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Abstract

We present results on the performance of the first prototyipihed CASTOR
guartz-tungsten sampling calorimeter, to be installechnvery forward region of
the CMS experiment at the LHC. This study includesaNT Monte Carlo simu-
lations of theCerenkov light transmission efficiency of different typdsa@r-core
light guides, as well as analysis of the calorimeter lirtgaand resolution as a func-
tion of energy and impact-point, obtained with 20-200 Ge¥ctabn beams from
CERN/SPS tests in 2003. Several configurations of the caédér have been tested
and compared, including different combinations of (i) stwes for the active ma-
terial of the calorimeter (quartz plates and fibres), (iiji@mas light-guide reflecting
materials (glass and foil reflectors) and (iii) photodatectevices (photomultipliers
and avalanche photodiodes).
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1 Introduction

The CASTOR (Centauro And Strange Object Research) dets@auartz-tungsten sam-
pling calorimeter that has been proposed to study the vewadia rapidity (baryon-rich)
region in heavy ion collisions in the multi-TeV range at theQ (1) and thus to comple-
ment the heavy ion physics programme, focused mainly in #rgdn-free midrapidity
region (2). CASTOR will be installed in the CMS experimeniLdt38 m from the inter-
action point, covering the pseudorapidity range 6.8 < 6.6 and will, thus, contribute
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not only to the heavy ion program, but also to diffractive dma-x physics in pp colli-
sions (3). The CMS and TOTEM experiments supplemented b’#h®TOR detector
will constitute the largest acceptance system ever buit adron collider, having the
possibility to measure the forward energy and particle flptan = 6.6. With the design
specifications for CASTOR, the total and the electromagretergies in its acceptance
range Ewot 180 TeV andEey, 50 TeV respectively according tJING @) PbPb sim-
ulations at 5.5 TeV) can be measured with a resolution b#tser 1% and, therefore,
“Centauro” and/or strangelets events with an unusual ratielectromagnetic to total
(hadronic) energie£|(5) can be well identified.

A calorimeter prototype has been constructed and testéxbhattron beams at CERN/SPS
in the summer 2003. The purpose of this beam test was to igagstind compare the per-
formance of different component options (structure of thartg active material, choice of
the light guides/reflectors and photodetector device#f)erdhan to obtain precise quanti-
tative results of the response of the final detector setup.gémeral view of the prototype
is shown in Figuré]l. The different detector configuratiooesidered in this work are
shown schematically in Figué 2. Preliminary results ofdhalysis have been presented
at different CMS meetings|(6). Here we present a more quiviit analysis, including
the beam profile data.

PROTOTYPE |

Figure 1: CASTOR prototype I: frontal view (left picture)ditateral view (right picture,
only one light guide is shown).
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Figure 2: Configuration options investigated in the 2003ézst: different quartz struc-
tures (fibres and plate) and reflectors (glass, foil). Theggoh-O and 4-8 are scan lo-
cations used in calorimeter response uniformity studiee &ectiofl 312)x y units are
mm.

2 Technical description

The CASTOR detector is@erenkov-effect based calorimeter with tungsten (W) abeor
and quartz (Q) as sensitive material. An incident high-gnearticle will shower in the
tungsten volume and produce relativistic charged pastittiet will emitCerenkov light
in the quartz plane. Th€erenkov light is then collected and transmitted to phatecter
devices through air-core light-guides. The differentiinstentation options, investigated
in this work, are shown in Figufd 2. In sectioni2.1 we desctiteevarious arrangements
of the active (quartz) and passive (tungsten) materialsetalorimeter considered. Sec-
tion [2.2 discusses the light transmission efficiency ofedéht light-guide geometries,
sectior 2.B compares two different light-guide reflectingtenials, and sectidn 2.4 sum-
marizes the characteristics of the photodetectors (pholtgriers and avalanche photo-
diodes) tested.

