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Abstract

We present measurements of position and angular resolottidrift chambers operated
with a Xe,CGQ(15%) mixture. The results are compared to Monte Carlo strarls and
important systematic effects — in particular the dispersiature of the absorption of transi-
tion radiation and non-linearities — are discussed. Thesorements were carried out with
prototype drift chambers of the ALICE Transition Radiatidatector, but our findings can
be generalized to other drift chambers with similar geoyethere the electron drift is
perpendicular to the wire planes.
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1 Introduction

Around 40 years after their introduction [1], multiwire partional chambers (MW-
PCs) and drift chambers are widely in use in particle physiggeriments and other
fields. The main properties of these detectors, i.e. gootipostiming and energy

resolution and competitive rate capabilities at low costkenthem very attractive
for usage in large scale high-energy physics and heavy ipergrents.

The characteristics of these detectors have been extgnsiudied in the past [2].
However, with the stringent requirements of modern expenit® and with new
applications for proportional chambers, still a large dfis devoted to the un-
derstanding and improvement of existing designs and to ¢veldpment of new
concepts.

In this publication, we investigate the position reconstinn capabilities of the
Transition Radiation Detector (TRD) [3] of the ALICE expment. ALICE! is a
dedicated heavy ion experiment to be operated at the LargeoH& ollider (LHC)
at CERN. The ALICE TRD offers three dimensional trackingatton/pion identi-
fication and — combining these two capabilities — a fast &rgm highp; electrons
and jets. At the very high particle multiplicities antictpd in central Pb-Pb colli-
sions (several thousand charged particles per unit ofitg@timid-rapidity) at the
LHC, these are very ambitious tasks. To be able to sele€testitron tracks, an
excellent position reconstruction performance in the benglane of the ALICE
magnetic field is required, characterized by a positionlutem below 40Q:m and
an angular resolution better thaf.1

2 TheALICETRD

In this section we describe the transition radiation detect the ALICE experi-
ment, in particular its position reconstruction and péetidentification capabilities.
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Fig. 1. Schematic view of a TRD chamber (not to scale). Thiedefss section shows a
projection of the chamber in the z plane, perpendicular to the wires, the right one shows
a projection in ther-y plane, which is the bending plane of the particles in the AEIC
magnetic field. A particle trajectory is also sketched. Timeeit shows the pulse height
versus drift time on eight cathode pads for an example e@m.time bin corresponds to
100 ns.

2.1 General Description and Working Principle

The ALICE TRD consists of 540 chambers surrounding the Tinogeletion Cham-
ber (TPC) in six layers at an overall length of about 7 m. Thaltgensitive area is
roughly 750 mi; the largest chamber is 159 cm long and 120 cm wide. Each raodul
is about 13 cm thick, including radiator, electronics andlicw. The total antici-
pated radiation thickness for six layers is ab@ub X.

A schematic cross section of a TRD module is shown in Fig. & Jds volume is
subdivided into a 3 cm drift region and a 0.7 cm amplificatiegion, separated by

a cathode wire grid with 0.25 cm wire pitch and /4% wire diameter. The anode
wires have 0.5 cm pitch and 20n diameter. The drift chambers are equipped with
cathode pads of varying siz€sand are read out via charge sensitive preampli-
fiers/shapers (PASA). The whole system will consist of aldoi8 million chan-

2 The width of the pads ranges from 0.664 to 0.818 cm, theirttefrgm 7.5 to 9 cm.



nels (readout pads). The maximum drift time is abous 2nd the induced signal is
sampled on all channels at 10 MHz to record the time evoluifdhe signal [4,5].
A typical signal generated by a particle track through aqiggte drift chamber is
also shown in Fig. 1.

A 4.8 cm thick radiator is placed in front of each gas volumbeisTradiator is a
sandwich of polypropylene fibers and Rohacell foam, whiabvigles many in-
terfaces between materials with different dielectric ¢ants. Transition radiation
(TR) is emitted by particles traversing the radiator withedoeity larger than a
certain threshold [6], which for typical materials corresds to a Lorentz factor
of v ~ 1000. The produced TR photons have energies in the X-ray range (1 t
30keV) [7] and a high-Z gas mixture (Xe, GQL5 %)) is used to provide efficient
absorption of these photons.

2.2 Electron Identification

The TRD will provide electron identification for momenta abdl GeV/c [8]. To
discriminate electrons from the large background of pievis ¢haracteristic phe-
nomena are used:

1) The ionization energy loss [9] at the momentum region oérest is larger for
electrons than for pions, since here electrons are at thegulaf ionization en-
ergy loss, while pions are minimum ionizing or on the religti¢ rise.

i) In the momentum range considered, only electrons ext¢leedR production
threshold.

Fig. 2 shows the mean pulse height as a function of the dnife tior pions and
electrons [4]. Here, and in the following, the time zero iki@marily shifted to fa-
cilitate a simultaneous measurement of the baseline andisé nDue to the larger
ionization energy loss at these specific conditigns=(2 GeV/c) the mean signal
is about 40 % larger in the case of electrons (without radsatdVith radiators the
energy deposited by absorbed TR photons contributes @rasily to the mean
amplitude of the electrons. The characteristic signal stiapelectrons with radia-
tors is determined by the exponential probability disttidw for the absorption of
TR photons in the gas mixture.

