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Abstract

The CUORE Crystal Validation Runs (CCVRSs) have been camigdince the end of 2008 at the Gran Sasso National Lab@stor
in order to test the performances and the radiopurity of &8, rystals produced at SICCAS (Shanghai Institute of Cergmic
Chinese Academy of Sciences) for the CUORE experiment. itnvibrk the results of the first 5 validation runs are presgnte
Results have been obtained for bulk contaminations anéd&eiidontaminations from several nuclides. An extrapaiaiiothe
CUORE background has been performed.
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1. Introduction | Run | Duration | Livetime [d]]

. C . CCVR1| Dec 20, 2008 - Mar 9, 2009 59.9
The production of the CUOREI[1] crystals was appointed to ccVvRr2| Jun 6. 2009 - Jun 30. 2009 19.4

SICCAS (Shanghai Institute of Ceramics, Chinese Academy of CCVR3| Nov 11, 2009-Jan4 2010 43.05
Sciences) and began in March 2008, with the synthesis of the CCVR4|Mar 31, 2010 - May 17, 2010 25.8

TeO, powder. Given the goal of CUORE in terms of back- CCVR5| Aug 11, 2010 - Oct 1, 2010 30.3
ground &0.01 countgkeV/kg/y at the Q-value |2]), the radiop-
ur|ty of the TeQ Crystals is a crucial issue. Table 2: Summary of CCVR data taking period and live time.

Radioactive contaminations may come from long-lived, nat-
urally occurring isotopes, such 83U and 2%?Th and their
daughters and from cosmogenic activation of the detectm-rﬁa
rials after their production. To minimize the influence ofidp
lived nuclei, great care is devoted to the selection of aliemia’
als and ancillaries used for the preparation of the deteSea

4
level transport and underground storage of prepared “Wv crystals or on their surface. Results (mainly upper liméts

necessary in order to minimize their cosmogenic activatior]18 obtained for both bulk contaminations (S&c. 5) and surface ¢
A dedicated protocol 3] is defined for the radio-purity fe- ., inations (Sed]7). Fat%Pb, for which the study of the

!ated quality co-ntrol of_the crystal productloq process,rts'gn lines was not possible, the lower energy portion of the spatt
ing from metallic tellurium synthesis to the final processin has been used (Sé. 6)

51

of ready-to-use Tecrystals. Radio-purity certification pro- =, , extrapolation to the CUORE background is performed in
cedures, involving ICP-MS (Inductively Coupled Plasma Mas Sec[B

Spectrometry) measuremenjsspectroscopy with HPGe de-

tectors anda spectroscopy with Surface Barriers Detectors

(SBD), are applied in each production phase to test the abov& Experimental setup
mentioned materials.

At the same time, cryogenic tests are designed to test the Each CCVR setup consists of an array of four crystals, ar-
ready-to-use Te@crystals upon their arrival at LNGS. The ranged in a single floor which in a first approximation repre-
crystal validation is performed through experimental rashs:  sents the single CUORE module. The foux 5 x 5 cm? crys-
called CCVR (CUORE Crystal Validation Run), in whichs4 tals are enclosed in a pair of Oxygen Free High Conductivity
crystals randomly chosen from a batch coming from SICGAS(OFHC) copper frames which serve both as mechanical support
are mounted in an setup similar to a CUORE single moduleandnd thermal bath. The two frames are connected to each other
operated at cryogenic temperatures for a time period ofrabwe by four small columns, also made of copper. Both frames and
weeks in order to test the bolometric performance and the eontopper are wrapped with several layers of polyethylene. The
pliance of the crystals to the contract limits in terms oficag crystals are connected to the copper frames by small Teflon

Radioactivity study was performed on the high energy re-
gion of the spectrum (above 4000 keV), where the contrilputio
of the @ lines from uranium and thorium decay chains is ex-
pected. Given the short range efparticles, their signature
is a clear indication of a radioactive contamination witttie

purity (see Tablgll). s« supports that represent the weak thermal conductancesversu
s the heat sink.
| Isotope| Allowed Contamination| »  Each crystal is provided with a Neutron Transmutation
238y <3-108¢g/g & Doped Ge thermistor (NTD), which converts the phonon signal
232Th <3-108¢g/g e iNto a detectable voltage pulse [4]. Some of the CCVR crystal
210pp <1-10° Bg/kg s are provided with two NTD thermistors. In these cases both
2I0pg < 0.1 Bgkg o channels are analyzed and the best performing channel (from

= the point of view of the energy resolution) is used for thelfina
Table 1: Contamination limits for the ready-to-use Jefdystals [3]. »  results.

73 The CCVR experimental setup is hosted in a dilution refrig-
erator placed in the Hall C of National Laboratory of INFN at

In this work the results of the first 5 validation runs, cadrie S
; 7 ran Sasso and operated~al0 mK. A complete description
out from the end of 2008 to the middle of 2010, are presented; . .
can be found inl]5] and references therein for what concerns

'tA)\I:[%m'Imhzgzl%fr;lt;scyeitseg?;egg\r/gae(rsc fg;fhr:raovr\}s:jelggzghe electronics and the DAQ and in [6] for what concerns the
tested in CCVR2) were sent to LNGS by plane. This was néées: Y 29€M setup and the shields.
sary in order to ensure a fast response on the radioactwig} |

of the crystals. All the other crystals were transportedtip.s,, 3. Dataanalysis

Presently at: Joint Research Center, Institute for Reéerdniaterials ando CCVR data processing, from raw data to the final spectra,
Meg‘;wemirtsvtzﬁf‘fﬁei‘oé 36)'(%';“2“ erdam - The Netherlan = follows the procedure described in detailslin [7].
resently at: Nikhef, msterdam - The Netherlands . : : .
SPresently at: Institut d’Astrophysique Spatial, 91045a&9rsFrance 5 _The pulse amPIIIUde is estimated by means of an thlmum
“4Presently at: CEA Saclay, 91191 Gif-sur-Yvette - France s Filter (OF) technique. [8] that reduces the noise superiragos

