photons. The analysis procedure will be shown for 210,000 selected triggers. The raw
hit time distribution is shown in Fig. 4.7a. The selection of good hits was based on distribution
shown in Fig. 4.7b, which is the corrected hit time with the trigger counter used as reference.
To extract the photon yield, in each accepted event all hits within the time window of
about 2 ns were counted, and plotted in the distribution shown in Fig. 4.8a. The photon
yield of 2.9 ± 0.02 is a mean value of the Poisson fit to the distribution. The error of 0.02
is just the statistical term while the overall error is dominated by the systematic terms and
will be evaluated latter in this section. Figure. 4.8b shows the same quantity in simulation.
There is a significant difference between these two numbers. To understand the value from the
simulation the study of the number of photons per particle from the production to detection was
performed. The propagation steps in simulation are listed in Tab. 4.2 showing what fraction of
the generated photons is lost at each step. However, there are additional loss processes in the
data responsible for further deterioration of the photon yield. The major loss was concluded to
be due to the poor transmission of the optical grease Rhodorsil Paste 7 made by Silitech [68],
used to couple the sensors to the glass window. The rather poor transparency of the grease
is visible already in Fig. 4.9. An exact quantitative analysis was not possible due to the lack
of a transmission data available for this particular grease. Instead, available data for Eljen
EJ-550 [69] was used in simulation to study the impact of the optical grease. Although the
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Figure 4.8: a) Number of good MCP-PMTs hits measured per trigger in 2011 CERN test beam
with the beam angle to the radiator of 109.5◦ . b) Expected number of photons per particle
for the Prototype 2011 without including the optical grease used to couple the sensors to the
detector plane.
EJ-550 grease is optically superior the results from the simulations were reproduced with the
grease layer of 3 mm. In this case the simulated photon yield decreases to below four photons
per track, what is very close to the value obtained from the experiment. The experimental
data is expected to contain contributions from charge sharing and delta electrons (explained in
Sec. 4.2.4). However, there is not enough information to separate the individual sources and
subtract their contribution in this data. More detail study of these effects was performed and
is presented for the 2012 prototype.

100

Internally
reflected
59

Enter
the tank
25

Reach
detector plane
20

Reach
sensors surface
9

800

472

200

160

73

Generated
[%]
Number
of photons

Measured
0.9
7.9

Table 4.2: The expected number of photons per pion passing the 17 mm thick bar at the beam
angle of 109.6◦ . A loss of the photons in the last step comes from the detector efficiency (PDE)
which is the product of quantum, collection, and packing efficiencies.
In Fig. 4.10 the occupancy of the MCP-PMTs for the 109.5◦ configuration is shown. It
consist of hits from 210,000 triggers. The white pixels correspond to dead electronic channels
and the two white rows are missing pixels due to defective amplifiers. Non-zero counts away
from the rings are the result of the noise and charge sharing effects.
The location of the observed ring segments is compared to a pixelated simulation of 210,000
pions entering the bar at an incidence angle of α = 109.5◦ shown in Fig. 4.11a. The simulation
data is used in the ΘC reconstruction and that is why it needs to describe the data very well.
The simulation using the setup parameters measured during the beam time does not match
the data well enough. In order to find a better match a tuning procedure is performed. There
is few possible causes of the discrepancies that needs to be investigated. In the experiment it
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Figure 4.9: Photo of the MCP-PMT with grease applied before coupling it to backplane window
of the tank.

Figure 4.10: Distribution of the hits per MCP-PMT in the experimental data measured in the
109.5◦ configuration.
was very hard to measure the exact horizontal position of the MCP-PMTs and the supporting
frames. The measured polar angle between the beam and the bar had rather large uncertainty
of typically 1◦ . Small ranges of the suspected parameters, within the uncertainties of the
measurements during the beam time, are used to find the set of parameters in simulation
that best describes the experimental data. A lot of simulated runs are created with all the
combinations of these parameters. Assessing of the match is performed in three ways. The first
step of the evaluation is a visual comparison of the occupancies from the data and simulation.
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Figure 4.11: Pixelated hit pattern from simulated data for two values of the beam polar angle:
109.5◦ , as measured during the experiment, (a) and 108.5◦ (b).

An example of a simulated run with the polar angle of 108.5◦ , so 1◦ less than measured, is shown
in Fig. 4.11b. A more detailed tuning is possible by comparing centers of gravity of the hit
rates in MCP-PMT rows. Even in the presence of additional background in the data the mean
values allow a meaningful comparison and tune of the parameters. The final assessment of the
match is done by looking at the reconstructed Cherenkov angle. For each combination of the
investigated parameters the reconstruction is performed and plotted for every row of each MCPPMT. The outcome of this step for matched simulation is shown in Fig. 4.12. The expected
Θm
C = 821.9 ± 0.01 mrad is determined for the best match in simulation. After the tuning
m
procedure the mean Θm
C value in each row is close to the expected ΘC for the particle. From
this distribution one can immediately recognize if there is still a problem with the beam angle
(Θm
C for both entire rings are shifted), the bar is not perpendicular to the expansion volume
(Θm
C for one entire ring is shifted), or the position of some of the MCP-PMTs is incorrect
(Θm
C for ring segments from these MCP-PMTs are shifted).
In the tuning process, several small shifts in the MCP-PMT positions and the polar angle
of the beam where discovered. The position of the rings for the experimental data and the
matched Monte Carlo data are shown in Fig. 4.13. They are in good agreement, what is crucial
for the reconstruction of the Cherenkov angle using the geometric approach described in 3.4.
Look-up tables were generated for the configuration from the matched simulation. The
distributions of reconstructed test beam and simulated data are shown in Fig. 4.14 and the
corresponding values are listed in the first line of the Tab. 4.3.
The bin size as well as the fit range and choice of fit function have no significant influence
on the results. The size of the MCP-PMT pixel is 6.5 mm, which corresponds to about 19 mrad
in ΘC space. A few bin sizes around 4 mrad were chosen to study the effect on the final results
and the error was concluded to be on the level of 0.3 mrad. The size of the chosen time window
to select the hits in the event adds 0.1 mrad to systematic error. Different runs with similar
configuration showed a good control of the parameters and the ability to reproduce the setup
with 0.2 mrad accuracy. The statistic error is negligible in comparison to the systematic error.
The individual error sources are considered to be independent and can be added in a quadrature
to determine the overall error 0.3 on the photon yield and 0.4 mrad on the Θm
C and the SPR.
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Figure 4.12: Distribution of reconstructed single photon Cherenkov angle for experimental data.
The angle is plotted and normalized per each raw to shaw the potential shift of the ΘC mean
value indicating some mismatch in measured dimensions of the setup.
The measurements obtained for the run with 109.5◦ polar angle were compared to a run
with 120◦ polar angle to verify the stability of the results. The simulation had to be tuned to
this data in a similar way as to the previous run. The matched simulation has the beam polar
angle of 120.2◦ . The composite view of ring locations from both runs are shown in Fig. 4.15b.
(a) shows the difference in polar angle on the drawing of the setup and (b) shows the occupancy
distributions. The reconstructed Cherenkov angle and the photon yield are shown in Fig. 4.16.
In this configuration only 2.5 photons per trigger were measured, due to the smaller number
of used MCP-PMTs. The reconstructed values for this configuration are slightly worse from
obtained for the 109.5◦ case but still they are consistent with each other and the expected
values from simulation.
The discussed results confirmed that the combination of a narrow bar, a standard lens, and
a big oil tank expansion volume is a promising baseline design of the PANDA Barrel DIRC.The
single photon Cherenkov angle resolution predicted by Monte Carlo simulation was reached
and is sufficient to meet the PANDA PID requirements.
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Figure 4.13: Distribution of the hits per MCP-PMT in the experimental 2011 prototype data
for 109.5◦ (a) and for the matched simulated data. The true hit locations of photons between
the MCP-PMTs are shown as points.

Figure 4.14: Reconstructed Cherenkov angle per photon from 2011 prototype data. a) Result
from the experiment b) Prediction from Monte Carlo data.
Experimental Data
Polar
angle
109.5◦
120.0◦

Simulated Data

Θm
C [mrad]

σΘC [mrad]

Hits/Track

Θm
C [mrad]

σΘC [mrad]

Hits/Track

821.9 ± 0.4
822.7 ± 0.4

10.5 ± 0.4
11.7 ± 0.4

2.9 ± 0.3
2.5 ± 0.3

821.7 ± 0.2
821.9 ± 0.2

10.6 ± 0.2
10.7 ± 0.2

7.9 ± 0.1
6.9 ± 0.1

Table 4.3: Results of the ΘC reconstruction from the 2011 prototype test beam data compared
to expectation from simulation.
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Figure 4.15: a) Drawing of the setup with two different polar angles of the track. b) Composite
view of the different ring location corresponding to beam angles from drawing a).

Figure 4.16: a) Reconstructed Cherenkov angle per photon from 2011 prototype data and
b)number of hits measured per trigger for the run with 122◦ polar angle.
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4.2

Prototype 2012

With the experience of the 2011 test beam and analysis of the collected data, the new prototype
was build and tested in the late summer of 2012. This configuration used a compact prism
made of synthetic fused silica as an expansion volume. It were the first tests with the wide
plate instead of a narrow bar as a radiator with a lens without an air gap.

4.2.1

Preparation and Description of the Setup

The test beam campaign in 2012, like in 2011, took place in the T9 Beam Line area at the CERN
PS. The beam properties were already described in 4.1.2. The arrangement of the complete
prototype is shown in Fig. 4.17 and the distances of the elements are listed in Tab. 4.4. All
components were aligned with the same GLL2-80 alignment laser as classified in Sec. 4.1.