2.1 Tungsten - Quartz

The calorimeter prototype is azimuthally divided into 4ads and longitudinally seg-
mented into 10 W/Q layers (Figl 1). Each tungsten absorlyer lis followed by a num-
ber of quartz planes. The tungsten/quartz planes are eth 45 with respect to the
beam axis to maximiz€erenkov light outpmt The effective length of each W-plate is
7.07 mm, being inclined at 45The total length is calculated to be OAf3 and 19.8&,
taking a density for the used W-plates 019.0 g/cni and ignoring the contribution of
the quartz material.

lV'I'he index of refraction of quartz is= 146 155 for wavelengtha = 600-200 nm. The correspond-
ing Cerenkov threshold velocity & = 1=n= 065 069, and therefore, fg8; 1 the angle of emission
is0. = acos(l=nf3)= 46 50.



The calorimeter response and relative energy resolutioe steidied for quartz fibres
(Q-F) and quartz plates (Q-P) (see Secfibn 3). We have tésteactant readout units
of the calorimeter, arranged side-by-side in four azimuieztors. Each readout unit
consisted of 10 sampling units. Each sampling unit for gectt, J2, and S2 (see Hig. 2)
is comprised of a 5 mm thick tungsten plate and three plané0ium thick quartz
fibres. The quartz fibres were produced by Ceram Optec and 6G&gm pure fused
silica core with a 4Qum polymer cladding and a corresponding numerical apertéteN
0.37 (in general, an optical fibre conasts of the core wittemof refractionngore, and

the cladding with indexcjag, and NA=  nZ, n2_,). The sampling unit for sector S1
consisted of a 5 mm thick tungsten plate and one 1.8 mm thiaktgjplate. Both types of
guartz active material, fibre or plate, had about the sanezife thickness. The filling
ratio was 30% and 37% for the quartz fibres and quartz platspgectively.

2.2 Air-core light guides

The light guide constructed for the CASTOR prototype | isvghan Figure[3. It is an
air-core light-guide made of Cu-plated 0.8 mm PVC (the im&walls are covered either
with a glass reflector or with a reflector foil, which are comgzhin the next section). In
this section the optimal design and dimensions of the liginig are obtained based on
detailedGEANT Monte Carlo simulations.
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Figure 3: Picture of the light guide used in the prototype.

In the simulations, th€erenkov photons produced in the quartz of the calorimeter a
collected and transmitted to the photodetectors by aie-ight guides. The efficiency of
light transmission and its dependence on the light-souoséipn are crucial parameters
characterizing the light guide and significantly affectthg performance of the calorime-
ter. We developed aEANT 3.21-based code to simulate the transmissio@efenkov



photons produced in the quartz plane through a light guigleA®hoton is tracked until
it is either absorbed by the walls or by the medium and is tbgg lor until it escapes
from the light guide volume. In the latter case it is consadkdetected only if it escapes
through the exit to the photodetector. If it is back-scattisiowards the entry of the light
guide it is also lost.

Inside the fibre coréCerenkov photons are practically produced isotropicaByt
those that are captured and propagate through the ligrednade an exit angle with re-
spect to the fibre longitudinal axis up to a maximum val@g,£) which depends on the
numerical aperture NA and the core refraction index&). When traversing the core-air
boundary at the entrance of the lightguide, the photons ngndefraction resulting in a
larger angle @,r). In the simulations, fibres of various numerical apertyié4 = 0.22
- 0.48) as well as light-guides of various shapes (fully sgu@oss section or partially
tapered) were used (see Hig. 4). The maximum values of catiegeand air-entering
angles Ocqre, Bair) in degrees for various numerical apertures are given inelAbFor the
guartz plate, the air-entering angl;, is larger than 30

Im

Figure 4. Schematic view of the air-core light guide geometig (Im) is defined as
the ratio of the length of the (non-)tapered section oventitth of the entrance plane
(assumed to be unity in the figure).



Table 1: Maximum values of the core-exitinfc§re) and air-exiting @) angles, for
various numerical apertures (NA) of the quartz fibres (indesefraction: neore = 1.46).