2.3 Tracking

In this publication, we focus on the position reconstruttperformance of the
ALICE TRD in the bending plane of the particles in the ALICE gnetic field,

which is parallel to the wires of the TRD and to the electriétdield. This defines
the transverse momentum resolution of the TRD. In the thingedsion, parallel
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Fig. 2. Measured average pulse height as a function of tHietitnie for pions and elec-
trons (with and without radiator). The peak at short driftdis is due to the fact that elec-
trons produced by ionization in the amplification regiorftddwards the anode wires from
both sides of the wire plane, which leads to an approximatslday of the average pulse
height. In general, the average pulse height is larger fectens. TR adds a significant
energy deposit and introduces the characteristic sigregdesbf electrons, determined by
the exponential absorption probability distribution of pRotons in the gas.

to the magnetic field lines, the resolution is limited by Ergads and by the dis-
crete wire positions. A tilted-pad design will be employedricrease the tracking
capabilities in this direction.

An example event in a TRD chamber is shown in Fig. 3. From tHeepheight
distribution on eight adjacent pads @5 cm width, the cluster position is recon-
structed as a function of the drift time. In this context astéu represents electrons
triggering avalanches in a given time bin. For a discussioth@® position recon-
struction method see section 5.3. Electrons generated tdabhe anode wire grid
have a small drift time and induce signals correspondingsgmall time bin num-
ber. Electrons originating close to the drift electrode,tbe other hand, have a
larger drift time and thus correspond to larger time bin namsbThe drift time can
be translated to a position (distance from the anode wimneepldi the drift velocity
is known. For the ALICE TRD we aim for a drift velocity of arodri.5cm/s in
the drift region. When the clusters at all time bins are rstatted, a straight line
fit — as in Fig. 3 — defines the reconstructed track. The renactsd anglep,... is
obtained by:

|14
tan¢rec = %7 (l)
UD
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Fig. 3. Same example event as in Fig. 1. The reconstructetectuand a fitted track are
overlayed.

wherea is the slope parameter of the linear fit line in pad uritsis the pad width
in cm andv®’ is the average drift velocity of electrons in the detectaznmlus.

3 Experimental Setup

The measurements were carried out at momenta of 1 to 6 GeWWhe af10 se-
condary beam line at the CERN PS. A sketch of the beam setiqovgrsin [10].
The beam was a mixture of electrons and negative pions withraentum spread
of about 1%. Clean samples of each particle type were selesi@g coincident
thresholds on twd&erenkov detectors and a lead-glass calorimeter. Pos#fen
rence was provided by two silicon detectors with auB® strip pitch. With this
silicon telescope the beam divergence was found to be at@ufido).

We tested four identical prototype drift chambé&mwith a construction similar to
that for the final TRD, but with a smaller active area (232 cnt). The dimensions
of the pads were 0.75 8 cnt. We used a prototype of the PASA with a noise on-
detector of about 1000 electrons (r.m.s.). The FWHM of thiputupulse is about
100 ns for an input step function. The nominal gain of the PASA2 mV/fC but
during the present measurements we used a gain of 6 mV/fCtter eatch to

3 Generally, in this publication we will average over the bébar of these four chambers,
thus increasing the statistics of the measurements. Orgyenthe performance of the four
chambers is expected to be different, e.g. due to the traclature in the magnetic field,
we show results for a single chamber.



the range of the employed Flash ADC system with 0.6V voltageg. The high
voltage at the anode wires was adjusted to four values qnelng to gas gains
of 2400, 3900, 6200 and 9600. A gain value of around 4000 isipated as the
nominal value for the ALICE TRD.

4 Detector Simulations

For simulations of the TRD performance we use AliRoot [1i¢ ALICE software
package. AliRoot provides an object oriented frameworlefgnt simulations and
reconstruction in the ALICE detector. The TRD part of AliRamntains a full
microscopic simulation of the detector physics procesghs. interaction of the
charged particles with the detector materials and theirggniess is simulated us-
ing Geant 3.21 [12]. Since the production of transition atidn is not included in
Geant 3, it was explicitly added to AliRoot. We use a momentiependent pa-
rameterization which applies an approximate formula ferTR yield of a regular
stack of foils with fixed thickness, including absorptionl[3].

The energy transfers in primary collisions and the energysdited by TR are con-
verted into a number of secondary electrons and the electtbection is simu-
lated taking into account electron drift and diffusion, difigation fluctuations, the
distribution of the induced charge on the cathode pads (@sgbnse), the time re-
sponse of the detector (ion tail) as well as that of the edeats, and finally noise.
The deposited charge is translated into raw-data-like Aig@ads which then serve
as input for track reconstruction.

In this publication we use AliRoot to study in some detaildiféerent contributions
to the position reconstruction performance of the ALICE TRIDring our studies
some changes had to be made in the AliRoot code, which willdseribed in the
following.

4.1 Transition Radiation Absorption

TR photons are emitted in the radiator with an angular distron about the direc-
tion of the emitting particle, which is sharply peaked af [6]. As a consequence,
the TR photons cannot be separated from the incident etetxok and contribute
to the tracking information. The drift chamber detects thetpelectron ejected
from a gas atom and the charge that is released by the segqdaesses. This
can introduce a considerable smearing of charge deposihemck a degradation
of the tracking performance of the detector

4 The physical limitations imposed on the imaging quality aaon-filled MWPC X-ray
imaging detector are studied in detail in [14].