Figure 4.17: Arrangement of the prototype elements used in the 2012 test beam at CERN.
The trigger was provided by two round scintillator paddles, with a diameter of 40 mm,
located before and after the prototype. In addition, the coincidence signal of the two scintillators
was distributed over the TRB boards, to provide time corrections in the analysis.
TOF1

Trigger1

50

142.3

Fiber
Tracker1
193.1

DIRC
Prototype
468

Fiber
Tracker2
694.3

Trigger2

TOF2

725.3

808

Table 4.4: The distances in cm from the end of the beam pipe to the front surface of the
elements from 2012 test beam shown in Fig. 4.17.
Two time-of-flight (TOF) detectors were installed at the beginning and the end of the
beamline (see Fig. 4.18) and provided pion/proton tagging. Both TOF counters consisted of
Acrylic glass radiators (Polymethylmethacrylat) connected with Bicron BC-630 optical grease
to PHOTONIS Planacon XP85012-D. The size of the radiators matches the size of the MCPPMT (59 × 59 cm2 ). In order to minimize the material budget before the prototype the first
TOF counter used a 1 cm thick scintillator. The second one used a 2 cm thick scintillator.
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Figure 4.18: Views of the TOF sytem components: a) TOF1 and b) TOF2.
Signals from the MCP-PMTs were combined such that an 4 × 4 array of 12.75 × 12.75 mm2
pixels was created. More details can be found in Ref. [33].

Figure 4.19: Photograph and schematic of the 2012 prototype.
In Fig. 4.19 the photograph and the schematic of the Prototype 2012 are shown. The
prototype was mounted on a support structure that included rails and a rotating table to
translate and rotate the bar relative to the beam. A radiator bar (later a plate) was placed
on a linear stage with three micrometer screws for the precise position adjustment in all three
directions. A lens was attached to one end and a mirror to the other end of the bar. A compact
synthetic fused silica prism was located about 2 mm from the lens. Nine MCP-PMTs were
coupled with optical grease to the back surface of the prism (see Fig. 4.20) to measure the
Cherenkov photon location and time with 576 pixels. The grease used, Eljen EJ-550 [69], has
better transmission properties and was applied in a much thinner layer than the Rhodorsil
material that caused the large photon loss in the 2011 prototype. The aluminum sheets with
feed-throughs for the high-voltage and readout cables provided a light-tight cover (see Fig. 4.20).
The data acquisition for 896 detector channels was performed using the HADES trigger and
readout boards with the TOF AddOns [63]. The readout system was kept on a separate table
shown in Fig. 4.20e.
The prism was made by Advanced Glass Industries [70] from Corning 7980 material [52],
with a size of 300×203.21×170 mm3 , and a top angle of 30◦ . In contrast to the big oil tank from
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Figure 4.20: Views of the Prototype 2012: a) The back of the MCP-PMT array. b) Signal
cables connected to the MCP-PMTs, c) signal cables lead out from the container through the
light-tight, silicone tunnels, d) the coupling of the prism to the MCP-PMT array, and e) the
readout electronics table.

the previous prototype the smaller prism made it possible to cover the entire detector plane
with a much smaller number of sensors. An array of 3 x 3 PHOTONIS Planacon XP85012/A1
MCP-PMTs was supported in a matrix made of ABS plastic. The optimum placement of the
photon detectors was studied with the DrcProp simulation to efficiently image the rings. The
final location of the MCP-PMTs is shown in Fig. 4.21. The MCP-PMT holders created 9
mm horizontal and 2 mm vertical gaps between the sensors. Thiner gaps were used in the
vertical direction because the better coverage of the detector plane in this direction is more
important for the detector performance analysis. Top of the prism was left uncovered because
of the limited number of available MCP-PMTs. This affects particular beam angles close to
90◦ . Without the gaps between the MCP-PMTs the coverage of the imaging plane is 80% just
from ratio of the active area to the total sensor area. In the 2012 prototype the coverage of the
detector plane is limited to 64.5% due to the limited number of of the MCP-PMTs and gaps
required for the sensor holders.
The placement of the bar relative to the prism has a strong impact on the position of the ring
patterns and the proximity of the individual ring segments. Examples of the different placements of the bar at the prism in x, y and its influence on the hit pattern are shown in Fig. 4.22
and 4.23. The study was performed to find the placement with the best separation between the
two ring segments, which is important for the reconstruction process of the Cherenkov angle.
The vertical distance of the bar bottom face from the bottom of the prism is called PrismStep.
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Figure 4.21: Schematic (a) and photo (b) of the MCP-PMTs arrangement on the detector
plane.

Figure 4.22: Influence of the bar position in “y” relative to the prism on the observed hit
pattern, in particular on the separation of the ring images.
The size of this PrismStep defines the separation of the rings. The horizontal placement of the
bar in X influences the side reflections in the prism and, therefore, the intersection point of the
outer parts of the imaged half-rings in the detector plane. A few examples of the simulated ring
image on the MCP-PMT array are shown in Fig. 4.24. There is not one PrismStep/∆Y value
that works for all prototype 2012 configurations, that it had to be adjusted based on the angle
and the focusing optics. In Fig. 4.24d an example of an unfocused ring image is shown. The
image is less sharp and ring segments are significantly wider. In Fig. 4.25 the ring image for
3 GeV/c mix of pions and protons is shown. The studies with the low momentum beam where
the most challenging in terms of finding the optimal parameters of the prototype to ensure the
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Figure 4.23: Influence of the bar position in “x” relative to the prism on the observed hit
pattern.
best separation and location of the individual ring segments.
The list of the tested prototype radiators, with informations about the sizes, materials, and
producers is shown in Tab. 4.5. Photos of the bars, a prism and the lenses that were used are
shown in Fig. 4.26. The list of the used lenses is found in Tab. 4.6.
Bar
B3
Z5
L3
BP1
LZ1
P2

Manufacturer
InSync
Zeiss
Schott/Lithotec
InSync
Lytkarino LZOS
Roehm

Material Type
Spectrosil 2000
Spectrosil 2000
Lithotec Q0
Spectrosil 2000
Spectrosil 2000
Plexiglass XT

Finishing
pitch polishing
pitch polishing
abrasive polishing
pitch polishing
abrasive polishing
extrusion, diamond needle

Table 4.5: List of the tested radiators in Prototype 2012.

Size (T,W,L) [mm]
(17.1, 35.9, 1200.0)
(17.1, 32.9, 833.0)
(17.0, 35.0, 800.0)
(17.1, 174.8, 1224.9)
(16.7, 34.8, 899.5)
(21.15, 39.7, 1200.0)
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Figure 4.24: Pixelated hit patterns from simulated data for example prototype configurations
with lens (a,b, and c) and without focusing (d). Gray points are the true hit locations.

Figure 4.25: Simulated ring image for pions (red) and protons (blue) entering the bar at
124◦ with 3 GeV/c momentum.
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Figure 4.26: Photograph of the prototype optical elements tested in the 2012 campaign: a)
radiators, b) lenses, and c) prism expansion volume.

Size
(CT,H,R)
(9, 50, 117.4)

Newport

(14.3, 175, 73.5)

Hellma Optik

spherical

(9, 50, 117.4)

Melles Griot

cylindrical

(7.5, 60, 129.2)

THORLABS

spherical

(5.8, 50, 115.0)

Newport

Lens

FL

Material

Coating

Type

L1

250

L2

300

Fused Silica
N-LaK33
fused silica

spherical
compound,
cylindrical

L3

250

Fused Silica

L4

250

BK7 Glass

L5

250

Fused Silica

UV AR
AR
330−460 nm
M gF2 SLMF
(400−700 nm)
AR
350−400 nm
uncoated

Vendor

Table 4.6: List of the lenses tested in Prototype 2012. The used shortcuts stand for: focal
length (FL), central thickness (CT), height (H), and radius (R). Focal length and size of the
lenses are given in mm.
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Data Set

During the four weeks at CERN 230M triggers were recorded in total. Each configuration
was measured typically with 1-1.5M triggers. A wide range of beam - radiator bar angles and
positions was tested with different components. In particular, different prototype radiators,
lenses, and coupling materials were compared. Data were also taken with the low momentum
beam down to 1.5 GeV/c. At this level the TOF system is capable of separating different
particles.
More than 34×106 triggers were taken with the wide plate geometry but the analysis of
this part of the data is the subject of another thesis [37]. The remaining time was used for
the narrow bars, presented in the following analysis. Table 4.7 summarizes the details of the
runs used in this analysis, including the optical components, beam parameters, and number of
recorded events as well as the parameters used in the simulation. In most cases there was no
need to use all recorded events. The study is always limited by systematic effects and not by
statistics, which, after around 100,000 triggers, does not significantly impact the results. For
reasons of computing speed, if not mentioned differently, 210,000 triggers were selected. The
general performance of the prototype will be discussed using the configuration with the B3 bar
made by InSync, and a regular spherical lens with UV anti-reflective coating. Although the
following analysis uses only small subset of the data taken, the procedure is representative for
the entire data set. For each study a set of runs with very similar configurations and recorded
in similar conditions were selected to easily compare the performance in terms of photon yield
and SPR.