NA (Ncore=1.46) Ocore  Oair

0.22 8.7 12.7
0.37 147 21.7
0.40 159 23.6
0.44 175 26.1
0.48 19.2 28.7

The walls of theGEANT light-guide have a reflection coefficient of 0.85 (simulgtin
the transmittance of the reflecting internal mirror surfacel the quantum efficiency of
the photodetector devices, see next Section and Table @)efitnance plane of the light
guide was uniformly scanned with the simulated light souiidee percentage of photons
escaping in the direction of the photodetector has beemaedas a function of the source
position, giving, after integration over the complete agd, the light guide efficiency.
The spatial uniformity of the light-guide performance canduantified with the relative
variation @=mean) of the efficiency across the entrance. Results forigin guides
efficiency and uniformity studied are tabuldfed Table$1F5 and are plotted in Figuiés 5
and [6 for fibres with NA = 0.37 and 0.48, respectively. We stddhir-core lightguides
of square cross section (with entrance area 10 cn?), fully or partially tapered. The
parametersg andIm refer to the tapered and non-tapered sections of the ligklegas
shown in Figuré 4, defined as (8):

Ig = ratio of the length of the tapered part over the width of theance plane, and
Im = ratio of the length of non tapered part over the width of theance plane.

Thus, e.g. with a mean entrance length of 10 cm, a vejuém=1:2 indicates that the
light-guide has a total length of 30 cm with 10 cm of taperiagtpand a valuég : Im=2:0
indicates a fully tapered light-guide with length 20 cm, aadon. In tablesl245, the row
(column) indicates the magnitude of the paramett@rdg), respectively.

’Note, that only the points relevant for the actual lightagiconstruction are included in the table.



Table 2: Light-guide efficiency (%) for different values tietlg andim parameters (see
text) and quartz fibres with NA = 0.37.

Im o 1 2

g™

1 38.3 345 348
2 46.1 39.1 43.2
3 448 41.8 415

Table 3: Relative variation of the light-guide efficiencyr@gs the entranceg=Mean
(%), for different values of th&gg andIm parameters (see text) and quartz fibres with NA
=0.37.

Im o 1 2

g™

1 39.3 355 3.6
2 89 383 34
3 3.3 228 3.2

Table 4: Light-guide efficiency (%) for different values bietlg andlm parameters (see
text) and quartz fibres with NA = 0.48.

Im o 1 2

g™
1 31.1 28.3 27.1
2 30.1 275 27.5

3 27.1 25.0 25.0




Table 5: Relative variation of the light-guide efficiency@&s the entrance=Mean (%),
for different values of thég andIm parameters (see text) and quartz fibres with NA =
0.48.

Im o 1 2

g™
1 204 238 4.1
2 39 284 46
3 3.8 232 3.7
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Figure 5: Efficiency (top) and relative variation of the efficcy (bottom) for various
light guides (calorimeter quartz fibres with NA = 0.37) foffdrent values of thég and
Im parameters (see text).
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Figure 6: Efficiency (top) and relative variation of the affiecy (bottom) for various
light guides (calorimeter quartz fibres with NA = 0.48) foffdrent values of thég and
Im parameters (see text).

From the table§][!5 and figures 5 dnd 6 we note that, as the NAeofithre and
hence the air-entering angky;r, increases, the transmission efficiency decreases. Also,
the optimum length for the air-core light guide decreasesilermthe uniformity of the
light exiting increases. In order to obtain an optimum edfirdy and uniformity of light
transmission within the realistically available space, biest option seemm = 0 andlg
= 2 for NA = 0.37 and 0.48. A more detailed study of the lightdpuperformances —
beyond the scope of our current paper — can be found in referg}).

2.3 Light guide reflecting material

The light transmittance in the light-guides was studieday alternatives for the reflect-
ing medium:

1. 0.5 mm thick float-glass with evaporations of AIO and MdFig([Za) and

2. Dupont polyester film reflector coated with AlIO and reflentenhancing dielectric
layer stack Si@+TiO,, the so-called HF reflector foil (Figl 7b).
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Figure 7: Reflectance of two mirrors coated with (a) AlO+M@#Rd (b) Dupont foil with
AlO and SiGQ+TiO2, as a function of the incident light wavelength.

To choose the most suitable reflector, we also have to takeaictount the quan-
tum efficiency of the photodetector device (see Sedtioh 2mJable[6 we calculate the
product of the light guide transmittance and Avalanche &tiodes (APD) quantum effi-
ciency for Q-fibres with NA = 0.37 and 3 internal reflectionge designed light guide.
The light output is higher (lower) for the light-guides witéflector-foil (glass-reflector)
for wavelengths above (below) = 400 nm. We prefer the HF-reflector solution since
the short wavelengtferenkov light & < 400 nm) deteriorates fast with irradiation of
the quartz material and thus a continuous compensation Ineuapplied. The optimum
combination of the HF-reflector and the Q-efficiency of thetpldetector ensures that the
total efficiency is maximized above 400 nm and falls sharplgero below 400 nm.