In the following, we only consider the xenon atoms; photderiactions with CQ
atoms are neglected. In the absorption process, a photasieaf energyl, =
Ex — Es is created, wher&'y is the energy of the TR photon aitg}; is the bin-
ding energy of the photoelectrén At the relevant X-ray energies, the photoelec-
tron is emitted preferentially in a plane perpendiculahtincoming photon track
[15]. Even though subsequent multiple scattering and ingizollisions with the
gas molecules randomize the photoelectron trajectorytibege will be deposited
some distance away from the track. The practical rai@g.) of this electron in a
gas can be calculated according to [2]

_ B g
R(E) = AE. (1_ 1+C’Ee) cm?’ (2)

whereA = 5.37-107* gcmr2keV—!, B = 0.9815 andC = 3.123 - 103 keV .
As an example, for our gas mixture the range of a 10 keV eledésrabout 50Qum.

The emission of the photoelectron leaves a hole in the shHathwwill be filled
with electrons from higher shells. This de-excitation asdoy emission of either
an Auger electron or a fluorescence photon. The probabditydé-excitation by
photon emission is determined by the fluorescence yield¢hvig 0.87 for the
xenon K-shell [16]. The fluorescence photon energiis— Er, whereE is the
binding energy of the second shell involved in the transitithe emission of fluo-
rescence photons is isotropic and their absorption lemgnel gas is exponentially
distributed with a mean that is given by the attenuationfcment. As an example,
a K-shell fluorescence photon will have an energyaf ~ 35 keV; in pure xenon
it will have an absorption length of 24 cm and can generatecdraund hit at a
distant position. However, since the energy of the largadt@f the TR photons is
below Fy, these are rare events (i.e. 1.4%pat 2 GeV/c). L-shell fluorescence
X-rays, on the other hand, are very common (due to the mearhbRp energies
around 10keV and the large fluorescence yield); they carrgramngy of around
5keV and have an absorption length around 0.4 cm in XenoneAeigctron emis-
sion is also isotropic. The range of the Auger electronslsutated by Eq. 2. As an
example, an Auger electron emerging from the L-shéj} - 2F; ~ 25 keV) has a
range around 0.2 cm in Xenon. A simplified picture of the jlestatibed secondary
processes has been added to the AliRoot code to allow stoidilesir influence on
the position reconstruction performance of the TRD.

> The xenon K-shell binding energy is about 35 keV, the avetagend M-shell binding
energies are about 5.1 and 0.9 keV, respectively.
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Fig. 4. (a) Average drift timep, for electrons at different positions in the drift volume.eTh
anode wire is situated at (= 0 cm, 2’ = 0cm). 2’ is the distance to the nearest anode wire
in z (Figs. 1,5). The calculation was done with GARFIELD for the,8G, (15 %) gas
mixture, an anode wire voltage of 1550 V and a drift voltagel®50 V. (b) Corresponding
distribution of the average drift velocity. Note that theoodinate system has been rotated

as compared to (a) for better visibility.

4.2 Electron Drift Path

In drift chambers one takes advantage of a unique relatiomdss the position of
primary ionization electronse] and the drift time {) to the nearest anode wire,
where the electrons generate avalanches. To preciselypgtaot the position of
the passage of the particle through the detector one génesrahts to know this
space-time relation, which may not be linear:

r = O/UD(t) dt . 3)

Herevp(t) is the local drift velocity at time. For constant drift velocity the space-
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Fig. 5. Ideal drift lines for electrons coming from the driggion (from the top) at different
z positions. The anode wire plane isiat 0 cm; the cathode wire plane isat= 0.35 cm.

time relation Eqg. 3 becomes linear:

r = UDtD. (4)

In the TRDwp, is constant in a large fraction of the detectop = vy = 1.5cm/us
in the drift region), but (in general) higher in the amplitica region. However,
one can approximate:

r = ’U}l)vtD, (5)

wherev$’ is an average drift velocity. We used GARFIELD [17] to caatel drift
timest, (Fig. 4a) and average drift velocitie$ (Fig. 4b) for electrons generated
at a given ¢, 2’) position. Here:’ denotes the lateral distance of the position of the
drifting electrons to the closest anode wife<{ 2’ < 0.25cm). A large number of
electrons were drifted from each position (including dsffan) and the most proba-
ble drift time was taken. We find thaf;’ is approximately equal ta, only close to
the drift cathode £ ~ 3.35cm), but increases asdecreases. In the amplification
region it is in general more than twice as large (3.5.cs)/

However, the drift time, depends also o#l. Fig. 5 shows the different drift paths
for electrons coming from the drift region at differerypositions. At a given dis-
tance from the anode wire plane (which is situated at 0 cm), the shortest drift
time is given by electrons drifting at = 0 cm. Electrons drifting at’ = 0.25cm
have a longer drift path and — on top of that — cross the low fiegdon between
two anode wires. Consequently, we observe in Fig. 4a a dri# bffset depending
onz'. For electrons coming from the drift cathodes£ 3.35cm) itis around 120 ns
as compared to the value at£ 0cm, 2’ =~ 0cm). For electrons originating in the
low field region at £ = 0cm, 2/ = 0.25cm) we findv?y < 1cm/us, resulting in a

10



drift time offset® up to 430 ns!