Events

Air
gap
[mm]

Run

Bar

Lens

bar/beam polar angle

R1

B3

L1

124◦ (122.4◦ )

10

5

680k

806

3.2

R2

B3

L1

124◦ (122.4◦ )

10

5

680k

412

3.2

R3

B3

L1

124◦ (121.4◦ )

10

5

880k

331

3.2

R4

B3

L1

124◦ (122.4◦ )

10

5

708k

1102

3.2

R5

B3

L1

10

5

880k

332

3.2

R6

B3

L1

10

5

880k

775

3.2

R7

Z5

L1

10

10

880k

433

3.2

R8

Z5

L1

123.5◦ (122.5◦ )

10

10

880k

431

3.2

R9

Lz1

L1

123.5◦ (123.2◦ )

10

10

500k

421

3.2

R10

P2

L1

123◦ (123.4◦ )

10

10

520k

432

3.2

R11

L3

L1

123.5◦ (123.3◦ )

10

10

260k

420

3.2

122−124◦
(123 − 125◦ )
154−156◦
(152 − 154◦ )
122−124◦
(121.5 − 123.5◦ )

fB
[m]

HitZ
[mm]

pBeam
[GeV /c]

Step
[mm]
13
(11.2 )
13
(11.2 )
12
(11.2 )
12
(11.2 )
12
(11.2 )
12
(11.2 )
12
(11.2 )
12
(11.2 )
12
(11.2 )
12
(8.8 )
12
(11.2 )
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R12

B3

L1

90◦ (91.2◦ )

10

10

320k

436

3.2

R13

B3

L1

90◦ (93.1◦ )

10

10

340k

729

3.2

R14

B3

L1

128◦ (128.0◦ )

10

5

850k

328

3.2

R15

B3

L2

128◦ (127.5◦ )

10

5

1M

248

0

R16

B3

L2

90◦ (92.0◦ )

10

5

870k

138

2.2

R17

B3

L3

124◦ (121.4◦ )

10

5

880k

331

3.2

R18

B3

No

124◦ (121.4◦ )

10

5

140k

526

0

R19

B3

L1

124◦ (122.4◦ )

3

5

130k

497

3.2

R20

B3

L1

66◦ (67.6◦ )

10

10

600k

116

3.2

R21

B3

L1

66◦ (67.6◦ )

10

10

770k

496

3.2

R22

B3

No

90◦ (93.1◦ )

10

5

600k

150

3.2

R23

B3

L1

154◦ (153.2◦ )

10

5

840k

784

2.2

R24

B3

L3

154◦ (153.2◦ )

10

5

780k

701

2.3

R25

B3

L4

154◦ (153.2◦ )

10

5

850k

702

2.7

R26

B3

L5

154◦ (153.2◦ )

10

5

790k

704

2.5

Table 4.7: List of analyzed runs from the test beam campaign in 2012. The values used in the tuned simulation
are given in parentheses. The schematic of the prototype
is shown in Fig. 4.27. The description of the components
can be found in Tab. 4.5 and Tab. 4.6.

4.2.3

Expected Performance of the Prototype

Single Photon Cherenkov Angle
One of the main quantities to evaluate the performance of the setup configuration are the single
photon Cherenkov angle resolution (SPR). A simulation of 210,000 pions with a momentum of
10 GeV/c and the prototype configuration from run R1 is used to discuss the reconstruction
of the Cherenkov angle. The method is described in detail in section 3.4. Briefly, the positions

12
(2.0 )
12
(2.0 )
12
(2.0 )
12
(3.5 )
12
(11.2 )
12
(11.2 )
12
(11.2 )
12
(11.2 )
12
(12.6 )
12
(12.6 )
12
(11.2 )
12
(11.2 )
12
(11.0 )
12
(11.2 )
12
(11.8 )
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Figure 4.27: Schematic of the Prototype 2012 indicating the parameters which were changed
in the experiment.
of the pixel and the center of the bar are used to define the vector as estimator for the photon
direction which, combined with the beam direction is used to calculate the Cherenkov angle.
However, this is not an unique assignment, and other possible paths lead to combinatorial
background in ΘC space. Figure 4.28 shows part of the ΘC spectrum for a single event (a) and
the 210,000 pions (b). The true ΘC value, in this particular case, is approximately 823 mrad.

Figure 4.28: Reconstructed Cherenkov angle per photon from 2012 prototype Monte Carlo data
for one pion (a) and for 210,000 pions (b) with 10 GeV/c momentum.
The discretization of the ring image by pixels and photon path ambiguities creates the
background around the main peak in the distribution of the reconstructed Cherenkov angle.
Even for this clean simulated case, where the photons with steep angles are lost in the air
gap, the combinatorial background makes it hard to fit a function that would follow the main
peak well enough to extract stable Θm
C and SPR values. The MCP-PMT pixel size is 6.5 mm
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what corresponds to 19 mrad in ΘC phase space. The expected resolution is at the level of
10 mrad, which motivates the choice of the bin size close to 5 mrad, which in Fig. 4.28 was set
to 4.8 mrad. In Fig. 4.29 the influence of different bin sizes on the shape of the distribution is
shown. The shape of the combinatorial background changes also with variations of some of the
prototype parameters like the PrismStep or the track incidence angle, what can be observed
in Fig. 4.30. The sensitivity of the ΘC distribution shape increases the difficulty of the fitting
procedure.

Figure 4.29: Reconstructed Cherenkov angle per photon from 2012 prototype Monte Carlo data
showing the impact of different bin sizes, a) 4.2 mrad and b) 3.0 mrad, on the shape of the
reconstructed ΘC distribution.

Figure 4.30: Reconstructed Cherenkov angle per photon from 2012 prototype Monte Carlo data
showing the different shape of the ΘC distribution for other prototype configurations: a) the
beam angle of 31.2◦ and the PrismStep size of 11.2 mm. b) shows 38◦ and 4 mm respectively.
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Figure 4.31: Reconstructed Cherenkov angle per photon from 2012 prototype Monte Carlo data
showing the reduction of combinatorial background with the time measured minus expected
cut: a) original distribution and b) distribution after a cut.

The first idea to suppress the combinatorial background to improve the reconstruction is to
resolve the forward/backward ambiguity in the bar using timing information. By rejecting the
ambiguity with the wrong time of arrival the background can be reduced. Fig. 4.31 shows the
result of this approach on the ΘC spectrum. The distribution, in this case, can be fitted by the
combination of a Gaussian and a polynomial much better.
In the DrcProp simulation the paths of the photons are saved and can be then used to
identify which ambiguities contributed to which part of the combinatorial background. Figure 4.32a shows the ΘC distribution with all possible ambiguities. In Fig. 4.32b only the bar
ambiguities are considered and the true path in the prism is used. Subtracting these two distributions results in the shape of the prism ambiguities background (Fig. 4.32c). It can be used as
the approximation of the experimental background if the condition from the measurement are
matched well enough by the tuned Monte Carlo. Result of applying this method to Monte Carlo
data is shown in Fig. 4.33. The fit follows better the ΘC distribution and is more stable after
this background subtraction is applied. However, this method adds a systematic uncertainty,
the possible mismatch of parameters in the simulation and the experiment.
The best approach to extract the SPR in the most stable way without relying on the
simulation is using the so-called “fine angle scan” data runs. In order to reduce the influence of
the pixelization effect on the ΘC distribution, a set of runs can be used with small variations of
the particle beam angle. The polar angle range of 2◦ in this method is scanned with 0.25◦ steps.
In the data, for each step a run with around 800,000 triggers was recorded. The tuning of
the simulation parameters and the reconstruction of the single photon Cherenkov angle were
performed for each run and angle separately. The reconstructed ΘC from each sample are
combined. As seen in Fig. 4.34, which compares the reconstructed single photon Cherenkov
angle for a single run with a fine angle scan from 9 runs, the pixelization effect averages out
and the distribution gets smoother and much easier to fit.
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Figure 4.32: Separating the prism combinatorial background in the ΘC distribution. a) shows
the ΘC distribution with both bar and prism ambiguities included, b) with bar ambiguities
and information from Monte Carlo about the true path in the prism, and c) separated shape
of ΘC distribution for only wrong solution in the prism.

Figure 4.33: Reconstructed Cherenkov angle per photon from 2012 prototype Monte Carlo data
from run MCR1: before (a) and after (b) background subtraction.
Photon Yield
The Monte Carlo simulation of the configuration from run R1 is used for the study the expected
number of photons per particle. The propagation steps from the production to detection are
listed in Tab. 4.8 showing fraction of the generated photons lost at each step. The path of the
particle crossing the 17 mm thick bar with 122.4◦ incidence angle is approximately 20 mm, along
which on average 920 Cherenkov photons are generated for each pion used in the simulation.
Similar as in 2011 prototype the Fresnel reflection and loss of the photons with large angles
in the air gap reduces the photon yield at the bar-lens-air-expansion volume transition, before
they enter the prism. The collection efficiency, the quantum efficiency of the MCP-PMTs and
the transmission properties of the optical grease are responsible for the final loss of the photons.
Ultimately only about 2% of the generated photons are detected for an expected photon yield
per particle of Nph =21.4±0.04. The 0.04 is just the statistical error, while the full systematic
error will be discussed further in that section.
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Figure 4.34: Reduction of the pixelization effect in ΘC distribution by using the fine angle scans
measurements: a) Reconstructed ΘC for one particle angle and b) accumulated results for a
range of 2◦ with 0.25◦ steps between runs.

100

Internally
reflected
59

Reach
detector plane
28

Reach
the MCP-PMTs cathodes
19

920

542

260

174

Generated
[%]
Number
of photons

Measured
2
21.4

Table 4.8: The expected number of photons per pion passing the 17 mm thick bar at the beam
angle of 122.2◦ . A loss of the photons in the last step comes from the detector efficiency (PDE)
which is the product of quantum, collection, and packing efficiencies.
At certain angles the different parts of the image may end up in the gap between the active
area of the sensors. The variation of the photon yield with the polar angle of the beam is
shown in Fig. 4.35a. The black curve represents the prototype with lens L1 and a PrismStep
of 11.2 mm of the bar/prism position. The red curve shows predictions for the same setup
but a 3.5 mm smaller PrismStep, which decreases the separation between two ring sections.
For some of the angles a small difference in the photon yield is observed but the values are
very close. This dependency is shown for a larger polar angle range, and compared with other
focusing options, in Fig. 4.35b. For the prototype with the standard lens L1, the biggest drop
of the photon yield is expected close to 90◦ of the track polar angle. At this angle range, most
of the photons are totally internally reflected at the lens curved surface. The solution to that
problem is the compound L2 that is coupled directly to the bar and the prism, without air gaps.
The blue line in Fig. 4.35b shows the predicted photon yield with this lens. The photon yield
improves over the entire angle range, most notably for angles close to 90◦ . Finally in green, the
photon yield for the prototype without focusing is presented, where the bar is coupled directly
to the prism. In this case, the photon yield is highest.
The predictions from the DrcProp simulation do not include several effects present in the
experiment, such as background photons from delta electrons, or optical and electronic cross
talk effects. To precisely quantify the impact of these effects additional studies and Geant based
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Figure 4.35: Number of photons per track as a function of the polar angle from the DrcProp
simulation for different focusing configurations. a) Setup with standard lens L1 with 3.2 mm
air gap and PrismStep of: 3.5 mm (red), 11.2 mm (black). b) lens L1 with a PrismStep of
3.5 mm (red), the compound lens L2 without air gap (blue) and the bar directly coupled to the
prism (green).
simulations were performed and will be discussed in the following sections.