SDeceased s to the signal, maximizing the signal to noise ratio.
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inserted inside the cryostat external lead shield. An elawi® L
calibration spectrum (Channel2 - CCVR1) is shown in 1§ 1. events that caused an energy deposition in two crystals.
Gamma lines from thé*’Th decay chain are clearly visible'th
the spectrum. The calibration is performed using a thidked?

Figure 1: Calibration spectrum of Channel2 - CCVR1. Gammeslifrom the
232Th decay chain are visible in the spectrum.

vive two different type of data selection: global and event-based
requirements.

priori on the detector performances (an excessive noisd, lev Energy [kev]
ADC saturation, etc..). They identify bad time intervalatth
need to be discarded. These kind of cuts introduce a dead time
that is accounted for by properly reducing the live time & th
interested detector.

shape and coincidence selection.
providing a correct evaluation of the pulse amplitude. Titee p
up rejection is performed by imposing an extendable (paraly

able) dead window of 7 seconds to each event. 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000 8000

events. The pulse shape parameters are the rise time and q_e-

The mean detector response and the noise power spectrale Anti-coincidence Energy spectrum (M 1): it contains the

density, needed to build the OF transfer function, are.esti- events that caused an energy deposition in one crystal only
mated from bolometric pulses and noise samples (data sasaple  (anti-coincidence cut). For what concengparticles, this
recorded randomly and without triggered events) by a ptaper  corresponds to bulk events (that is decays where the emit-
averaging procedure. 131 ted a particle is absorbed within the crystal itself) and to

Gain instability corrections| [7] are performed using :the surface events, generated by decays occurring on the sur-

5407.5 keVa line from21%Po. This element is always present face of an inert material that hit a facing crystal, ontde-
in recently grown crystals but decays away with a half life.of cays occurring on a crystal surface, whose escaping prod-
138.38 days. 135 ucts are absorbed by inert materials.

The energy calibration is performed usiftfTh y sources o . .
e Coincidence Energy spectrum (M2): it contains the

For what concerng particles, these events arise fram
decays occurring on a crystal surface faced to another crys-

polynomial function and thé*®Po peak is used in addition'td tal.
the®*2Th y peaks. w e Coincidence Sum Energy spectrum (M2sum): it con-
142 tains the sum energy of multiplicity 2 events. For instance
s - - - 143 in the case of aa decay on the surface of a crystal, both
e r Lo Vo ol 144 the energy of ther particle E; in the facing crystal and
§ “E] 5 145 the corresponding nuclear recoil enefgyin the original
o 146 crystal are detected. In the spectrum M2sum the variable
" 147 Etor=E1 +E> is plotted.

Fig.[2 shows the sum spectra of all CCVRs.

1 WM L

| | |
500 1000 1500 2000 00
Energy [keV]

100 Anti-Coincidence - M2

Counts/(5 keV)

Each CCVR sum spectrum is composed by events which sur-

Global requirements are applied following criteria dedide SR MMMHM"UMOWNMM "\B}ﬁlymm i

8000

[[E——

10°

Counts/(5 keV)

Event-based requirements comprise: pile-up rejectiolsgpu

The presence of a pile-up prevents the OF algorithm from

TotalEnergy [keV]

The pulse-shape analysis is used to reject non-physical

igure 2: Energy spectra for the full CCVR statistics. Topti-aoincidence

cay time of the Ol_:'ﬁ_“ered Waveform an(.21 other parametets thayng coincidence spectra. Bottom: Sum energy spectrum ofipiinity 2
measure the deviation of filtered raw signal from the averagevents.
detector response. 148

As a first step, each CCVR spectrum is corrected for the cor-

responding iiciency of the event-based cuts (from TdHle 3):and3-1. Eficiency of event-based cuts
then the spectra are summed together. Four types of spegtsaa Due to the high rate of'°%Po events, there is a significant
produced for all CCVRs: 1w l0ss of éficiency due to pile-up rejection. Théieiency is es-

) ) 12 timated as:
e Total Energy spectrum (TOT): it contains all the general

cuts and the pulse shape cuts. 153 &pite—up = 1 — Ppile_yp = €T (1)
3
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whereP is the probability of a pile-up, is the counting rate ef ciency calculation of surface contaminations. To take adeo
the events that passed the global cuts described abové, ignd count this variation from the standard configuration withyse
the length of a time interval containing an event during Whic tals, 2 diferent dficiencies are calculated for each Monte Carlo
the occurrence of another event would be considered pile-ugimulation:
The intervalT contains some time after the event during which
a double pulse would result and some time before the &ent
during which the event’s baseline would be spoiled by thié*tai
of the preceding pulse. Properly,depends on the energy,gf o gih: corresponding to the standard CCVR configuration,
the other event: the higher the energy of the other evenf, the  ith 4 active crystals;
longer its tail remains too large. The counting-rate is cledn _
dependent and sometimes also time-dependent. In the specifihe average féciency, weighed on the proper lifetime', is
case of1%o0 events, the counting-rate obviously decreaseswitomputed using the formula:
time due to polonium decay (half-life: 138.38 days). 2260 Af26h 4 odch Apdch
For the sake of simplicity, an average pile-up reductiopsef-  gyc = —4&—_—_MC
ficiency for each CCVR is computed. This will apply to all AN+ At
channels in the full energy range and is calculated using for
mula [1) withT = 7 s and using as the global counting rate 4. Resultson background ratesof CUORE crystals
after the general cuts.