The non-linearity of the space-time relationship as illat&d in Fig. 4 has been
added to the AliRoot code.

4.3 Pad Response Function

Proportional chambers often feature a cathode plane sdiediinto separate strips
or — like the ALICE TRD - pads with independent charge seresiteadout for the
purpose of localizing the avalanche with a precision thatfisction of the strip or
pad width1¥/. A parameter that strongly influences the distribution ef itlduced
charge on the cathode plane is the angular position of tHarastze at the anode
wire [18]. However, in most practical situations it is notsgible or desirable to
restrict or control this quantity so that one generally obsg a resultant effect due
to all avalanche angles. There exists an empirical formaidHe induced charge
distributionp(y) by Mathieson [19] that describes well such average behauiou
symmetric MWPCs along the anode wifesThe coordinate is given by the wire
direction (Fig. 1).

The pad response function (PRP}y) is obtained by integration of(y) over the
width of the strip or pad

P(y) = / p(y') dy' . (6)
y—W/2

The ALICE TRD however is not exactly a MWPC, but is extendea llyift volume
that is separated from the amplification volume by a cathadegvid. As we shall
see in this section, the Mathieson formula can neverthdlesssed to calculate
P(y) for this design to a rather good accuracy.

The exact PRE(y) can be obtained by employing the weighting field formalism.

The weighting fieldfw(y) is the (imagined) electric field in the detector when
the readout electrode is set to 1V while all other electroalesgrounded. The

field fw(y) is generally used to calculate induced currents in arlyiteégctrode

6 Diffusion considerably broadens the drift time distrilus, especially in this region.
Fig. 4 only shows the most probable drift times.

7 A symmetric MWPC consists of a plane of anode wires centestaiden two planar
cathodes.

11
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Fig. 6. Pad response functions fiaf = 0.75 cm. The circles show the measured PRF, the
dashed line shows the results of a calculation using the is&ih formula and the solid
line shows the exact calculation for the ALICE TRD geometry.

geometries, using the Ramo theoreifi20] via

—

i(t) = —q¢ Ew (7 (1) V(1) (7)

The current that is induced on a readout electrode at ting a charge; moving
with velocity @ is proportional to the weighting fie@w at the positionr” of the
charge. Calculating@)W as a function ofy on the cathode plane yields the cathode
charge distribution(y) for a given geometry. From this we can then calcufate)
following Eq. 6.

We used GARFIELD to calculatg(y) for the ALICE TRD geometry (Fig. 6).
Since we are — as already mentioned — not interested in thendé of the angular
position of the avalanche around the anode wire, we avenagrenoany angles.

The exact method confirms that the Mathieson formula is a gppadoximation.

In general, the PRF can be well approximated by a Gaussiae ¢2}. The stan-
dard deviationg p» of Gaussian fits to thé’(y) (in pad units) are 0.495 and 0.496
for the measured PRF and the exact calculation for the ALIGD jeometry, re-
spectively. For the Mathieson formula and for the exactudatoon for a MWPC
geometry with similar parametetsve find 0.482 and 0.485, respectively. The PRF
for a symmetric MWPC is narrower by about 3% §ip) as compared to the TRD
geometry, for our specific wire diameters, wire pitches amate-cathode separa-
tion. The PRFs calculated with GARFIELD, as described is #@ction, are used
for the simulation of the pad response in AliRoot.

8 Also known as the reciprocity theorem.
9 No drift region.
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5 Position Reconstruction and Systematic Effects

In this section we present some first results on the posigoarrstruction perfor-
mance of the ALICE TRD and describe the different systenedtects.

5.1 Definitions of Resolutions

The residuals for a given track are defined as the distaneeekatthe position of
the reconstructed clustéy, )., and the position of the reconstructed trégK ;; for
each time bin:

Ay = Y)a — (i)t - (8)

As the position resolution, of the detector we define the sigma of a Gaussian fit
(within 30) to the distribution of residuald, for a large number of tracks. This
resolution does not depend on ’external effects’ like npldtscattering in front of
the gas volume of the drift chamber and/or beam divergehteus$ represents the
detector-intrinsic position resolution. As the angulaaiation we define the width
o, Of a Gaussian fit (within @) to the distributions of the reconstructed angles.
This resolution includes the mentioned external effects.

5.2 Tail Cancellation

The signals that are read out from the cathode pads are idducéhe positive
ions generated in the electron avalanches near the anoés. \8ince the massive
ions move slowly compared to the electrons, the signalsbéxioing tails. Con-
volution with the response of the PASA vyields the time resgofunction (TRF),
which is asymmetric. For our specific chamber geometry aadtnics, the tail
of the TRF can be well approximated by the sum of two expoatfunctions with
characteristic decay times

Tshort = 0.10 us  and Tjppy ~ 0.93 uS. (9)

The TRF gives rise to a strong correlation between the sigmgdlitude in sub-

sequent time bins. This is in general a problem also in otblated detectors, in
particular in TPCs, since it biases the position measurémasalts as a function of
time. In the case of the TRD the correlations affect esplgdiaé angle measure-
ment (see Fig. 3). A way to minimize the effect is to removettils from the data

by deconvolution (tail cancellation). Three different hneds are studied here:

13
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Fig. 7. Time dependence of the average PASA pulse height’fee X-rays. Due to the

pointlike charge deposit by X-rays this signal is almoshidzl to the time response func-
tion (TRF). In the shown signal diffusion is included, in th&F not. The upper panel
shows the original signal and the signal after applying lactcellation with one and two
exponential functions (ExplTC, Exp2TC) . The lower panehshthe effect of adding the
short tail component to the left (tail making, TM), and of sequent tail cancellation (long
component).

e The one exponential tail cancellation (Expl1TC) subtrdugstail (for each time
bin) as a function of time. Here the tail is assumed to be a gperesntial func-
tion with decay timel;,,,,,.

e The two exponential tail cancellation (Exp2TC) subtractsoadingly a tail that
is assumed to consist of a superposition two exponentiatimms with decay
timesT},,, andT o

e Finally we also apply a signal symmetrization (TM+TC) thastfreplicates the
tail with T,,,; at the times preceding the maximum (tail maker, TM) and then
subtracts only the long component similar to the first mer@bmethod (TC).

The effects of the three different methods on the TRF are shiawFig. 7. The
tail of the original TRF is largely reduced by the Exp1TC nuettand the maxi-
mum signal amplitude is lowered by around 10%. However, tRE s not fully
symmetrized, so we expect some correlation to remain,sfrtieéthod is used. The
Exp2TC method symmetrizes the TRF but the effective sigmglléude is reduced

14
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Fig. 8. Measured histograms of residudls (left panels) and of the reconstructed an-
gles (right panels) for 6 GeV/c pions. We show data withoiltcancellation and for the
ExplTC, Exp2TC and TM+TC methods (from top to bottom). Whagsplicable, Gaussian
fits are also shown.

by around 30 %, which introduces a considerable degradetite signal-to-noise
ratio. The TM+TC method also symmetrizes the TRF but withbatdrawback of
a reduction in signal amplitude.

Fig. 8 shows example histograms of the residulsof fitted tracks and of the
reconstructed angles for the different tail cancellatiogthnds described in sec-
tion 5.2. The incident angle of the beam wasx 15°. If no tail cancellation is
applied, the distributions are very broad, with pronountaid as a result of the
mentioned correlations. Since an entry at a given time lire@ses the amplitude
at later time bins on the same pad through the TRF, the racmtstl angles are
generally shifted towards smaller values by this effeci. dancellation improves
the situation but in the case of the Exp1TC method the cdioelas not fully re-
moved. However, the correlations are nicely removed by stEEC and TM+TC
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methods.

The best results at the described conditions are obtained tiee TM+TC method
(o, = 232 pm andoy = 0.687 °). With the Exp1TC method we fing, = 337 um
ando, = 0.686°.

For Ny, independent fitpoints the relation between the accurachehteasure-
ment iny of the single points (here representedhyand of the angular resolution

o4 IS given by [2]
12 o,
Oy A MNﬁt o) rad . (20)

Following Eq. 10, we expect for aboit;;; = 20 fitpoints (see Fig. 3), for a detector
thickness of 3.7cm and for a position resolutionogf= 337 ym — as measured
with the Exp1TC method — an angular resolutiorogf= 0.4°. For the TM+TC
method we expect an even better angular resolutign= 0.23°. The measured
angular resolution does not reach these expected numbersoW¢lude that the
fitpoints are not independent as presumed by Eq. 10, sinaiffeeent correction
methods supposedly do not remove fully the correlations/éen the signals in
subsequent time bins (between the fitpoints).

5.3 Cluster Reconstruction

For each time bin charge sharing between adjacent padssaioveconstruct the
position of the clusters along a pad row (in the wire directido calculate the-
position of that cluster (Fig. 1) we assume a Gaussian'?RFhe amplitudes in at
least two neighbouring pads are required to be above thicsshloich is determined

by the value of the nois&’. N was extracted from the baseline in the presamples
of the drift chamber signals. Gaussian fits to the noiseibdigions yield values

of around 1.7 ADC channels. The displacemgpt of the cluster from pad is
calculated using a weighted mean of two measurements [2]:

1 0'12_—, Az W 0'12:; Ai-l—l w
= 9r -z 9 2 @
Jd Wy + Wy [wl <W t Ai—l 2 ) + s (W . Ai + 2 ( )

Hereop is the Gaussian width of the PRHF/ is the pad width andv,, w, are
weights:w, = (4;_1)%, wy = (A;11)?, with 4; being the amplitude on pad The

10 A simpler method is to calculate the center of gravity onéhpads, but the PRF method
yields results that are more accurate by about 10 %.
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error of the cluster position is given by

oy = 50ns in time direction and (12a)

oy = (00)2+% cm alongy . (12b)

HereA = A, | + A; + A, is the sum of the amplitudes on the three pads, with
A; > A;_1 andA; > A;.,. The parametes, ~ 0.03cm is a specific resolution
that is optimized for the best detector performance. It theforder of the residuals
A,. We also apply a center of gravity correction to the time dowte ¢ in Fig.