4.2.4

Performance of the Baseline Configuration

The baseline configuration of the Prototype 2012 will be used as an example to present the
analysis procedure of the 2012 data. This configuration used the fused silica B3 bar, with a
mirror attached, and the standard lens L1. The first phase of the analysis will be presented for
run R1 (see Tab. 4.7). In this run the incidence angle of the 10 GeV/c hadron-rich beam was
measured to be 124◦ , the PrismStep (shift between the bottom of the bar and the bottom of
the prism) was 12 mm, and the air gap between the lens and the prism was 3.2 mm.
Event and Hit Selection
The criteria used in the event selection is always a compromise between reaching the best
efficiency to lose as few Cherenkov hits as possible and rejecting as much as possible of the
background to provide more stable reconstruction of the Cherenkov angle. In this analysis
higher priority was given to efficiency. The coincidence of the two start counters defines the
trigger. The first event selection cut is on the total number of channels with a signal in the event.
This includes the MCP-PMT out signals, as well as signals from trackers, and reference times.
The distribution is shown in Fig. 4.36a. For some of the events there was almost no Cherenkov
light. For the majority of events there is a clean peak corresponding to fully contained events.
There are also side peaks with fewer and more hits. Low multiplicity events are probably hits
from particles not going through the middle of the bar and therefore generating less photons.
High multiplicity events can be a result of two particles going through the bar within the
same trigger window. Figure 4.36b shows a time distribution of the two triggers coincidence
logic signal. A cut is applied to eliminate accidental triggers. The distribution is very wide
because the TRB readout system is designed to use relative timing and for any precise timing
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information one should take the time difference between two channels. The cuts on the number
of hits (Fig. 4.36a) eliminate approximately 10% of the events.

Figure 4.36: Distribution of the total number of hits per event for a) R1 and b) R10. The red
lines show the selected range.
Possible beam divergence was limited with the use of the TOF system. The two MCPs
(TOF1, TOF2) with the 59×59 mm Acrylic glass windows were placed at a distance of 7.7 m
from each other. The DIRC prototype was positioned approximately on halfway between them
(see Fig. 4.17). They were aligned to the T9 beamline. By taking the coincidence between TOF1
and TOF2 the beam divergence is constrained to less than 4.4 mrad, what cuts additional 10%
of the original triggers. Taking the center four TOF1 pixels in coincidence with any pixel from
TOF2 constrains the beam direction to about 3.4 mrad and cuts the number of triggers to 57%.

Figure 4.37: Time resolution comparison between Monte Carlo (blue) and test beam data (red)
for: a) a single pixel, b) one MCP-PMT, and c) the full system.
After the event is accepted the cut on the hit time distribution is applied. The time resolution for the PANDA Barrel DIRC system includes roughly 40 ps from the sensor transit
time spread and the readout electronics was designed to keep the total time resolution of the
system below 100 ps. The comparison of the timing achieved, to the simulated values is shown
in Fig. 4.37. The best achievable resolution in Monte Carlo data is on the level of 80 ps for the
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single pixel. The different path lengths of the photon, and the chromatic smearing increase it
to 360 ps for all MCP-PMTs but it can be corrected in the later analysis. However, in the 2012
test beam, the observed time resolution values are at the level of 1 ns for the entire system.
For a single pixel, the time resolution of 400 ps can be reached but it decreases already, up to
approximately 800 ps, when the signals for several pixels of one MCP-PMT are averaged. The
irreducible term from the slow scintillators used as start counters has a significant contribution
to the poor timing resolution during the test beam. Furthermore, problems with the laser
calibration system made it impossible to properly correct for time shifts between pixels on an
MCP-PMT and between MCP-PMTs.

Figure 4.38: Distribution of the hit time per sensor (middle left MCP-PMT): the raw hit time
distribution (a) and the trigger-corrected hit time (b). The red lines show the selected time
window.
In Fig. 4.38a the MCP-PMT raw hit time distribution from run R1 is shown. Time cuts
are applied in two steps to eliminate background from noisy channels, or scattered photons,
showing up as a background uncorrelated with the trigger time. First, a wide time window is
used to take out hot pixels and some of the scattered photons (Fig. 4.38a), which removes 8%
of the hits. A second cut uses the trigger signal (Fig. 4.36b) distributed to every TRB board.
The different TRBs are synchronized in time with a precision of about 10 ns. The distributed
trigger signal reduces the time difference between boards down to the time resolution of the
TDC. The relative timing is used by taking the difference between the MCP-PMT hit time and
the trigger time from the same board (Fig. 4.38b). It gives more precise time information and
allows a better cut which selects about 70% of the original hits per trigger. The distribution
of accepted hits on the MCP-PMT array is shown for 9 single events in Fig. 4.39.
Number of Hits per Event
To extract the photon yield, in each accepted event all hits within a time window of 2 ns were
counted and plotted in the distribution shown in Fig. 4.40. The distribution was then fitted
with a Poisson function to extract the mean value. The results are 27.7 ± 0.07 for the data
and 21.4 ± 0.03 for the simulation where the errors at this point are only the statistical error of
the fit. There is significant difference between these two numbers. However, there are two facts
not yet considered at this point. This data includes contributions that are not present in the
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Figure 4.39: Distribution of pixels with a hit in nine example events. The gray points in the
background are true hit positions from 500 simulated pions to guide the eye.
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Figure 4.40: Observed number of hits per track from the 2012 prototype for run R1 (a) and for
the simulated run MCR1 (b).
DrcProp simulations and in order to compare these two one needs to correct the experimental
results. Secondly, it is important to evaluate the systematic error on this quantity.
Matching the Simulation to Test Beam Data
The distribution of the hits on MCP-PMTs combined from almost 106 events recorded in run
R1 is shown in Fig. 4.41a. The white pixels correspond to dead electronic channels. Non-zero
counts off the rings are the result of the noise, scattered photons and charge sharing effects.
The location of the observed ring segments is compared to a pixelated simulation of 210,000
pions shown in Fig. 4.41b. The particle incidence angle of α = 124◦ and a PrismStep of 13 mm
were measured during the test beam. These values of the setup configuration implemented in
the simulation do not match perfectly the data. The difference in the distribution of the hits
between experimental and simulated data is visible specially for the left column of MCP-PMTs
in Fig. 4.41.
To do the reconstruction the simulation had to be matched to the data with a tuning
procedure. In contrast to 2011 the prototype was much more stable and the positions of the
MCP-PMTs were defined much better and did not change during the test beam campaign.
This leaves only two primary potential causes for the mismatch: the polar angle between the
beam and the bar and the value of the PrismStep (∆Y). The optimum angle has to match both
the overall rotation angle of the prototype and the possible angle misalignment of the bar with
respect to the prism on the prototype table. That explains why the difference between the
experimental and optimum simulation values is not a constant offset over time and matching
procedure has to be performed separately for every studied run. In order to investigate that,
small ranges of these parameters are defined within the uncertainties of measured values during
the beam time. A large number of simulated runs are generated with all the combinations of
these parameters. The parameters that best describe the data are selected in two ways. The
first evaluation is done by comparing visually the occupancies from the data and simulation.
A mismatch in the beam polar angle results in a shift of the full image, while the difference in
the PrismStep can be recognized in the separation of the two ring segments. However, a fine
matching is difficult with this method due to the dense image with overlapping parts of the ring
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Figure 4.41: Distribution of the hits per MCP-PMT in the experimental data for run R1 (a)
and for the simulated data (b) using the parameters measured during the experiment. The
gray points in the background are the true hit positions from simulation to guide the eye.
segments. A more detailed assessment of the match is done by looking at the reconstructed
Cherenkov angle. For each combination of the investigated parameters the reconstruction is
performed. When both ring segments are shifted (polar angle mismatch) the mean ΘC value
shifts as well. A shift in the PrismStep can be recognized by comparing the ΘC distribution
for all nine MCP-PMTs and only for the left column. In the second case one ring segment is
isolated and a potential shift is easy to observe. The comparison of the matched simulation
and experimental occupancy distributions is shown in Fig. 4.42. The experimental data are
very well represented by the simulation after the matching procedure. The optimized simulation
parameters for this run are 122.4◦ for the polar angle and 11.2 mm for the PrismStep (compared
to 124◦ and 13 mm measured during the experiment).
Reconstruction of the Single Photon Cherenkov Angle
The Cherenkov angle ΘC is reconstructed using the geometric method described in Sec. 3.4.
Look-up tables were generated from simulation using the values for the polar angle and step
that best matched the data. The distribution of the reconstructed ΘC for run R1 and simulated
data are shown in Fig. 4.43. The results from the experiment are: Θm
C = 826.1 ± 0.01 mrad
and σΘC = 12.3 ± 0.01 mrad and the simulated values are: Θm
=
824.9
± 0.01 mrad with a
C
resolution of σΘC = 8.5 ± 0.01 mrad. Where the errors at this point are statistical only. The
combinatorial background, being an artifact of the reconstruction method and higher than in
the simulation due to the additional background hits makes it even harder to extract stable
values from the fit. Two approaches to suppress the combinatorial background and make the
distribution easier to evaluate were described in 4.2.3. The result of applying these methods to
the data is discussed below. The reconstructed Cherenkov angles and the resolution values for
the baseline configuration are listed in the Tab. 4.9 with systematic errors. The evaluation of
these errors from the individual terms is discussed further and summarized at the end of this
section.
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Figure 4.42: Distribution of the hits per MCP-PMT in the experimental data for run R1 (a)
and for the matched simulated data MCR1 (b). The gray points in the background are the
true hit positions from simulation to guide the eye.