. sf,,cg: corresponding to the CCVR1 configuration with only
2 active crystals;

(@)

a1 From the energy spectra of all CCVRs the background rates
| 212 N various energy regions can be calculated.
213 Six energy regions of interest are identified in the spectdca a
a4 the corresponding count rates for anticoincidence (M1)and
a5 incidence (M2) spectra are calculated. Results for theajlob
spectra are reported in Talple 4 (errors are statistical)only

| Run | &piew | &psa | EAC

CCVR1 | 0.84+0.01| 0.96:0.01 | 0.98%#0.003
CCVR2 | 0.88+0.01 | 0.98:0.01 | 0.982:0.005
CCVR3 | 0.89+0.01 | 0.9740.01 | 0.990:0.002
CCVR4 | 0.88+0.01 | 0.94:0.02 | 0.9840.003

CCVR5 | 0.89+0.01 | 0.98:0.01 | 0.990:0.003 Continuum 190pt Continuum
(2700, 3200)| (3200, 3400)| (3400, 3900)
Table 3: Hiiciencies of event-based cuts for each CCVR. [keV] [keV] [keV]
M1 0.19+0.02 0.38:0.04 0.09:0.01
. . M1-PoSub| 0.13:0.02 0.34+0.04 0.06:0.01
The pulse shape cutffieiencyepsa is evaluated on the back- 2 4 0052001 | 0.02:0.01 1 0.025:0.006
ground peak at 2614.5 keV dued¥TI, by a simultaneous fit M2-PoSubl 002001 | 001001 | 0.008:0.008
on both the spectra of accepted and rejected events asedetalil UTh 5 UTh
in [7]. _ . , , (4000, 5000)| (5000, 6000)| (6000, 8000)
The same procedure is applied for the evaluation of the anti- [keV] [keV] [keV]
coincidence cut fciency eac. In this case, instead of the M1 0.19:0.01 N 0.057.0.004
2614.5 keV line (which is usually in coincidence with other M1-PoSub| 0.13:0.01 - 0.0570.004
lines), the photopeak at 1460.8 keV duéts is used. Results M2 0.04:0.01 - 0.014+0.002
are summarized in Tablé 3. M2-PoSub| 0.014:0.007 - 0.014+0.002

3.2. Monte Carlo simulations Table 4: Count rates measured in [covked/kg/y]. Errors are statistical.

In order to extract numerical information on the actiyjty
or contamination of a given nuclide in CUORE crystals fsem  The continuum region (2700, 3200) keV is of great interest
CCVRs data, it is necessary to rely on Monte Carlo simulasince it is the region immediately above the Q-value of the ne
tions, capable of reproducing the main features of the tmtec trinoless double beta decay5PTe [7].
geometry and response. 220 In the region (3200, 3400) keV a contribution of thdine
CCVRs simulations are performed with the GEANT4-basedrom %Pt is expected. This contamination is almost unavoid-
code developed by the CUORICINO ad CUORE collaboratiorable for TeQ crystals, as explained in S&¢. 5.
and described in_[9] and [10]. The simulation takes inta.ac- From 4000 to 8000 keV the contribution of the variaus
count the energy resolution and the threshold of each aetect lines from U and Th decay chains is expected.
For bulk contaminations, an homogeneous distribution efsth In between, there is the region (5000, 6000) keV, which is
given nuclide inside the crystals is assumed. For surfane.co affected by the?®Po contamination (see Sé€c.]5.1). This pro-
taminations, dferent depths of the contamination layer (feem duces not only a peak at the energy of thedPbne 5407.5
0.01um to 10um) are considered and the contamination denkeV but also a broad background over the entire region due to
sity profile is assumed to decrease exponentially with tigtele  mis-identified pile-up events (above the peak energy) on¢o t
from the surface to the bulk of the crystal. 20 €scape of the that releases part of its energy in a inert material
In CCVR1 there is a not negligible number of measurementgbelow the peak energy). An indication of the rate in thisoag
(~ 49%) with only 2 active facing crystals. Thisfacts the fi--» is of no particular interest, also because of the relativa@tsh
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half-life of 21%Po (138.38 days) that guarantees a huge reduc- Continuum U/Th
tion of this count rate when CUORE will start the data taking. (2700, 3900)| (4000, 5000)
[keV] [keV]
4.1. Subtraction of'°Po induced rate CCVR | M1 | 0.09:0.02 0.13:0.01
Because of the presence 8fPo, an excess of count rate M2 | 0.015:0.007 | 0.014+0.003
could arise in the M1 and M2 spectra below the energy of the TTT M1 | 0.052+0.008 0.28+£0.02
5407.5 ke line, if the contamination of'°Po is close enough M2 | 0.009:0.003 | 0.0018-0.005
to the surface for the to escape and release part of its energy Cuoricino| M1 | 0.104+0.002| 0.522:0.003
in an inert material (M1 spectrum) or in a nearby detector (M2 M2 | 0.009: 0.001| 0.084+0.001
spectrum). This contribution from the M2 spectrum can be est 2I0pq U/Th
mated, calculating for each energy region the rate of M2 &sven (5000, 6000)| (6000, 8000)
in which the total energiror lies in the interval (5407 550) [keV] [keV]
keV. The M2 count rate subtracted for this contribution is de CCVR | M1 - 0.057%0.004
fined as M2-PoSub and reported in Telle 4 for comparison. M2 - 0.014+0.002
In a similar way the contribution of surfaé&’Po in the M1 7T M1 | 1.30:0.07 0.025% 0.004
spectrum is evaluated. Because of the geometry of the CCVR M2 0.09+0.01 0.005+ 0.002
setup, our coincidence analysis is sensitive only to 8 faves Cuoricino | M1 | 0.846:0.004 | 0.099+ 0.001
24. So the anti-coincidence count rate dué'f¥o of the re- M2 | 0172:0.002 | 0.0163+ 0.0004
maining 16 faces is assumed to be two times the coincidence
one, calculated on the M2 spectrum as described dbatee  Table 5 Count rate comparison with previous detectors, soved in