1), by moving the reconstructed clusters in that coordiaat®rding to the values
of the amplitudes in the neighbouring time bins. Assumin@aiven pad the three
amplitudesA,_, A; and A, at three subsequent time bins, the cluster at time bin
numbert is shifted to

—Ai 4+ A

t+o0t = t+9 .
‘ A+ A+ Ay

(13)

do ~ 1.5 is a factor that is optimized for best detector resohitio This proce-

dure corrects for the ambiguity of the position of the sigmihin the 100 ns time
bins and significantly improves the position resolutiororrFig. 9 we find an im-
provement of 35%. Despite the better position resolutiba,dangular resolution
is improved by only 1 %. Following Eq. 10 this would again imphat to some
extend the correlations between the signals in subsequeatiins cannot be re-
moved. The obtained angular resolutions seem to be the {dvweis

5.4 Non-Linearities

Fig. 10 shows the systematic variation of the reconstruatege¢,.. with the z-

coordinate across the wires, extracted from the silicap detectors. Clearly visi-
ble is the influence of the anode wire grid with 0.5 cm peridgid his systematic
effect can be approximately reproduced by the simulatiahiamexplained by the
non-linearities in the time-space relationship as disediss section 4.2. A small
variation of the anglé from zero has to be assumed (hére- 1.5°), indicating a
slight misalignment of the chamber with respect to the bdarfact, the precision

1 Since now the distance in time direction between reconstuclusters is not constant
anymore, it seems necessary to change the value of theseigoren by Eq. 12a. However,

the effect on the resolution obtained is small and we kgegonstant, as in Eq. 12a. The
result of the time center of gravity correction can be sedfign 3.
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Fig. 9. Measured histograms of residuals (top panel) and of reconstructed angles (lower
panel). We compare data with (solid lines) and without (brolines) time center of gravity
correction (COG corr.).

of the alignment in this direction was of this order. If thisthe case, the lateral
distance of electrons deposited along the tracks from theeseanode wire in the
drift cell (2" in Fig. 4) is varying with the distances from the anode wiranglz.
Thus an offset that depends ois added to the drift time of the electrons, introduc-
ing the observed systematic effect. The resolution detgian due to this effect is
about 0.36, at these specific conditions (pions, 3 GeVl/ey 15°). Ford = 0° the
systematic effect disappears in the simulated data.

Fig. 11 shows the residuals, as a function of the position of the avalanche with re-
spect to the pad. This value is a measure of the error of thelc@te measurement
using Eq. 11. For avalanches in the center of a pad the ertbeimeasurement is
about 20 % larger. Since the same reconstruction metho@dsinghe simulations,
this effect is also well reproduced.
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Fig. 10. Systematic variation of the reconstructed aggle with the z-coordinate (across
the wires). We show measured (crosses) and simulated sgsalid line). The insert
shows a projection of the measured data on the ordinateyggthie overall effect due to
non-linearity. The TM+TC method was used.
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Fig. 11. Residuals\, of the fit as a function of the position of the avalanche witspest
to the pad. We show measured (crosses) and simulated résulits line). The TM+TC
method was usedV is the pad width.

6 Position and Angular Resolution

Here we present the measured detector performance and mihpa AliRoot
simulations.
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Fig. 12. Position resolutios, and angular resolutiom, as a function of the signal-to-noise
ratio (S/N). The filled squares (circles) show the measured data far ddferent gain
values for electrons (pions) with radiators in front of th&@dhambers. The large open
squares (circles) show the measured data for electronssfpidth no radiators and for one
given gain. The lines show simulation results for differgains for pions and electrons
with and without radiators.

6.1 Dependence ofl/ N

In this section we study the performance of the detector asetibn of the signal-
to-noise ratio §/N). The signal height was extracted from pulse height spectra
(mean value) at a given time bin corresponding to the cerfténeodrift region
(1.6us drift time at nominal conditions as in Fig. 2).

The dependence of, ando, on S/N is shown in Fig. 12. Again the incident angle
of the beam was aboudt = 15°. The measured data are nicely reproduced by the
AliRoot simulations forf = 1° (see Fig. 1). The measured data points for pions
and electrons lie on two separate curves, roughly/qu/N form. AtagivenS/N
value, the resolution is worse for electrons as comparedotasp Since theS/N
value at a given gas gain is about 60% larger for electrommratal operation con-
ditions the resolution is very similar for both particle &g The data points without
radiators shows better resolutions for electrons and lrethe same curve as the
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pion data?, while for pions the performance is similar with and withcadiators.
This indicates that the deterioration of the resolutiorhi@ tase of electrons with
radiators is connected with one of the following two proesss

1) Bremsstrahlung created in the radiator,
i) Transition Radiation from the radiator.

The simulations reproduce the observed behaviour welllyimg that the brems-
strahlung contribution is very small. The processes semontb the TR absorp-
tion on the other hand turn out to cause a significant detdr@r of the detector
resolution for the electrons. As described in section 4:shell fluorescence X-
rays are very common. They carry an energy of about 5keV agid itiean free
path is about 0.4 cm in Xenon. Their influence on the resatuscdominant; the
influence of the range of photoelectrons and Auger electoonite other hand is
small'?, as well as the influence of K- and M-shell fluorescence X-raie former

are high-energetic and generally escape from the regiomeathe TR absorption
takes place. The latter are low-energetic and their abisorpgngth is too small
(= 100 um) to effectively influence the resolution.