test beam

Θm
C
[mrad]
826.1 ± 0.7

σΘC
[mrad]
12.3 ± 0.7

R1

test beam

824.3 ± 0.9

11.6 ± 0.7

R5

test beam

823.7 ± 0.7

12.0 ± 0.7

R6

test beam

822.8 ± 0.8

12.3 ± 0.8

MCR5

simulated

824.9 ± 0.5

8.5 ± 0.6

MCR6

simulated

825.4 ± 0.5

11.0 ± 0.6

Run

Data Type

R1

Background
Treatment
no
background
subtracted
fine angle
scan
fine angle
scan
fine angle
scan
fine angle
scan

Figure
4.32a
4.32b
4.45a
4.45b
no
no

Table 4.9: Results of the single photon Cherenkov angle reconstruction. The combinatorial
background is treated with different methods. Errors are dominated by the systematic term
while the statistic error is about 0.01 mrad. Details about the runs can be found in Tab. 4.7.
The first approach used to stabilize the Θm
C and SPR results is using the assumption that
the simulation represents the experiment well enough. In this case, the simulated prism combinatorial background can be subtracted from the test beam ΘC distribution. The determination
of the shape of the combinatorial background was shown in Fig. 4.32. Figure 4.44 shows the
ΘC distribution before and after the subtraction. The corrected values are listed in the second row of Tab. 4.9. To extract the values for Θm
C and σΘC the sum of a Gaussian and a
first order polynomial was fitted to the ΘC distribution. After subtraction of the simulated
prism background the mean value of the reconstructed Cherenkov angle and the SPR are closer
to expectation. However, the shape is still spiky and the fit function does not describe the
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Figure 4.43: Reconstructed Cherenkov angle per photon from 2012 prototype data for run R1
(a) and simulation matched to this run MCR1 (b).

Figure 4.44: Reconstructed Cherenkov angle per photon from 2012 prototype data for run R1
(a). Same distribution after background subtraction (b).
distribution very well.
The stability of extracting Θm
C and the resolution can be improved using the data from fine
angel scans as explained in Sec. 4.2.3. From the 2012 test beam campaign two ranges of polar
angle were scanned with the baseline configuration of the prototype. The outcome of those two
fine angular scan studies is shown in Fig. 4.45 with the corresponding values listed in Tab. 4.9.
The first fine angle scan, with a range of 122-124◦ (run R5), is close to the polar angle of the
run R1 discussed above and the second was recorded by scanning a range of 154-156◦ (run R6).
The results from simulation are listed in the last two rows. For every sub-sample from the fine
angular scan the simulation is tuned and look-up tables produced, the data are reconstructed
for each angle value before combining the sub-samples into one ΘC distribution. The fit to
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extract the SPR, which is a combination of a Gaussian and a first order polynomial in the
range of 780-900 mrad, follows the distribution much better and is more stable than for a single
sub-sample. The obtained values from the experiment are consistent with the simulation if the
contribution from the beam divergence is taken into consideration.

Figure 4.45: Reconstructed Cherenkov angle per photon from 2012 prototype data, using the
fine angular scan method, for two different incidence angle ranges: a) 122-124◦ (R5) and b)
154-156◦ (R6).

Effects Not Included in the Simulation
As mentioned earlier the DrcProp simulation software is based on ray tracing with parametrized
implementation of photon attenuation in the material and of the photon detection efficiency. In
the experimental data there is background which is not removed by the event and hit selection
and is not included in the DrcProp simulation. This background has a significant impact on
the determination of the photon yield.
The first of these effects is the charge sharing [71], which appears in the MCP-PMT when
the electron cloud from one photon spreads to neighboring anode pads. This leads to additional pixels with hits and an overestimation of the photon yield. Off course not every pair
of neighboring pixels recording a hit are the result of charge sharing but may be due to two
real photons. In order to estimate the probability of having real hits in two neighboring pixels
in one event, the DrcProp simulation of run R1 was studied. The value depends strongly on
the prototype configuration but for run R1 the probability of two hits in pixel neighbors in the
same event is about 11%.
In the experimental data a clear signature of the charge sharing effect is observed. In
Fig. 4.46 an example is presented for three selected pixels (called target pixels) on the left side
of the general occupancy plot of the run R1. The figures show which other pixels from the
same MCP-PMT recorded a hit in an event if the target pixel has fired. A clear signature
is visible, as the neighbor pixels fire more often then the pixels further away. Especially the
bottom distribution, which shows a target pixel far away from the ring, is strong proof of charge
sharing since in this area the probability to have even one hit is very small. The separation of
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Figure 4.46: Distribution of the hits per MCP-PMT in the experimental data for run R1 (right).
The signature of the charge sharing effect for three chosen pixels with the color scale shows the
probability for a hit in the same event (left).
charge sharing hits from true simultaneous hits in the experimental data was not possible since
the selection requires a timing resolution of 100 ps or better. Instead, previous measurements
at SLAC and KEK [72] are used to estimate the impact of charge sharing on the photon yield
measurement. They were performed with similar sensors and the charge sharing amounted to
about 10 to 15%. For the estimation of the correct photon yield and the error evaluation the
top value of 15% was taken.
The electronic cross talk effect for neighboring TRB channels was also investigated. Two
channels next to each other on the TRB board, but connected to pixels on the different MCPPMTs were studied in a similar way as describe above for the charge sharing study. No such
crosstalk was observed since the electronics was designed to minimize electronic crosstalk even
for the low discriminator thresholds required for the single photon identification.
The second important effect not included in DrcProp is connected to so-called delta electrons, which can produce Cherenkov photons in the radiator which add to the off-ring background and contribute to the measured photon yield. The charged particle going through the
matter interacts with electrons causing excitation and ionization. In the first case the electron
will de-excite by emitting electromagnetic radiation. In the second case the energy transfer exceeds the binding energy of the electron, which is then ejected from the atom. Those electrons
that posses enough energy to produce further ionization, are called delta electrons.
In the tests of the prototype there are two main possible sources of delta electrons. One
are the secondary particles from the Fiber tracker, the TOF system, and the scintillator. The
second is the charged particle going through the bar itself, which can generate delta electrons.
The effect of background photons from delta electrons was studied with the Geant simulation. Several signatures of this effect were confirmed. A lot of the photons from delta electrons
are lost by multiple scattering and part of the delta electrons are absorbed without emitting
any photons. From 10,000 simulated pions crossing the bar with a momentum of 10 GeV/c at
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120◦ incidence angle on average 2 detected photons per track were generated by delta electron.
Delta electrons are created and propagate in both directions of the radiator bar. They do not
have a preferred emission direction, or dependence on the momentum of the mother particle.
One of the signatures of delta electrons in the experiment is using this isotropic emission of the
Cherenkov photons. Photons from delta electrons have arrival times before the first possible
hit times from the photons generated by the beam particle, especially for tracks with the polar
angle below 90◦ , where all photons have long paths via the mirror. In most of the 2012 measurements the incidence angle was above 90◦ and the difference in the arrival time between the
signal Cherenkov photons and the background is too small to separate them from each other.
However, it is clearly observed in Fig. 4.47 for runs R20 and R21 taken with 56◦ polar angle.
Runs R20 and R21 were taken with different distances of the beam intersection point on the
bar, respectively HitZ = 116 mm and HitZ = 496 mm. The difference in the path between
the signal photons and the direct background photons gave a time deference big enough to
observe this effect even with the limited time resolution in the experiment. The measurements
were taken one shortly after another to rule out any significant differences in the setup. The
results from the experiment are shown in Fig. 4.47b. The early photons are observed before the
large peak that corresponds to the arrival time of the true Cherenkov photons. Early peaks are
consistent with simulated arrival time of photons from delta electrons shown in Fig. 4.47c. The
delta electron effect was reproduced with the ray tracing software, which does not include effects
of the particle interaction with matter. That is why two cases for each run were simulated.
One with the 56◦ particle angle and a symmetric one with 180◦ −56◦ = 124◦ , simulating the
electrons. The separation between the main peak and the early peak moves with ∆HitZ as
expected, firmly establishing delta electrons. The bigger time spread of the early photons in
the experiment comes from the fact that the delta electrons have many different angles.
The late peak, visible on the right of the main peak in Fig. 4.47, are photons reflected from
the lens, then from the mirror, and finally exiting the bar to be measured. An example of such
a photon is shown on the event display from the DrcProp simulation in Fig. 4.48. The number
of photons in the late peak in the different test beam runs is about 2.5 ± 0.2 photons per
event.
The study of runs R20 and R21 described above is not enough to evaluate quantitatively
the impact of the delta electrons on the photon yield. Therefore, it was studied with other runs
from Tab. 4.7, using the isotropic emission of the Cherenkov light from the delta electrons as
the signature. For some of the polar angles the ring image is located on one side of the detector
plane leaving groups of MCP-PMT pixels with very low probability to be hit by any Cherenkov
photon generated from beam particle. The study was performed by looking at the group
of pixels far away from the ring image in the runs with sufficient separation. The established
values include background photons from delta electrons but also from the noise of the electronics
and scattered photons. The study was performed for several different measurements, and the
obtained numbers were extrapolated to the rest of the pixels. The impact from delta electrons,
scattered photons, and the electronic noise on the photon yield was concluded to be about
NBackground = 3.6 ± 0.4 hits per trigger. The σBackground = 0.4 is the mean uncertainty from
all used runs to determine the background. In further analysis NBackground is used as part of
the correction of measured hits in the test beam data.

Systematic Error
In order to evaluate the systematic error on the obtained photon yield, Θm
C , and SPR values
several effects in the analysis procedure had to be studied. The impact of individual sources on
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Figure 4.47: a) Schematic of the approach to study the background photons from delta electrons
showing the different hit positions of the beam on the bar for R20 and R21. The photon arrival
time distribution for runs R20 and R21 with different HitZ position for experimental data (b)
and simulation (c). The colors correspond to the different hitZ position of the runs, shown in
(a).