Table 6: Light guide transmittance times the Avalanche &tiotle quantum efficiency at
each wavelength (see Figlire 9) for the two reflectors consibi@gn both cases the quartz
fibres have NA = 0.37 and 3 internal reflections).

Wavelength Glass reflector (Al+MgF) Dupont + Layer stack

650 nm 62% 64%
400 nm 53% 62%
350 nm 44% 7%

300 nm 10% 0%




2.4 Photodetectors

We instrumented the calorimeter prototype with two différg/pes of light-sensing de-
vices:

1. Two different kinds of Avalanche Photodiodes (APDs): Hamatsu S8148 (APD1,
developed for the CMS electromagnetic calorimeter (9)) Addanced Photonix
Deep-UV (APD2), FiglB.

2. Two different types of photomultipliers (PMTs): HamaswatR374 and Philips
XP2978.

We used 4 Hamamatsu APDs, eachsmn?, in a 2 2 matrix with total area of 1
c?. The Advanced Photonix DUV APD had an active area of Z b6 mm diameter).
The Hamamatsu and Philips PMTs have both an active area ofif.1The Hamamatsu
and Advanced Photonix APD quantum efficiencies are showsugaravelength in Figl 9.

~ Hamamatsu S8148

- Advanced Photonics DUV

Figure 8: The two types of APDs used in the beam test: Haman&8448 (left, 55
mm?, in a2 2 matrix with total 1 cm active area) and Advanced Photonix DUV (right,
active area of 2 cH).
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Figure 9: APDs quantum efficiencies versus wavelength: Haatsu S8148 (left) and
Advanced Photonix (right, the curve labeled 'blue’ is r@et/for this study).



3 Beam Test Results

The beam test took place in summer 2003 at the H4 beam lineedEERN SPS. The
calorimeter prototype was placed on a platform movable vesipect to the electron beam
in both horizontal and vertical (X,Y) directions. Telesesmf two wire chambers, as well
as two crossed finger scintillator counters, positionedantfof the calorimeter, were used
to determine the electron impact point. In the next two sestiwe present the measured
calorimeter linearity and resolution as a function of eyeagd impact point for different
prototype configurations.

3.1 Energy Linearity and Resolution

To study the linearity of the calorimeter response and thaive energy resolution as a
function of energy, the central points C (Hg. 2) in differezimuthal sectors have been
exposed to electron beams of energy 20, 40, 80, 100, 150 &h@&0. The results of the

energy scanning, analyzed for four calorimeter configaretj are shown in figurés 10—
[13. The distributions of signal amplitudes, after intromhgcthe cuts accounting for the
profile of the beam, are symmetric and well fitted by a Gaudsiaction.

| Energy Scan, S1-C, QP, Philips |

Run 93, 20 GeV Run 92, 40 GeV
0 E E
S 500F- 1200 3
>, 0of 1000 f-
el 3 800 -
° S00E- 600 |-
2 200 400 -
€ 100F- 200 F
=} E E
Z ok L L f L L J 0 L " h
100 120 140 160 180 200 220 240 200 250 300 350 400
Run 91, 80 GeV Run 89, 100 GeV
300E- 500 F-
250F- 400 F-
200¢- 300 F-
150F-
E 200 F-
100E-
50F- 100 -
0 . n n h n 0 L . . . .
500 550 600 650 700 750 800 650 700 750 800 850 900 950
Run 90, 150 GeV Run 94, 200 GeV

500
400
300

200F- 200

100 100

0 B . — L L L s 0E i ) L . . '
900 950 1000 1050 1100 1150 1200 1250 1300 1300 1350 1400 1450 1500 1550 1600 1650

ADC channels

Figure 10: Distributions of signal amplitudes in ADC chalsrfer electron beam energies
(20, 40, 80, 100, 150 and 200 GeV) impinging on the centraligiof sector S1 (Quartz-
Plate) using Philips PMT.
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Figure 11: Distributions of signal amplitudes in ADC chalsrfer electron beam energies
(20, 40, 80, 100, 150 and 200 GeV) impinging on the centralfgiof sector S2 (Quartz-
Fibre) using Philips PMT.
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Figure 12: Distributions of signal amplitudes in ADC chalsrfer electron beam energies
(20, 40, 80, 100, 150 and 200 GeV) impinging on the centraitg®iof sector J2 (Quartz-
Fibre) using Hamamatsu APD.
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Figure 13: Distributions of signal amplitudes in ADC chalsrfer electron beam energies
(20, 40, 80, 100, and 150 GeV) impinging on the central poimf Gector S1 (Quartz-
Plate) using Advanced Photonix APD.