6.2 Dependence on Incident Angle

Fig. 13 shows the position resolutiop and the angular resolutien, as a function

of the reconstructed angig.. for two tail cancellation methods. The measured re-
sults are quantitatively reproduced by the AliRoot simolag. Only at small angles

is the simulated resolution generally better than the nreasents. This systematic
deviation can be explained by a space charge effect [21]mtlisvalues of the
incident angle (perpendicular tracks) all electrons e@atong a track drift to the
same anode wire spbt, leading to a buildup of positive ions around this wire spot.
This reduces the effective gain and thus fheV value for these conditions. As a
consequence, we observe a deterioration of the resolwiosniall angles, which

is not reproduced by the simulations, since no space ch#ey is included.

For the ExplTC method the measured position resolutionasrat 35Q:m at
oree = 15° and improves for smaller values of the incident angle. Ferith+TC
method the position resolution is below 2& at all investigated angles. The angu-
lar resolutionis around.7 ° at¢,.. ~ 15 ° and below that value for smaller incident

12The S/N value for electrons decreases without radiators due toliberae of energy
deposit by TR.

13 This agrees well with our observation that a magnetic field.a#% to 0.56 T has no
influence on the resolution. The tracks of photo and Augeaitelas would be curled up in
magnetic fields of that strength, which would lead to an inapcoresolution.

141 a magnetic field is applied, the anglewhere the space charge effect is largest is
modified by the Lorentz anglg;, (see Eq. 14).
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Fig. 13. Position resolution,, (upper panels) and angular resolutign(lower panels) as a
function of the reconstructed angle for the Exp1TC (leftgdanand TM+TC (right panels)
methods. The radiators were mounted in front of the drifntbers and the simulated data
correspondingly contains TR in the case of electrons.

angles and both tail cancellation methods. While the TM+T&Zhod does not im-
prove the measured angular resolution — as was alreadyonedti we observe a
slight improvement in the simulated angular resolutiore ®bserved performance
is well within the requirements for the ALICE TRD that werstéd in section 1.

6.3 Dependence on Drift Velocity

The nominal drift velocity for the ALICE TRD of around, = 1.5cm/us in the
drift region was determined together with the sampling cdt€0 MHz to lead to a
sufficiently large number of fit points for the track recoostion (V;;, ~ 20, see
Fig. 3). However, to provide more general results we alsedar, and investigated
its influence on the resolution of the detector. Fig. 14 shibvesdependence of the
position resolutiorr, and of the angular resolutian, onvp. In the measurements
the average drift velocity®y ~ v, can be extracted from the data using Eq. 1, if the
incident angle of the beam is known. Values fgrwere varied by setting the drift
voltage to 2.1 (nominal value), 2.4 and 2.7 kV, while keeghgganode wire voltage
constant at 1.55kV, corresponding to a gain of 3900. The tammontributions to
the resulting resolution values are the lever arm of the tib{ber of fit points) and
the average amplitude per time bin. The number of fit poinpedds inversely on
the drift velocity. The average amplitude per time bin is@ased by a larger drift
velocity, since more electrons reach the anode wires per tinit, leading to an
increase of theS/ N value. As a consequence we find, in Fig. 14, that a large drift
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Fig. 14. Measured and simulated dependence of the detestimrmance on the drift ve-
locity for electrons and pions. From top to bottom the poaitiesolutions,,, angular reso-
lution o, and signal-to-noise rati§/N are shown. The drift velocity scan was carried out
with radiators.

velocity leads to a deterioration in the resolution due todhcrease in the number
of fit points. Accordingly, the resolution also deteriosater small drift velocities,
due to the decrease 6f/N. Our nominal conditions in the beam test — namely a
drift voltage of 2.1 kV, corresponding to a drift velocity afoundv, = 1.67 cm/us
—turn out to be a good choice for our specific chamber dimessaod readout rate
(10 MHz).

6.4 Dependence on Momentum

In Fig. 15 we show the dependence of the resolutignando, on the beam mo-
mentump. Generally,s,, ando, for pions improve for larger momenta, which is
explained by the increasetf N value for larger momenta. The rati N as a func-
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signal-to-noise raticd/N are shown (from top to bottom). The experimental momentum
scan was carried out without radiators. However, here wedadtso simulated data with
TR to demonstrate its momentum-dependent effect on théutesoof the electrons.

tion of p is shown in the lower panel of Fig. 15. At~ 0.56 GeV/c, corresponding
to By = p/(m,c) ~ 4 (wherem, ~ 140 MeV is the mass of the pion), pions
are minimum ionizing; at larger momenta — especially in tremantum range of
interest between 1 and 6 GeV/c — the ionization energy lodslars the measured
S/N value continuously increase [9]. Electrons already hawectof 5y ~ 2000
atp = 1 GeV/c momentum. Thus they are at the plateau of ionizati@nggnloss.
In the momentum range of interest, thgV value is constant (with no radiators),
leading to a constant resolution as a function of the monmenithe situation is
changed with radiators, since at an electron momentum of 1 GeV/c the TR
production sets in and at higher momenta the energy depasitdTR and thus the
S/N value increase considerably. However, due to the effedsriteed in section
6.2 the performance is not improved by the larger energy slepesociated with
TR, but deteriorated.
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6.5 Performance in Magnetic Field