M1 count rate subtracted for the surf&@& o contribution is
defined as M1-PoSub and reported in Table 4.

4.2. Background rates comparison with previous Jef®tec-
tors 282

[countgkeV/kg/y]. Here CCVR values are after polonium subtraction, as de-
scribed in[Z1L. Errors are statistical.

A more detailed evaluation of the comparison can be found

It is interesting to compare CCVRs rates with the onessobin [11].

tained with previous detectors, like TTT [11] or Cuoriciti.[
This comparison is shown in Tadlé 5, where the M1 and M2
count rates for CCVRs are after polonium subtraction, a&*de>
scribed in[4.1L.

The notation (2700, 3900) refers to the combination of both
the continuum region (2700, 3200) keV and (3400, 3900) keV,
excluding the®°Pt energy region of (3200, 3400) keV. It canpe
inferred that :

o in the region (2700, 3900) keV the CCVRs anti-
coincidence rate is compatible within lo8with the cor-
responding TTT value. 290

e in the region (4000, 5000) keV, as already measuréd in
the TTT run, a reduction in the count rate with respetf to
Cuoricino is observed.

293

¢ in the region (5000, 6000) keV a comparison is not p&ssi-
ble since CCVR is fiected by the high rate 6t%Po. Thig®
is due to the fact that in CCVRs only recently grown ct¥s-
tals are measured, unlike TTT or Cuoricino. 297

298
e in the region (6000, 8000) keV, as already measured in
the TTT run, a reduction in the count rate with respegt to
Cuoricino is present. However, the CCVR count ratg is
greater than the TTT value, probably because of the pres-
ence of mis-identified pile-up (in M1) or coincidences (in

. Results on bulk contaminations of CUORE crystals

Bulk contaminations in CUORE crystals are expected from:

e 21%Pg, as a result of the chemicafiaity between polo-

nium and tellurium;

natural contaminants, lik&8U and 232Th with their ra-
dioactive chains;

210pp, as a result of the deposition of lead nuclei produced
by ???Rn decays, during the crystal handling in free atmo-
sphere;

190pt, due to the fact that platinum is used in several phases
of the crystal production cycle. Platinum crucibles are
used for the calcination of Te(owder used for the crys-

tal growth and the growth crucibles are made of platinum
foil. The central part of the as-grown crystal ingot is se-
lected for the CUORE crystals in order to avoid the risk of
platinum contamination on the surface of the crystal due
to possible diusion during the growth process. Possible
Pt contaminations are therefore in the bulk of the CUORE
crystals.

M2) with 21°Po events, extending above 6000 keV. This For #*°Po the activity is determined from a fit to the anti-

contribution should decay away witf°Po. 304

coincidence rate vs. time behaviour (see §eg. 5.1).

305

6In some of CCVR1 measurements 4% of the CCVR lifetime) only two®
facing crystals were active. The extrapolation of M2 couots!1 is performeéP’
considering that the coincidence analysis is sensitivg n2 over 12 faces. sos

5

For 228U and?*°Th (see Sed._5l2), the limit on the level of
contamination is determined from the intensities ofdtypeaks
in the anti-coincidence spectrum of all crystals, or fronein
grals centered at the peak position if the peaks are notleisib
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This is because am decay from bulk contamination releases Run Half-life
the entire Q-value of the reactiom énergy+ nuclear recoil) in [days]
a single crystal. CCVR1 | 138.0:2.5
For 219Pp, the limit on bulk contamination is determined CCVR2 | 132.3+ 14.7
from a fit in the energy region (40, 60) keV in a subset of CCVR3 | 139.4+6.3
CCVRs data with high statistics and low threshold (see[Sec. 6 CCVR4 | 137.8+ 11.5
CCVR5| 136.6+9.1

5.1. 2*%Po bulk activity
The activity of?1%Po can be measured from the intensity of Table 6:219¢ half-life for all CCVRs. The activity has been fitted usiy

5407.5 keVe line in the anti-coincidence spectrum. exponential function. All the values are consistent (witfio) with 138.38
The plot in Fig(B shows the global rate @fPo events over days.

time for CCVR1. For each channel tHéPo events are selected

in a+ 20 keV window around the energy of thdine.

w7 The?%Po activities for each CCVR and for all crystals are

«s reported in Tablgl7. The results for crystals 007 and 011; mea

e X2/ ndf 4.292/8 x sured firstin CCVR1 and again in CCVRZ2, are consistent.

0 6315 23.03 ., Allcrystals tested in the first five CCVRs are well below the

HaliLife 138+ 2.538 limit of 0.1 Bgykg imposed to the crystal producers.