For all configurations, the calorimeter response is fountiédinear in the energy
range explored (see Fig.]14). The average signal ampligix@essed in units of ADC
channels, can be satisfactorily fitted by the following foten

ADC = a+b E 1)

where the energf is in GeV. The fitted values of the parameters for each cordigur
tion are shown in Fig._14 and are tabulated in Table 7. Theegatd the intercept 'a’ are
consistent with the position of the ADC pedestal values mueasfor the various config-
urations considered: 36.1 0.3 (S1-Quartz Plate), 38.4 1.8 (S2-Quartz Fibres), 35.3
1.5 (J2-Quartz Fibres, glass reflector), 35.40.6 (J1-Quartz Fibres, foil reflector).
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Figure 14: Energy linearity in sectors: (a) S1 (Philips PM®B) S2 (Philips PMT), (c) J2
(APD1), (d) S1 (APD2).

The relative energy resolution of the calorimeter has béedied by plotting the nor-
malized width of the Gaussian signal amplitudes (Figs. [18); d=E, with respect to
the incident beam electron energy, E (GeV) and fitting tha gaints with two different
functional forms|(10):

Po+ P1= pE (2)
po pi= E p=E (3)

o=E
o=E

where the indicates that the terms have been added in quadratureptassion[(B),
three terms determine the energy resolution:

1. The constant termpg, coming from the gain variation with changing voltage and
temperature, limits the resolution at high energies.

2. The dominant stochastic terqm, due to intrinsic shower photon statistics.

3. The noise, term, which contains the noise contribution from capaci&and dark
current.
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Figure 15: Energy resolution in sectors: (a) S1 (Philips BM@)_SZ (Philips PMT), (c)
J2 (éFiDl), (d) S1 (APD2). Two fits are showm=E = pg+ p1= E (solid);o=E = po

pi= E p2=E (dashed), witlE given in GeV. The quoted=E values are an average
between both fits.

Generally, both formulae satisfactorily fit the data (Fi§).1 The fit parameters are
shown in Tablé7. The first thing to notice is that the constamh py is close to O for
all options. The average stochastic tepmis in the range 26% — 96% and indicates
that we can measure the total Pb+Pb electromagnetic eneppysided in CASTOR at
LHC energies ( 40 TeV, according ta41JING (4)) with a resolution around 1%. The
readout by avalanche photodiodes leads toghéerm, measured to be 1.25 GeV and
4.5 GeV for Advanced Photonix APD and Hamamatsu APD, resmdygt It should be
noted that the APDs are very sensitive to both voltage angeéeature changes, but in
this test there was no such stabilization. In Table 7 we suaméhe fit parameters for
both parameterizations and for the four considered cordiguns.



Table 7: Energy linearity and resolution of four differemindigurations of the CASTOR
calorimeter protfgtzpe. For the energy resoIHti_on, we qtimegparameters for two fits: (1)
o=E = po+ p1= E,and (2)o=E=pg p1= E p2=E with E givenin GeV.

Resolution Linearity
fit Po p1 P2 x2=ndf a b x2=ndf
(GeV+2) (GeV) (Gev 1
Quartz Plate (S1, glass)
Philips PMT (1) 0.004 0.002 0.36 0.02 6.4/4 | 37. 12. 7.7 02 4.2/4
(2) 0.010 0.004 0.38 0.02 0.0 04 7.4/3
Adv. Photonix APD (1) 0.017 0.005 0.28 0.04 25/3 | 325 24 44 01 2.2/3

(2) 0.036 0.006 0.24 0.04 1.2 0.2 6.2/2

Quartz Fibres (S2, glass|
Philips PMT (1) 0.004 0.003 0.45 0.04 3.2/4 | 336 97 46 0.1 0.41/4
(2) 0.013 0.006 0.48 0.02 0.0 08 3.7/3