Figure 4.48: Event display from the DrcProp simulation showing the source of the late photons
with a zoom (right) showing the reflection on lens.

the results was established for separate runs and compared for different configurations. Each
individual source of the overall uncertainty is given as the standard deviation obtained by
taking two extreme cases and, assuming a uniform distribution, dividing their difference by the
square root of 12.
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The event selection as the first step of processing the data, was checked for any systematic
bias. This was done by comparing the photon yield using only the two scintillator counters with
events selected by requiring both MCP-TOF counters to be in coincidence. The uncertainty
from the event selection was established to be σEvent = 0.01 on the photon yield and 0.04 mrad
on the Θm
C and SPR values. As a further check the acceptance window was slightly varied. The
time cut was chosen to be robust. By varying the selection window for the hit time cut the
impact on the results σHit was estimated to be 0.2 on the photon yield and 0.1 mrad on the
Θm
C and the SPR values.
The error coming from different beam particle species with different Cherenkov angles is
based on the measurement with the TOF system. It was possible to separate light and heavy
particles in the runs with the low momentum beam. The study in Ref. [33] showed mainly
electrons, pions and much smaller amount of protons in the beam. The observed ratio of these
particles and the additional information from the beamline specification gives just around 74%
of electrons and pions, 23% protons, 1% of kaons, and 2% of other particles. To evaluate the
possible effect in the simulation a 3 to 1 mix of pions to protons with momenta of 10 GeV/c was
generated. Here, the simulated Θm
C value is different for pions and protons by almost 4 mrad.
The influence of taking the particle mix in comparison to the pure pion sample σBeam was about
0.2 mrad on Θm
C and it was negligible for the SPR value.
Due to the more convoluted and folded hit pattern caused by the prism the evaluation of
the errors on Θm
C and the SPR was more complicated for the 2012 campaign. The single photon
Cherenkov angle distribution shows large bin-to-bin fluctuations that are the result of the ring
image being mostly parallel to MCP-PMT columns and large combinatorial background makes
it harder to separate the peak associated with the correct photon paths. Eight different bin
widths were considered resulting in the stable results. The rms of the differences of the fit
results was used as the estimator for the error and the result is σBin = 0.5 mrad on Θm
C and
0.6 mrad on the SPR. The impact of the fit parameterization on the systematic error was tested
by fitting a combination of a Gaussian with different polynomial functions for the background,
providing σF it f at the level of 0.2 mrad on Θm
C and 0.3 mrad on the SPR. The combination of
a Gaussian and a linear background function in the 780-900 mrad range reproduces the shape
well. By varying the fit range the uncertainty σF it r was determined as 0.2 mrad both on Θm
C
and on the SPR.
In order to evaluate the stability of the setup, the photon yield and SPR were compared
between runs taken at different times, with similar configuration. Runs R1, R2, R3 and one of
the sub-samples from R5 were used in that study. The variation of the measured multiplicity
of hits per track, the reconstructed Θm
C and its resolution, was smaller than the errors in each
run. This demonstrates good control of the prototype parameters and no additional error
was assigned to the repeatability. The uncertainty due to the determination of the simulation
parameters was studied by simulating data sets with the same configurations but small changes
to beam polar angle and PrismStep. The uncertainty σMC is at the level of 0.1 on photon yield,
0.2 mrad on Θm
C , and 0.1 mrad on the SPR.
The reconstruction of the Cherenkov angle and the determination of the photon yield were
performed for different sample sizes of the same run, using 210,000, 420,000, and 840,000 events.
No influence on the final results was observed and the statistical error is negligible in comparison
to the systematic error.
The individual errors are listed in the table Tab. 4.10, showing how they contribute to the
overall error σT ot in this particular run. All these sources are considered to be independent and
can be added in a quadrature to determine σT ot as 0.7 mrad both on the mean and the width
of the single photon Cherenkov angle and 0.2 on the photon yield.
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Θm
C
[mrad]
SPR
[mrad]
Photon
yield
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σEvent

σHit

σBeam

σBin

0.04

0.12

0.25

0.53

0.04

0.13

0.03

0.01

0.19

-

σF it

r

σMC

σStat

σT ot

0.17

0.19

0.20

0.01

0.68

0.64

0.26

0.22

0.12

0.01

0.75

-

-

0.03

0.14

0.07

0.24

f

σF it

Table 4.10: Individual sources of the overall error σT ot on Θm
C , SPR and the photon yield. σT ot
is a result of the sum of the individual terms in quadrature and is dominated by the systematic
error.
The systematic error evaluation has to be modified for the results obtained using the fine
angle scan method to treat the combinatorial background. This method effectively removes
the effect of the pixelization and the contribution from the bin width, σBin , becomes negligible.
However, a new systematic error arises due to the quality of the matching of the configuration
parameters in the simulation for each of the individual sub-samples. Any possible shift of the
mean value in a sub-sample will lead to an increase of the width of the distribution and, thus,
a larger value for σΘC . The simulation was used to evaluate the size of this error contribution.
First, a set of 8 runs was combined and reconstructed using the correct simulation parameters,
this defines the best match and the most accurate measurement of the mean and width of the
distribution. Next the runs were combined using in the reconstruction a set of parameters that
were changed as much as allowed by the measurement precision during the beam time. The
situation that reflects the worst case scenario is given by selecting four of the runs with the
maximum deviation in one direction of the mean value of the distribution, and the remaining
four in the opposite direction. The difference of the results from this worst case scenario and
the correct parameter choice is divided by square root of 12 to define σMC , the uncertainty due
to the tuning of the parameters in simulation. The resulting total error is approximately the
same for runs analyzed using the simulated background and for runs using the fine angle scan
method.
Corrected Photon Yield
The photon yield is obtained by the following correction:
Nph = (NHits/T rigger − NBackground ) × 0.85
NHits/T rigger is the number of measured hits per trigger discussed in Sec. 4.2.4. NBackground is
the number of background photons coming from delta electrons, scattering, and electronic noise
of MCP-PMTs. The factor 0.85 corresponds to the charge sharing effect of the MCP-PMTs.
Applying this correction to the values for run R1, NHits /trigger = 27.7±0.2 (see Sec. 4.2.4) and
Nbackground = 3.6±0.4, results in a photon yield per particle of Nph = 20.4 ± 0.4 which is close
to the value obtained in Monte Carlo simulation as 21.4 ± 0.1 photons per particle.

4.2.5

Comparison of the Bars

One of the goals of the 2012 test beam campaign was to study different prototype bars. Five
narrow bars were tested, four made of fused silica and one of acrylic glass. The runs used for
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that study were taken with similar configurations and under very similar conditions to easily
compare the bar performance in terms of photon yield and SPR. All selected runs for this
study were measured with beam polar angle close to 120◦ . It was the most optimal position of
the prototype in 2012 test beam to determine the photon yield and SPR. In this position, the
smallest number of photons was lost in the gaps between the MCP-PMTs and the location of
the ring image, with main part of one of the rings isolated on one MCP-PMT column, made it
easier to study the reconstruction of the Cherenkov angle. The standard lens L1 with 3.2 mm
air gap was used in the studies discussed in this section.
The analysis of the data was carried out analogously to the procedure presented in previous
section. All cuts and the error evaluation were established individually for each run.
First, the analyzed runs were compared in terms of the photon yield. Roughly 20 photons
per event are expected from the Monte Carlo simulations. However, the used bars differ not
only in material from which they are made and fabrication methods but also in sizes. The
size differences of the bars were included in the DrcProp simulation. The results from the
experiment and simulation are summarized in Tab. 4.11. The photon yields for the fused
silica bars are consistent with the expectations and their qualities are comparable. The only
significant difference is observed for the acrylic glass bar. The comparison of the hit distributions
and photon yield for the acrylic glass P2 bar to the B3 quartz bar is shown in Fig. 4.49. Not only
the photon yield but also the observed ring image are significantly different. Expected “fishlike” structure with overlapping outer part of the ring segments is visible for the B3 bar. For the
P2 bar the ring image is visible only for direct photons. All the photons with longer paths are
presumably scattered and most of them are not detected. It is an additional argument against
acrylic glass as a candidate for the DIRC radiator. The performance of the configuration with
the acrylic glass bar is clearly not sufficient to meet the PANDA Barrel DIRC requirements.
Bar

Run

B3
Z5
L3
LZ1
P2

R1
R8
R11
R9
R10

Measured (Raw)
Hits/Event
27.7 ± 0.2
25.4 ± 0.2
23.7 ± 0.2
23.8 ± 0.2
7.7 ± 0.2

Measured (Corrected)
Photons/Event
20.5 ± 0.4
18.4 ± 0.4
17.1 ± 0.4
17.2 ± 0.4
3.5 ± 0.4

Simulated
Photons/Particle
21.4 ± 0.1
20.8 ± 0.1
20.8 ± 0.1
20.8 ± 0.1
25.2 ± 0.1

Table 4.11: Comparison of the photon yield for bars used in the 2012 test beam. The measured
quantity and corrected experimental values are compared to the DrcProp predictions. The
simulation used the properties of synthetic fused silica for all bars, including the acrylic bar
P2. Details about the bars and the runs can be found in Tab. 4.5 and Tab. 4.7.
Two fused silica bars, B3 made by InSync and Z5 by Zeiss, were also compared in terms of
the single photon resolution. The combinatorial background was reproduced in the simulation
and subtracted from the ΘC distribution. The distributions with subtracted prism background
are shown in Fig. 4.50. Since the fine angular scan measurements were performed for both
bars (runs R5 and R7, see Tab. 4.7) with the beam incidence angle range of 32-34◦ , further
improvement of the reconstructed values was possible. The resulting distributions are shown
in Fig. 4.51, and the corresponding values for these runs as well as for the single runs analyzed
with the background subtraction method are shown in Tab. 4.12. A Gaussian with a linear
background was fitted to the distribution to obtain the Θm
C and SPR. A mismatch of the
simulation parameters can cause shifts of the ΘC mean value for each run which, after combining
the runs in fine angular scan, would increase the measured SPR value for the combined set.
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Θm
C

σΘC

B3

824.3 ± 0.9

11.6 ± 0.7

R8

Z5

823.4 ± 0.9

13.5 ± 0.7

R5

B3

823.7 ± 0.7

12.0 ± 0.7

R7

Z5

821.9 ± 0.7

13.0 ± 0.7

Run

Radiator

R1

Correction
Method
background
subtracted
background
subtracted
fine angle
scan
fine angle
scan

Figure
4.50a
4.50b
4.51a
4.51b

Table 4.12: Results of the ΘC reconstruction for the test beam data obtained with InSync B3
and Zeiss Z5 bars. Details about the runs can be found in Tab. 4.7.