Events/day

| CCVR | Crystal | ™o activity [Bgkg] |

5000=- 041 0.0257+ 0.0001
- 011 0.0510+ 0.0005
=S 039 0.0229+ 0.0001
N R R — -~ 007 0.0414+ 0.0004

076 0.021+ 0.004

Figure 3: Global rate 0f'%Po events over time for each CCVR1. The fit result 011 0.07+0.02
is overlayed. 096 0.055+ 0.006
007 0.047+ 0.015

The units on the x-axis are days since the start of the first
background measurement. Each point represents a group of
measurements whose livetime is at least 5 days.

The horizontal error bars indicate the beginning and the end

190 0.0078+ 0.0005
236 0.0159+ 0.0005
180 0.0203+ 0.0008

oo, DNOWWWWRINNNDNRFPFRERRPE

f each p h for visualizati | 229 0.0283+ 0.0008
of each group of runs, they are for visualization only.
Each point is corrected with the corresponding rate-baked e 340 0.032+0.004
- . ; ! 313 0.005+ 0.001
ficiency, calculated with the equatidn (1). A larger deadetim 354 0.039+ 0.004
window (9 seconds instead of 7 seconds) compared to the rest PODEIDG
T L 380 0.040+ 0.004
of the analysis is used, to be more conservative in the reimova
of pile-up pulses. 455 0.019+ 0.002
The fit function is a pure exponential: 416 0.024+ 0.003
- 436 0.032+ 0.003
r(t) = roe™"2 /T2 3) 421 0.020<+ 0.003

whererg is the rate at the beginning of the measurement and
T1,2 is the?'%Po half-life. The half-life of the exponential decay
has been evaluated for all CCVRs and it is shown in[Tab 6: it is
in good agreement (&) with the half-life of?1%Po (138.38 dj?
This indicates that th&°Po contamination is out of equilibrium
and it is not being fed b¥'%Pb. w2 5.2. YTh bulk contaminations

forFé;)l::nhtcr:]? ;/;Lu ?hoéE%FEgtg:;Ti(\a/?t b;/tti]hzfggoin?\?ﬁh cii:; Rmaé%d_ 238y and%2Th bulk contaminations are evaluated from the
surement iZ extiacted as foIIovxilS' 9 9 s« anti-coincidence sum spectrum of all CCVRs. For each of the

s peaks reported in Tablé 8, the number of counts (corrected by

Table 7:21%P0 activity at production time for all CCVRs crystals.

Io . L
A[Bq/kg] = (4)ss the dficiency of the event-based cuts from Table 3) within an
86400[gday] mlkg] % energy window oft6 o around ther Q-value is estimated. A
wheremis the crystal mass. s o Of 2.2 keV, corresponding to the average between the values

Knowing the time elapsed since the “crystal birth date”of the 2'%Po peakos for each CCVR, weighted by the corre-
(growth completed, before the cut and shape) and the start aponding lifetime of that run (see Taljle 9 for details) isduse
the measurement, tR&°Po activity at production is computed. Using the Bayesian approach, the upper lirhtsat 90% C.L.

6
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Chain | Nuclide | Energy| Half-life Ny
[keV] 90% C.L.

238y 238y 4270.0| 4.47E+09y 11.7
234y 4858.8 | 2.45E+05y 20.8
230Th | 4770.0| 7.54E+04y | 24.9
226Ra | 4870.6 1599y 30.0
21%pg | 6114.7| 3.05min 7.4

Z2Th | 2%Th | 4082.8| 1.4E+10y 5.9
212p; 6207.1| 60.55min 135

Table 8: 90% C.L. limits on the number of events ascribed ters¢ nuclides
from uranium and thorium decay chain. For each nuclide is alown the
Q-value and the half-life of the decay.

Run Livetime o
[days] | [keV] %6
CCVR1| 599 1.6
CCVR2| 194 1.4
CCVR3| 43.05 | 2.2
CCVR4| 258 3.5
CCVR5| 30.3 2.8

391
Table 9: Summary of CCVRs energy resolutions, evaluateld avgaussian fit

of the 5407.5 keV peak froril%Po. The average value of 2.2 keV, used,Jor

the global analysis is obtained averaging the resolutigaoh CCVR with th3e93

corresponding livetime.
394

395

Chain | Nuclide | Upper limit | Upper limit
[Ba/kgl [o/9]

238 238 2.5E-07 2.0E-14
234 4.7E-07 3.6E-14

230ThH 5.7E-07 4.4E-14
226Ra 6.7E-07 5.3E-14
218pg 1.6E-07 1.3E-14

Z2Th | 27Th 1.3E-07 3.1E-14
212g;j 8.4E-07 2.1E-13

Table 10: Upper limits at 90% C.L. on the activity and on thé&lmontamina-
tion of uranium and thorium decay chains in the hypothesiectilar equilib-
rium.

each nuclide are entirely due to a bulk contamination of that
nuclide. This is a conservative hypothesis since there isano
clear indication (for example a line) that such a bulk coritam
nation actually exists and that the observed counts areuwt d
to background of some other origin.