Quartz Fibres (J2, glass
Adv. Photonix APD (1 -0.01 001 1.16 0.13 4.1/4 1 298 33 14 01 6.5/4
2 0.04 0.02 0.82 022 45 16 1.3/3

3.2 Area scanning

The purpose of the area scanning was to check the uniforrhibyeacalorimeter response,
affected by electrons hitting points at different placestlom sector area, as well as to
assess the amount of “edge effects” and lateral leakage tlhemalorimeter, leading to
cross-talk between neighbouring sectors.

For the area scanning of sector S2, connected to the PhNi3s &entral points (A-E)
as well as border points (I-O) have been exposed to eleceamiof energy 100 GeV
(see Fig[R). The distributions are symmetric and well dbsdrby Gaussian fits for the
majority of the points. Asymmetric distributions are seetydor points closer than 3
mm to the calorimeter outer edge or sector border.

Figure[16 shows the calorimeter response and relativeutisnl(c=E) as a function
of the distanceéR from the calorimeter center, for both central and bordenfmiThe top
plot shows the coordinates of the points, corrected for gabimpact point position. It
can be seen that points E, F, J practically lie at the uppee efighe calorimeter. The
rise of the signal amplitudes (bottom left), as well as of dn&ribution widths with R
can be attributed to a lateral spread of the beam. For IRyge substantial part of the
electron beam is outside of the calorimeter sector and daksctly onto the light guides.
The bottom right plot shows that the energy resolution i4.7% for 100 GeV electrons
and is relatively independent of the position of the impamnts.
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Figure 16: Dependence of signal amplitude on the dist&frem the calorimeter cen-
ter in sector S2 (Philips PMT). Top: Coordinates of the seahpoints. Bottom plots:
Measured response to 100 GeV electrons on central (A-E] Sligiares) and border (I-O,
hollow squares) points.

3.2.1 S1-S2cross talk

Ten points, located at distances 2.5-32. mm from the S1/&®rskeorder, have been ex-
posed to the electron beam of energy 80 GeV. The simultarmead®ut of both sectors
has been done by Advanced Photonix APD and Hamamatsu PMTam&$2, respec-
tively. The upper left pad of Figute L7 shows the coordinafébe measured points in the
calorimeter frame, corrected for the beam impact pointtpmsi The star symbol marks
the coordinates of the border point between S1 and S2 sefdargl from the dependence
of the signal amplitudes on X(Y) coordinates (lower pads).
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Figure 17: Top: Position of the points in the calorimetenis corrected for the beam
impact points. Bottom: Measured calorimeter responsasgarsordinates X (left) and Y
(right) in sectors S1 (APD2) and S2 (Hamamatsu PMT) for sevmwints at distances
2.5-32. mm from the sector border.

The distributions of the signal amplitudes in S2 sector,points distanced from the
sector border more than 8 mm, are symmetric (Gaussian) and leakage to S1 sector
is negligible. The relative energy resolutiorE is of the order 2.9% for 80 GeV
electrons.

The dependence of the calorimeter response, leakageoimaatd relative energy res-
olution, a/response, on the distandgrom the sector border, for S1 and S2 sectors are
shown in Figuré_18.
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Figure 18: Comparison of the calorimeter response (topyiddakage fraction (bottom
left), and relative energy resolutioa/response, (bottom right) in sectors S1 (APD2) and
S2 (Hamamatsu PMT) for points at different distanddsom the sector border.

Both the light output and energy resolution are a little éxefbr S2 sector, connected
to Hamamatsu PMTa=E 2.9%), than for S1 sector, connected to Advanced Photonix
APD (o=E 4.5%). This is expected since there is more light collectethle PMT as
compared to the APD: area(PMT)/area(APD) = 1.55.