Figure 4.49: Comparison of the performance of B3 bar (fused silica) and P2 bar (acrylic glass).
a) and b) show the occupancy plot and the measured number of photons per trigger for the
fused silica bar. Figures c) and d) show the same quantities for the Acrylic glass bar. The
corresponding results are found in Tab. 4.11.
However, the values of both Θm
C and SPR are consistent with simulation, if the contribution
from the beam divergence is taken into consideration, and this consistency confirms the good
quality of this bars.
The differences in the SPR for the fused silica bars was expected to be small. Due to the
rather short photon paths in this configuration, with photons reflected on average 30−40 times
before reaching the sensor, the measurement was not sensitive enough to bar imperfections to
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Figure 4.50: Reconstructed Cherenkov angle per photon from 2012 prototype after background
subtraction for runs R1 with the InSync B3 bar (a) and R8 with the Zeiss Z5 bar (b). The
results are listed in Tab. 4.12.

Figure 4.51: Reconstructed Cherenkov angle per photon with the fine angular scan method
from 2012 prototype with the InSync B3 bar (a) and the Zeiss Z5 bar (b). Both bars were
scanned over a similar range of the beam polar angle. The results are listed in Tab. 4.12.

be able to observe significant differences between fused silica bars from different manufacturers.
The Barrel DIRC detector with 2.4 m radiator bars will have much longer photon paths with
more reflections. Therefore, a detailed study of the optical properties of the bars is required
before the final decision on the vendor for the PANDA Barrel DIRC bars can be made. This is
the primary motivation for the measurements used to qualify the photon transport efficiency
of the bars on test benches with a laser system, described in Sec. 3.5.1.
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Focusing Optics

The 2012 test beam studies were performed with and without focusing. A number of different
lenses were compared, including four standard lenses with different anti-reflective (AR) coatings,
tagged L1, L3, L4, and L5 in the text. For this study runs with very similar configurations were
selected to easily compare the performance in terms of photon yield and SPR. The influence of
the small difference in sizes and configurations on the results is evaluated using the simulation.
The results are summarized in Tab. 4.13 and Tab. 4.14. There is no significant difference in the
results for different coatings. The last row in both tables show the results for lens L5 with does
not have any coating and there is no difference in the performance compared to lenses with
AR coating. Only the cylindrical lens L4 performed slightly worse, but the deterioration is also
not significant. Lens L1 was selected for further analysis and discussion of different focusing
options, due to the larger number of available runs in similar configuration to compare them.
Lens

Run

Angle

L1
L3
L4
L5

R23
R24
R25
R26

154◦
154◦
154◦
154◦

Measured (Raw)
Hits/Event
56.0 ± 0.2
56.2 ± 0.2
52.8 ± 0.2
56.0 ± 0.2

Measured (Corrected)
Photons/Event
44.5 ± 0.4
44.7 ± 0.4
41.8 ± 0.4
44.5 ± 0.4

Simulated
Photons/Particle
46.0 ± 0.1
46.0 ± 0.1
45.5 ± 0.1
45.9 ± 0.1

Table 4.13: Comparison of the photon yield for standard lenses with different coating used in
the 2012 test beam. The measured quantity and corrected experimental values are compared
to the DrcProp predictions. Details about the lenses and the runs can be found in Tab. 4.6
and Tab. 4.7.
Lens

Run

L1
L3
L4
L5

R23
R24
R25
R26

Beam
Angle
154◦
154◦
154◦
154◦

Experimental
Θm
C [mrad]
822.5 ± 0.9
823.4 ± 0.9
825.4 ± 0.9
822.5 ± 0.9

Experimental
σΘC [mrad]
10.7 ± 0.7
11.2 ± 0.7
12.8 ± 0.7
11.4 ± 0.7

Simulated
Θm
C [mrad]
825.7 ± 0.3
824.9 ± 0.3
825.1 ± 0.3
826.1 ± 0.3

Simulated
σΘC [mrad]
9.7 ± 0.5
10.3 ± 0.5
11.5 ± 0.5
9.5 ± 0.5

Table 4.14: Comparison of the reconstructed Cherenkov angle per photon for standard lenses
with different coating used in the 2012 test beam. The measured quantity and corrected
experimental values are compared to the DrcProp predictions. Details about the lenses and
the runs can be found in Tab. 4.6 and Tab. 4.7.
Figure 4.52 shows photos from the test beam of two attached lenses: the standard L1 lens (a)
and the compound lens L2 without an air gap (b). The comparison of the three main options:
no focusing, a standard lens and a compound lens without an air gap shows a big difference
already in the occupancy plots (see Fig. 4.53). Details of the prototypes are described in the
Tab. 4.7. The occupancy plot for the configuration without focusing, where the bar is coupled
directly to the prism shown in Fig. 4.53a is obtained from run R18. The ring image is blurred,
but the main parts of the ring segments can be recognized. Even photons with steep angles
are detected due to the direct coupling of the bar to the prism. Therefore, many hits are
observed on the right column of the MCP-PMT array. The focused images are obtained from
runs R14 (Fig. 4.53b) and R15 (Fig. 4.53c), with a slightly larger beam angle, and much smaller
PrismStep. Therefore, a substantial part of both rings is visible on one column of MCP-PMTs.
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Figure 4.52: Photo of a) lens L1 and b) lens L2 in the prototype from the 2012 test beam.

The air gap in the configuration with the lens L1 is responsible for part of the photons with
the steeper angles being internally reflected and part not making it to the prism. As a result,
the outer parts of the ring segments are not detected. The compound lens L2 without an air
gap (Fig. 4.53c) shows an improvement. The outer part of the ring images are not preserved
as well as with the direct connection of the bar, but still many photons survive, and the ring
image is sharp.
The photon yield was measured in the 2012 prototype at CERN for these three types
of focusing configurations and two polar angles, one forward and one almost perpendicular,
shown in Fig. 4.54. The measured number of hits per track includes contributions from delta
electrons and from charge sharing between MCP-PMT pads, which are not included in DrcProp
simulations. After correcting for background effects the measured yield is consistent with the
prediction from simulation (shown earlier in Fig. 4.35b). For the angle of 128◦ the lens L2 has a
10% higher photon yield than L1, consistent with the expectation from simulation. Figure 4.54b
shows results for the runs measured with same prototype configurations but for a beam angle
close to 90◦ . As expected, the internal reflection at the lens/air interface causes a dramatic
drop in the number of photons, while the multiplicity for lens L2 and the bar coupled directly
to the prism, remains high. The measured and corrected values, together with predictions from
DrcProp are listed in Tab. 4.15.
The single photon Cherenkov angle was reconstructed for runs R14 and R15 with an angle
of 128◦ and different lenses, unfortunately no fine angle scan data was available for this configuration with lens L2. The reconstruction of the Cherenkov angle for configuration with lens L2
is more complicated than with standard lens L1. Photons with steep angles are not lost and
have many reflections in the prism before being detected. Therefore, more ambiguities have to
be considered what significantly increases the combinatorial background in the ΘC distribution.
The Monte Carlo simulation showed that most of the measured photons have an arrival time
below 12 ns, and up to 3 reflections in the prism. Therefore, only photon paths with up to three
reflections in the prism are considered. The outcome of this particular approach is shown in
Fig. 4.55. Predictions from the Monte Carlo simulation are shown in Fig. 4.56. The obtained
Θm
C values are consistent with the simulation but a full reconstruction with all ambiguities
included is needed. The reconstruction of the Cherenkov angle for the configuration without
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Figure 4.53: Distribution of the hits per MCP-PMT in the experimental data for runs measured
with different focusing options: a) no focusing (R18), b) lens L1 (R14), and c) lens L2 (R15).
The gray points in the background are the true hit positions from simulation to guide the eye.

Figure 4.54: Comparison of the multiplicity of the measured hits per track in setups with
different focusing options. Figure a) shows: 124◦ without focusing (R18) in green, 128◦ with
lens L1 (R14) in red and 128◦ case with compound lens L2 (R15) in blue, b) shows the same
for 90◦ (R22), 92◦ (R12), and 93◦ (R16).
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Focusing

Run

No
L1
L2
No
L1
L2

R18
R14
R15
R22
R12
R16

Beam
Angle
124◦ (124.0◦ )
128◦ (128.0◦ )
128◦ (127.5◦ )
90◦ (93.1◦ )
90◦ (91.2◦ )
90◦ (91.0◦ )

Measured (Raw)
Hits/Event
52.0 ± 0.3
30.4 ± 0.2
34.3 ± 0.2
59.2 ± 0.3
5.8 ± 0.2
23.2 ± 0.2

Measured (Corrected)
Photons/Event
41.2 ± 0.4
22.8 ± 0.4
26.1 ± 0.4
47.2 ± 0.4
1.9 ± 0.4
16.6 ± 0.4

Simulated
Photons/Particle
41.2 ± 0.1
26.8 ± 0.1
28.6 ± 0.1
45.6 ± 0.1
1.5 ± 0.1
17.7 ± 0.1

Table 4.15: Comparison of the photon yield measured with different focusing options in the
2012 test beam. Measured quantities and corrected experimental values are compared to the
DrcProp predictions in the last column. Details about the lenses and the runs can be found in
Tab. 4.5 and 4.7.
focusing is challenging and the results are difficult to interpret. The fuzzy ring image and the
large number of detected photons with steep angles and the resulting overlapping ring segments cause many additional ambiguities and a more complicated combinatorial background.
The geometric reconstruction approach is unable to extract meaningful values from the fit to
the Cherenkov angle distribution.