6. 21°Pb activity

During the production of CUORE crystals great care is de-
voted in order to minimize the exposure of the crystals te fre
atmosphere, to avoid contamination of radon and its daugh-
ters. Nevertheless, a smal°Pb contamination (bulk or sur-

are obtained, assuming 0 expected background counts arteka flace) might occur. This contamination can be very dangerous

prior for the signal [12] (see Tablé 8). 397
The upper limit on the activity for each nuclide is calcuthte
using the following formula: 399
ABA/kg] = o

~ emc T[s] mkg] T

402

where eyc is the Monte Carlo detectionffeciency, T the®
CCVRs livetime,m the crystal mass aridthe branching ratitf
of the nuclide. In this analysis a total containment of thg-&n
coincidence events in the crystals is assuneg@d 1). Result§®
are shown in Table10. 407

The upper limit for confidence level of 90% for/Th bulk®
contaminations are then calculated in the hypothesis afla&¢

because, even if the soft beta (16.96 keV and 63.5 keV) and
y (46.5 keV) radiation fron?1°Pb is generally self absorbed,
the induced bremsstrahlung of the daugRtéBi can give rise

to a continuum up to 1.16 MeV. Moreover, thedecay of the
daughter°Po can contribute to the continuum background in
the double beta decay energy region.

In CCVRs crystals thé'%Pb contamination cannot be esti-
mated from?'1%Po, because this contamination is out of equi-
librium (see Sed.5l1). The only available signature is a-com
bination of a beta spectrum (end point 16.96 keV) with a de-
excitation energy of 46.5 keV (most of the cases through a con
version electron). This produces a broad signature in theggn
region (40, 60) keV, whose shape depends on the locatiorof th

equilibrium within the uranium and thorium decay chains:‘Re PP contamination. ,
sults for the total CCVRs data are shown in the last colunfih of S€veral simulations are performed both for a bulk contami-

Table[10. 2

In the most conservative approach, the bulk contamin@tio
limit on 228U and?%2Th is set considering the most active ffu- 1
clide for each chain. The upper limit at 90% C.L. for uranitim

and thorium bulk contamination are: 416
28y <53-10¥[g/g]
#2Th <21-10"g/q] s

420
Both values of the upper limits are within the contract sfiegti:
tion of 310713[g/g]. For the?*®U decay chain, the contributien
from 21%b is treated separately (see $éc. 6). a2

nation and for a surface contamination with exponentiakdgn

profile [9] and contamination depth varying from 0.0t to

0um. Even if, for the sake of simplicity, a common energy
threshold of 50 keV is set for all CCVRs, there are subset of
data where the threshold can be set to a lower value in order to
look for this signature. CCVR1 data are used because thdy str

a balance between high livetime (CCVRL1 has the highessstati
tic) and good bolometer performances. Only for CCVR1 data,
the analysis is repeated with an energy threshold of 40 keV.
The anti-coincidence spectrum between 40 and 60 keV is fit-
ted with an exponentially decreasing background and atigwi
the presence of #°Pb spectrum with shape taken from Monte

It is important to stress the fact that the above upper limitCarlo simulation. The free parameters of the fit are the two pa

are calculated under the hypothesis that the observedstnrat

7

rameters of the exponential background and the total number
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Figure 4: Top: Monte Carlo simulation of @%b bulk contamination in
CCVR1. Bottom: CCVRL1 low energy anti-coincidence spectrdine energy
threshold is set to 40 keV. The red line represents the fiteécstiectrum with
an exponential background and allowing the presence?#fRb bulk contami-
nation with the above shape. No hint of such contaminatidausd.

of counts fron?'%Pb. The fit is repeated for each Monte Carlo
signature. The number 8t°Pb events is compatible with zero
within the error for all signatures. An example of Monte @arl
spectrum for &1°Pb bulk contamination and the corresponding
fit to the experimental spectrum is shown in Ei. 4.
The upper limit at 90% C.L. on the number@fPb counts

is Ny = 1.6440, whereo is the error on the number of counts
returned from the fit. The upper limit on bulk contaminatien i

computed using EQJ]5. The upper limit on surface contartfina-
461

tion is extracted using the following formula:

_ PJU 463
Ay[Bg/cn?] = e T[] Sl (6)464
wheregyc is the Monte Carlo detectiorfficiency,T is the livess
time and S is the surface of a crystal (1502¢mResults ares
shown in Tabld_Il1. The upper limit on the activity for belk
contamination is below the contract limit of T0Bg/kg (sees
Tablel1).

462

469
470
7. Results on surface contaminationsof CUORE crystals "
Surface contaminations of CUORE crystals are expeete
from the same nuclides listed in SEE. 5, exceptf8Pt, which.

is all in the bulk. Uranium and thorium surface contaminasie

| contamination| Upper limit 90% C.L.|

bulk 3.3E-06
surf. 0.0um 9.8E-07
surf. 0.um 3.8E-08
surf. 0.2um 2.2E-08
surf. Jum 9.2E-09
surf. Jum 5.6E-09
surf 1Qum 4.9E-09

Table 11: Upper limits on the activity of bulk and surface teonination of
210pp,  Bulk contamination is given in [Bkg], surface contaminations are
given in [Bgcn?].

7.1. UTh surface contaminations

The M2sum spectrum in Figl 2 shows a huge background for
energies above the poloniuniine due to random coincidences
betweer?*®%Po and low energy events. At a closer inspection
(see Figlh), the peaks originated by the sum of a 5407.50keV
line and a low energy line arising from Te metastable isotopes
are clearly visible. See also Tablg 12 for details.

Te isotope| Energy| Energy+ 5407.5
[keV] [keV]
12MTe 88.3 5495.8
129Te 105.5 5513
125Te 144.8 5552.3
123Te 2475 5655
1217e 294 5701.5

Table 12: Energy of the gamma lines from Tellurium metastéddtopes and
corresponding sum energy when in coincidence wK’Ro event.

Because of the presence of these coincidences, only nsiclide
with a Q-value lower than 5407.5 keV (see Tdblé 13) are used
for surface contamination analysi$®Po and?'?Bi are there-
fore discared. The scatter plot of M2 events is shown in[Big. 6
The shadowed region contains the events with a total energy
within 4 and 5 MeV.