3.2.2 Comparison of J1, J2 and S1 sectors

For comparison of the uniformity of calorimeter respons¥esal points located at differ-
ent places on the sectors have been exposed to the elecenmdi80 GeV energy. The
points (A-E) at the middle of J1, J2 and S1 sectors and pof8) @t the border of S1
sector have been studied (see Fiddre 2). All sectors have dm®ected to Hamamatsu
PMT. Gaussian distributions of signal amplitudes in thedtedf the sectors and asym-
metric distributions close to the sector border (pointg 4&1 sometimes also close to the
inner (point A) and outer (point E) calorimeter edge in Jlteeare observed. The beam
profile correction (aiming at selecting the central corehafiimpinging beam) reduces the
asymmetry.
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Figure 19: Comparison of calorimeter response (left) arsltgion (right) to 80 GeV
electrons for several impact points (A-E) of J2, J1 and Siosgcreadout with Hama-
matsu PMTs.

Comparison of light output and relative energy resolutiondll options studied is
shown in Figuré 19. Light outputis highestin the S1 (QP-gjlaector and itis practically
the same for the central and border points. It depends weakihe distanc® of the
impact point. For S1, a weak decrease and for J1 and J2 sectoeak increase of
the calorimeter response with distance R from the caloemetnter are observed. The
relative energy resolution is almost independent of thetiosof the impact point and
itis 1.5-2.5 % for S1 (QP-glass) and J2 (QF-glass) sectors aBdb-4.0 % for J2
(QF-foil) for 80 GeV electrons.

4 Summary

We have presented a comparative study of the performandée difst prototype of the
CASTOR quartz-tungsten calorimeter of the CMS experimemgi different detector
configurations. GEANT-based MC simulations have been employed to determine the
Cerenkov light efficiency of different types of air-corehilgguides and reflectors. Dif-
ferent sectors of the calorimeter have been setup with vamgmartz active materials and
with different photodetector devices (PMTs, APDs). Eleotbeam tests, carried out at
CERN SPS in 2003, have been used to analyze the calorimearily and resolution as

a function of energy and impact point. The main results oletéican be summarized as
follows:

1. Comparison between the calorimeter response using gesjugrtz plate or using a
guartz-fibre bundle indicates that:

(a) Good energy linearity is observed for both active medations (Fig[14).
(b) The Q-plate gives more light output than equal thickr@dibres (Fig[ 1D).

(c) The relative energy resolution is similar for quartztplaand quartz fibres (Fig.115).
When readout with the same Hamamatsu PMT (S1, S2 sectordpumd 2%
energy resolution for 80 GeV electrons (Fig] 19).



(d) The constant termpg of the energy resolution, that limits performance at higaren
gies, is less than 1% in both options for the same Philips PMT glass reflector
(Fig.[18). The stochastic termy is 36 % and 46% for quartz plates and quartz
fibres, respectively (Tablg 7).

2. Avalanche-photodiodes (APDs) appear to be a workingpagtr the photodetectors,
although they still need more investigation (radiatiomelmess, cooling and voltage
stabilization tests).

3. The relative energy resolution is weakly dependent onpttstion of the impact
point (Fig[19). Leakage (cross-talk) between sectorsgdigible for impact points
separated more than 8 mm from the sector border. Only, elesimpinging less
than 3 mm from the detector edge show a degraded energy ss@o worse
resolution.

4. The shape of the light guide is determined by tree parasiet@ the type of quartz
fiber (NA number), (ii) the maximum efficiency and uniformity response, and
(i) the available space for the size of a calorimeter. The & to simultaneously
achieve optimum efficiency and uniformity of light transsian within the realis-
tically available space. From the analysis of the MC simaoie we come to the
conclusion that the above requirements are best satisfibdwi= 0 andlg = 2 for
NA = 0.37 and 0.48.

5. The light output is a little higher for the light-guidesttviglass reflector compared
to those that use HF-foil, for the same photodetector (HaatstmPMT, Fig[_19).
This is understood, since the HF reflecting foil is desigredut Cerenkov light
with A < 400 nm, where the light output is greater. However, the Hieceor foll
has higher efficiency in the regidn> 400 nm than the glass mirror (Talle 6).

In summary, this study suggests that equipping the CASTQdRinseter with quartz-
plates as active material, APDs as photodetector devicils {@mperature and voltage
stabilization), and light-guides with foil reflector is agmnising option, although the final
configuration would benefit from further (detailed) invesiiion to take into account the
experimental conditions that will be encountered in theverd rapidity region of CMS.
A beam test of the second prototype was carried out in 2004tencksults are reported
elsewhere (11).
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