The ALICE TRD will be situated inside the large L3 barrel magwith a mag-
netic field of 0.4 T. Since the electrons drift perpendidyléo the field, they will
experience the Lorentz force that leads to a displacemehieatlusters along the
pad rows as a function of the drift time. For an electron poaduat position,
Yo, Z0), Where they andz directions are perpendicular to the drift direction alang
and they direction is parallel to the wires (see Fig. 1), the ngposition is given

by
Yy = yo + w7 (x — x0), WwT = tanoy, , (14)
whereg,, is the Lorentz angle. It is visible as an apparent inclimabbthe recon-

structed track. If the track passing through the detectsrdmanglep,, then the
reconstructed angle... is given by

¢T€C = ¢0 - ¢L + 5¢7 (15)

whered¢ is the error of the measurement. The Lorentz angle depentteanag-
netic field strength and the drift velocity of the electrofisis dependence needs to
be known to be able to reconstruct the original particlekieand extract its inclina-
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actual incident beam angle was aroufid= 2.2°. The magnetic field dependent Lorentz
angle is added t@, following Eq. 15. We also show measured data taken with arf.8 c
thick aluminum plate in front of the detectors (stars anéses).

tion ¢.

We measured the Lorentz angle as a function of the magndtciire of the elec-
tron drift velocity and compare the results to MAGBOLTZ [23]Iculations (Fig.
16). For a magnetic field of 0.4 T and a drift field of 750 V/cm wedfia Lorentz
angle close to 8.

In Fig. 17 we show the dependence of the resolution on thentor@ngleg;,. It

is very similar to the dependence og, which implies that the resolution depends
only on the value of reconstructed anglg., and that additional effects due to
the presence of the magnetic field are negligible. In Fig. £7aléo show data
taken with a 0.8 cm thick aluminum plate in front of the debest This plate has
a radiation length of about9.X, similar to that of four TRD layers. As expected,
the resolution irv,, is undisturbed, since it does not depend on external effigets
multiple scattering. On the other hand, we find clear effects,, evidencing a
momentum dependent multiple scattering.
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6.6 Performance compared to External Track Reference
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Fig. 18. Position resolution of the detectors with respedc silicon strip detector for the
ExplTC (upper panel) and TM+TC (lower panel) methods fongiat 4 GeV/c. The ex-
tracted position resolution of 376n for both methods is for the reconstructed tracks at the
center of the detector (time bin 15, L5 drift time, see Fig. 3). It includes the resolution
of the silicon strip telescope{ 50 um) as well as the beam divergence (.1 °).

Finally we show in Fig. 18 the position resolution of the débe with respect to

a silicon strip detector, which is located a few centimetergont of the investi-
gated chamber. Letpc be the position of the center of the reconstructed track (at
time bin 15, see Fig. 3) angl; the position given by the silicon telescope. Then
Ysi — Ypc 1S @ measure of the total position resolution of the driftrabar. This
does however include the resolution of the silicon strigedetr & 50 xm) as well

as the beam divergence (0.1 °) and external scattering effects. Fig. 18 shows a
histogram ofy,; — ypc for pions atp = 4 GeV/c, atp, ~ 15°, and for two tail
cancellation methods. A Gaussian fit yields a position rggmis of 376.m for
both methods, which is similar to the resolution extractedifthe residuals for the
same conditions.
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7 Summary and Conclusions

We have measured the performance of drift chamber protstjgrethe ALICE
Transition Radiation Detector (TRD) with respect to pasitand angular reso-
lution. The detectors are drift chambers with cathode padaet filled with the
Xe,CO,(15%) mixture. For incident particle angles from 0 to°lith respect to
the wire normal we find a position resolution better than @80(c) and an angular
resolution below 0.8 (¢). A systematic effect of about 0.3Gt ¢ = 15° is in-
troduced by non-linearities: The discrete configuratiothefwire grids in connec-
tion with the generally higher drift velocity in the amplifiton region introduces
a modulation in the electron drift times, leading to a distor of the space-time
relation (non-linearity).

If a radiator is added to the drift chambers, transitionatidn contributes to the
energy deposit in the gas. Then the signal-to-noise raticcieased for electrons,
but, nevertheless, the electron resolution is by about 7 ¥%sevin that case. L-
shell fluorescence photons, which are produced in seconmanesses after the
absorption of the transition radiation photons, have amm®n length of about
0.4cm in the xenon gas mixture. This smearing of the chargesiearound the
actual track of the incident electrons introduces a comsalide degradation of the
position reconstruction performance for electrons.

The measurements are compared to simulations carried ttudliRoot, the ALICE
event simulation and analysis framework. The non-lingasftthe electron drift
was calculated with GARFIELD and included in the AliRoot eodlso a simpli-
fied picture of the secondary processes following the ttemsiadiation absorption
was added to AliRoot. The charge sharing between adjacels (pad response
function) was calculated using an exact method (weightielgl fiormalism). The
performance of the detector is well understood and the ipasiind angular reso-
lution are within the requirements for the ALICE TRD. Ourults — in particular
the investigated systematic effects, the correctionsiegpand the influence of
the transition radiation — are of general interest also thepTRD’s and/or other
drift chambers with similar geometry, where a drift regisradded to a multiwire
proportional chamber, with the electron drift perpendacub the wire planes.
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