For each nuclide listed in TableI13, the number of counts is
computed from the M2sum energy spectrum in an energy win-
dow of + 60 around the Q-value and divided kY (wheree
is the dficiency of the event-based cuts of Table 3), since two
coincident events have independent probabilities of pgsbie
cuts. In Tablé¢II3 are shown the corresponding upper limits at
80% C.L., computed using the Bayesian approach with 0 ex-
pected background counts and a flat prior for the signal [12].
Monte Carlo spectra fof*®U and23Th contamination on

can be investigated by means of coincident events in twa.facthe crystal surface are generated with exponential profite a

ing crystals: surface contamination of ardecaying nuclide:
should appear in the total energy spectrum (M2sum in[Big. 2

various penetration lengths. For each contamination dépeh
rontainment ficiency is calculated in a 60 interval around

as a peak at the Q-value of the decay because the total enesgythe Q-value of each nuclide both for the M2sum spectrum and
+ nuclear recoil) is collected by the two facing crystals. W4 for the M1 spectrum. Results are shown in [Elg. 7. For penetra-
same time, if the surface contamination is deep enoughy#he tion length of 0.01 and O in the higher containmenfficiency
particle can be absorbed by the crystal, giving rise to theesa comes from the M2sum spectrum, whereas for depths of 1, 5
signature of a bulk event. and 10um this arises from the M1 spectrum. Thfi@ency

483
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Figure 5: Top: M2sum spectrum in the region (5300, 6000) k&aks origis®
nated by the coincidence of the 5407.5 kelihe and a low energy line fromyg,
Te metastable isotopes are clearly visible. Bottom: tatal .aanti-coincidenc‘g§1
spectra in the region 0-500 keV: low energy lines from Te statale isotopes

are clearly visible.
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Figure 6: Scatter plot of M2 events. The shadowed regionatosievents with
total energy between 4 and 5 MeV, used for surface analysis. 509

Chain | Nuclide | Half-life | Energy range Ny
vl [keV] 90% C.L.
238y 238y 4.47E-09 | 4257 - 4283 4.6
234y 2.45E+05 | 4845-4871 4.6
20Th | 7.54E+04 | 4757 - 4783 4.6
225Ra 1599 4857 - 4883 10.5
22Th | 2%2Th 1.4E+10 | 4069 - 4095 2.3

510
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514

515

516

Table 13: Upper limits at 90% C.L. on the number of countsibedrto several’
nuclides from uranium and thorium decay chain from the M2sgactrums;s

For each nuclide, the half-life of thedecay is also shown.
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Figure 7: For each penetration length, the containméitiency of surface
events is computed for both M1 and M2sum Monte Carlo spectra.

containment value for 0.2m depth is very similar both for M1
and M2sum spectrum.

The drop in M1 containmentficiency for very thin layers
of contaminations is due to the fact that, of the about 50% of
decays where the alpha is emitted toward the bulk of thealis/st
and the recoil is emitted towards outside, in most of the €ase
the recoil escapes undetected, thus the full Q-value ofliaa
decay is not recorded.

The upper limits at 90% C.L. for the surface activity of each
nuclide are evaluated using Eq. 6 whakgis the 90% C.L. up-
per limit on the number of observed events from the M2sum
or the M1 spectrum (see Talle]13 for the M2sum counts and
Table[8 for the M1 counts) angyc is the Monte Carlo aver-
age dficiency defined in ed.]2 for the corresponding spectrum
(M2sum or M1) and for the given signature. The confidence
intervals for surface activity contaminations are caltadafor
both the M2sum and M1 spectra, normalizing each signature
with the corresponding Monte Carldheiency. The signature
giving the most stringent result is taken into account.

For surface contaminations of 0.01, 0.1 and /@2 depths,
the most stringent limits come from the M2sum spectrum. For
the remaining depths (1, 5 and Lfh) the surface activity re-
duces practically to a bulk activity and the M1 signature-pro
duces the most stringent limits (see TdHle 8 for details).

For the?38U chain, the surface contamination for 2 peaks is
evaluated:

e 238 the chain parent;
e 22°Ra, the most active line both in M1 and M2sum spectra.

The contribution front'%Pb is treated separately (see $éc. 6).

For the?®?Th chain there is only one useable line for this
analysis, that is the one frofi?Th. This means that there is
no way of testing the portion of the chain belé%Rn and take
into account a possible non-equilibrium of the chain, asedon
for the bulk contamination.

The results for surface contaminations are shown in Talle 14
As explained in Se€. 5.2, the above confidence intervalsaie ¢
culated under the hypothesis that the observed counts ¢br ea
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nuclide are entirely due to a surface contamination of thiat n chain| Nuclide | Upper Limit 90% C.L.
clide in the corresponding depth. Again, this is a very conse [countgkeV/kg/y]
vative hypothesis. 219pp 2.6E-05
238y 238y 8.1E-07
Depth | Nuclide | Upper limit 90% C.L. =4y 1.4E-06
[Bg/cn?] 20Th 1.7E-06
0.0Lum | 2% 3.1E-09 *Ra 2.1E-06
226Rg 6.3E-09 218pg 5.1E-07
232Th 1.6E-09 Z2Th | 2%2Th 1.7E-05
212pi _
02um | U 3.8E-09 Bi 1.1E-04
226) _
232$a 7.6E-09 Table 15: Extrapolation to CUORE background from CCVRs lmalktamina-
h 2.0E-09 tion limits from Tabs[ID and11.
1um 238y 3.7E-09
22%Ra 8.9E-09
232Th 1.9E-09 82 Back Jf ; o
5m ey > 0E-00 ssi 8.2. Background from surface contamination
226Ra 5.4E-09 552 In a similar way, the CUORE geometricaffieiency for a
232Th 1.0E-09 ss3  surface contamination for several depths is estimated.cohe
10um 238y 1.7E-09 s« responding CUORE background is extrapolated using the for-
22°Ra 4.4E-09 sss - mula:
232Th 8.3E-10 Accur_suf £CUORE-surf g
_ a MC
Table 14: Upper limits at 90% C.L. for surface contaminatiéor different™ bkGcyore = AE Mcuore (8)
penetration length values. See text for details on the zlon of confidence o
intervals. ss7 - WhereAccvr_surf are the surface contamination values from Ta-