Figure 4.55: Reconstructed Cherenkov angle per photon from 2012 prototype data after subtraction of the simulated prism background for setups with a) lens L1 (R14) and b) lens L2
(R15). The corresponding results are listed in Tab. 4.16.
The configuration without focusing, where the bar is coupled directly to the prism, has two
times worse SPR and only moderately better photons yield. Therefore, the track Cherenkov
angle resolution is worse and does not meet the PANDA PID goals (as discussed in Ref. [15]).
That is why this is no real option for PANDA barrel DIRC and the lens has to be used.
Two kinds of lenses were tested, a standard lens and a prototype compound lens without an
air gap. Four standard lenses with different AR coating options were checked but no significant
difference in performance was observed. The standard focusing lens provides good resolution
but low photon yield specially close to 90◦ particle incidence angle.
The selection of the final lens is a careful optimization process. The photons at steep angles
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Run
R14
R15
MCR14
MCR15

Lens
L1
L2
L1
L2
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Data Type
test beam
test beam
simulated
simulated

Θm
C
822.0 ±
822.6 ±
824.2 ±
824.5 ±

1.1
0.9
0.4
0.3

σΘC
10.6
11.8
8.1
12.3

[mrad]
± 0.8
± 0.7
± 0.5
± 0.5

Figure
4.55a
4.55b
4.56a
4.56b

Table 4.16: Results of the ΘC reconstruction for the test beam data and simulated data for
the prototype configuration with the L1 and L2 lenses. The correction of the combinatorial
background in experimental data is obtained by subtraction of the simulated prism background
(first two rows). Details about the runs can be found in Tab. 4.7.

Figure 4.56: Reconstructed Cherenkov angle per photon from 2012 prototype Monte Carlo data
for a) MCR14 (lens L1) b) MCR15 (lens L2). Corresponding results are listed in Tab. 4.16.

are neither for standard lens nor for high-refractive compound lens of a good quality. This is
due to the shape of the focal plane discussed in 3.5.2. Those photons will have a large imaging
error associated with them, not just due to the distance of the actual focal point from the
imaging plane, but also due to the larger optical aberration of the system. The large loss of
photons in the runs at 90◦ rules out the standard L1 lens with the air gap for the PANDA
Barrel DIRC because a meaningful PID is impossible with so few detected photons. Therefore,
the L2 high refractive index lens without an air gap is the best candidate for the PANDA Barrel
DIRC with very good focusing and significant increase on the number of transmitted photons.
The higher photon yield makes this design much more tolerant of track and event background
than the standard lens with an air gap. Several technical challenges remain like how well this
lenses can be produced in case of the optical finish of the sides, is it radiation hard, etc. and
have to be still studied. The thickness of the lens is over 14 mm and at the moment photons
hitting the sides are lost. The photon yield would be even better if it would be possible to built
this lens with reflective sides.
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Figure 4.57: a) Distribution of hits recorded by the TOF MCPs in R19 normalized to one. b)
The TOF MCP-out signal time difference.

4.2.7

PID Study Using the TOF System

The reconstruction procedure was validated by comparing the Cherenkov angle measurement
to external PID information from the MCP-TOF system. Run R19 with a beam momentum
of 3 GeV/c and a beam/bar polar angle of 124◦ was used for this study.
Figure 4.57 shows the occupancies for the two MCP-TOF stations and the measured timeof-flight, calculated as T=T1-T2. Two clearly separated time peaks can be seen, corresponding
to the heavy (protons) and light (electrons, muons, and pions) particles. Events which included
the coincidence of both TOF MCPs were selected from a sample of 130,000 recorded triggers.
74% of the tracks in the selected sample were tagged by the MCP-TOF time difference as light
particles and 26% as heavy particles.
The location of the ring image on the MCP-PMT array for these separate samples is shown
in Fig. 4.58. The occupancy on the sensors of the DIRC prototype, light versus heavy particles,
shows two well-separated rings in good agreement with the positions predicted by the the
ray-tracing simulation.
The reconstruction of the Cherenkov angle per photon was performed on the separate samples and the outcome is shown in Fig. 4.59 and Tab. 4.17. After the subtraction of the simulated
combinatorial prism background the distribution is well-described by sum of a Gaussian and a
linear function. The obtained Θm
C values are in very good agreement with calculations for the
3 GeV/c momentum particles. Figure 4.60 shows that, even at the single photon level, a clear
separation of the reconstructed Cherenkov angle is seen for the light and heavy tagged samples
at 3 GeV/c.
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Figure 4.58: Distribution of the hits per MCP-PMT in the experimental data (a,b) and Monte
Carlo data (c,d) for the samples of light (left column) and heavy (right column) particles tagged
by the TOF system.

Run

Feature

Data Type

Θm
C

σΘC

R19

light

test beam

825.6 ± 0.9

9.8 ± 0.7

R19

heavy

test beam

781.3 ± 0.9

11.9 ± 0.7

R19
R19

pions
protons

simulated
simulated

823.9 ± 0.3
779.6 ± 0.3

8.9 ± 0.5
6.9 ± 0.5

Background
Treatment
background
subtracted
background
subtracted
no
no

Figure
4.59a
4.59b
4.60b
4.60b

Table 4.17: Results of the ΘC reconstruction for the test beam data tagged with the TOF
system as light and heavy particles. The combinatorial background is subtracted (first two
rows). Details about the runs can be found in Tab. 4.7.
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Figure 4.59: Reconstructed Cherenkov angle per photon from 2012 prototype data for the light
and heavy samples from run R19 tagged by the TOF system as shown in Fig. 4.57.

Figure 4.60: Reconstructed Cherenkov angle per photon from 2012 prototype data for 3 GeV/c
particles, tagged as heavy (violet) and light particles (green) by the TOF system in a) experimental data and b) Monte Carlo data.

Chapter 5
Conclusion and Outlook
Hadronic particle identification (PID) in the barrel region of the PANDA detector will be
provided by a DIRC detector. The baseline design is inspired by the successful BABAR DIRC.
However, several modifications and improvements to adapt it to the PANDA environment
are needed. The design has evolved through several stages, from a scaled-down version of
th BABAR DIRC to a compact fast focusing DIRC. Detailed Monte Carlo simulation studies
were performed to identify several design options capable of meeting the PANDA requirements.
The performance of each design was characterized in terms of the photon yield and the single
photon Cherenkov angle resolution (SPR). The goal of the prototype program is to show if the
performance reached in the simulation can be experimentally confirmed. Selected options were
implemented in prototypes and tested with hadronic particle beams to validate design options
and critical components.
The development of two full system prototypes and the corresponding detector performance
analysis from three test beam campaigns form the core of this thesis. Components were selected
based on simulation studies and critical components were evaluated in the optical lab on the
test benches. Measurements of the shape of the lens focal plane confirmed the strong curvature
observed in simulation and motivated additional R&D on the focusing system. The DIRC
radiator bars are the heart of the DIRC detector. Their optical and mechanical quality is
critical for the Cherenkov angle resolution of the detector and, thus, the PID performance.
The combination of tight optical and mechanical specifications makes the production of DIRC
radiators challenging to optical industry. That is why a dedicated setup was build to study and
validate different methods used by vendors to produce the bars. This motion-controlled setup
was installed in a dark, temperature-stabilized clean room to determine the coefficient of total
internal reflection and directly measure the photon transport efficiency of each bar.
The first large prototype was built in 2011 to evaluate the baseline design, consisting of a
narrow bar, a standard spherical focusing lens with an air gap, and a large tank, filled with
mineral oil, as expansion volume. The analysis of the data recorded in two test beam campaigns
at GSI and at CERN confirmed that this design is capable of reaching the required single photon
Cherenkov angle resolution.
The main focus of the second large prototype, tested in 2012, was on the compact fused
silica prism used as expansion volume. However, many other aspects, design options and components of the PANDA Barrel DIRC were studied. The very versatile prototype construction
made it possible to perform a lot of different studies that required fast modifications, replacing
components and changing optical elements. This prototype also provided the first experience
with the prism combined with a wide plate instead of a narrow bar, a geometry that offers the
potential of significant cost reduction. The reconstruction of the data from the plate geometry
109
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is the subject of Ref. [37].
The baseline configuration of the prototype tested in 2012 consisted of a narrow fused
silica bar, a mirror, a standard focusing lens with anti-reflective coating and an air gap, and a
synthetic fused silica prism as an expansion volume. Different components, including bars and
lenses, were placed into the setup, measured, and their performance was compared in terms of
the photon yield and the SPR.
Four fused silica prototype bars made by different vendors were compared. They did not
show any significant difference in terms of the performance and proved to be of high quality.
A bar made from acrylic glass showed large photon losses and poor image quality, confirming
that this material is not suitable for long radiator bars.
Two types of focusing lenses were studied in the 2012 prototype at CERN, the standard lens
with an air gap, and the compound high-refractive index fused silica/NLaK33 lens without an
air gap. The photon yield and the single photon Cherenkov resolution measured with standard
lenses with different anti-reflective coatings meet the requirements for the PANDA PID for
most of the polar angle range. However, the air gap caused unacceptable photon losses for
beam angles close to perpendicular incidence. The performance of the prototype compound
lens without an air gap was proven to be a promising option for the PANDA Barrel DIRC with
very good focusing and significant increase on the number of transmitted photons, especially
for the beam polar angle range between 80-100◦ . The higher photon yield makes the PANDA
Barrel DIRC design much more tolerant of track and event background.
The results of the analysis of the full system prototype tests in particle beam were shown
to be consistent with simulation and allow the direct comparison of the baseline design to a
number of design options. The performance obtained with the 2012 prototype confirmed that
the compact focusing DIRC is promising concept for PANDA. The remaining questions are
predominantly oriented towards optimization of the technical design in terms of performance
versus cost. The use of the wide radiator plates and the design and test of more advanced
high-refractive index spherical and cylindrical lenses will be the focus of another test beam
campaign in 2014, which should form the basis for the technical design report of the PANDA
Barrel DIRC, expected in 2015.
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