s blesI] an@J4s(2ORESUT is estimated via Monte Carl@ is
s the surface of the CUORE crystalsk = 60 keV andMcyore

0o = 0.75-988 kg
8. Extrapolation to CUORE background

L Depth | Nuclide | Upper limit 90% C.L.

In order to evaluate the contribution to the CUORE back- [countgkeV/kgly]
ground arising from crystal contamination, a simulatiorthbo 0.0Lm | %D 16E.03
for bulk and surface contamination reproducing the CUORE 238 8.9E-05
geometry and studying the contribution to the double beta de 226Ra 1.8E-04
cay (DBD) energy region is performed. 232Th 1.8E-05
Being interested in a conservative upper limit to the CUORE 02um | 2Pb 2 3E.04
background, in this extrapolation it has been assumed that 238 3.9E-04
CUORE crystals will have the same activity as crystals teste 226Rg 7.7E-04
in CCVRs. However, when CUORE will start the data taking, 22Th 1.5E-04
most of the?'%Po (and other short lived states) will have de- m 210pp 3 8E-04
cayed and thefliciency for pile-up rejection will be increased. 238y 1.2E-03
225Ra 2.9E-03
8.1. Background from bulk contamination 22Th 4.4E-04
The CUORE geometricalfiéciency for a uniform bulk con- 5um 2%p 4.3E-04
tamination of crystals iR'%Pb,?28U and?3?Th is estimated via 238y 1.3E-03
Monte Carlo, and the corresponding CUORE background at the **°Ra 3.4E-03
DBD energy region (Q-value 30 keV) is calculated using the 2Th 4.7E-04
formula: 10um 210pp 2.9E-04
=8y 7.1E-04
bkgCUORE _ AccvRr-bulk S%A%ORE bulk (7) 226R4 1.9E-03
AE 232Th 3.0E-04

where Accvrobuik are the values of'°Pb, 238U and232Th ac-
tivities from TablesI0 and 1%, .°RE K is evaluated from
Monte Carlo simulation andE = 60 keV.

The results are shown in Talplel15.
In the most conservative approach, considering the most ac- The results are shown in Taklile]16. Based on these results,
tive line ¢'2Bi), the following upper limit to the CUORE back- in the most conservative approach, a crystal surface contam
ground at the DBD energy due to bulk contamination of crgstal ination in CUORE within the limits estimated from CCVRs
is set: 1.1: 107* countgkeV/Kg/y. s« data, would yield a rate in the DBD energy region lower than

10

Table 16: Extrapolation to CUORE background from CCVRsaeefcontam-
ination limits from TableE11 anf_14.
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Figure 8: For each penetration depth, the upper limits at @0%for the count,s  [10]
rate at the DBD energy region are plotted. The values are otedpn??°Rg,,, [11]
line, and are due only to surface crystals contaminations. 618

619 [12]

5.5-1073 countgkeV/kg/y. This value corresponds to the worst
case: a contamination ##U and?3?Th at um and a contam-
ination in?1%Pb at 0.04m. This result is strictly dependent on
the density profile assumed for the contaminants distobuti
as can be seen in Fig. 8, where the upper limit at the 90% C.L.
for the rate in the DBD energy region (computed’éiRa line)

is plotted in function of contamination depth.

Conclusions

The CUORE Crystal Validation Runs (CCVRs) have been
carried out since the end of 2008 at the Gran Sasso National
Laboratories, in order to test the performances and the ra-
diopurity of the TeQ@ crystals produced at SICCAS (Shanghai
Institute of Ceramics, Chinese Academy of Sciences) for the
CUORE experiment.

In this work the results of the first 5 validation runs, are-pre
sented. The items under analysis are the background rate, th
bulk and surface contamination from several nuclides ard th
extrapolation to the CUORE background.

The CCVRs background rate shows a reduction with respect
to the one measured in CUORICINO in all the energy regions
considered. The bulk activity 3£°Po is measured to be within
the limit specified in the contract with the crystals produce
No indication of a bulk contamination from uranium and tho-
rium decay chains, as well as frai#?Pb (out of equilibrium), is
found. The upper limits are calculated to be within the cacttr
specification. No indication of a surface contaminationmfro
uranium and thorium decay chains, as well as frdf®b (out
of equilibrium), is found. Upper limits at 90% C.L. are calcu
lated for surface contamination from several nuclides amd f
different contamination depths.

An extrapolation to CUORE background from both bulk and
surface contaminations is performed, in the most conseevat
assumption that the CCVRs observed background is entirely
due to the bulk and the surface contamination respectively.
Considering only the contribution from bulk and surfacesery
tals contaminations, the following upper limits to the CUBR
background index in the energy region around the Q-value
of the neutrinoless double beta decay'#fTe are calculated:

11
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