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Abstract: Spherical time projection chambers (TPC), also known as spherical proportional coun-
ters, are employed in the search for rare phenomena, such as light Dark Matter candidates. The
spherical TPC exhibits a number of essential features, making it a promising candidate for the
search of neutrinoless double beta decay (𝛽𝛽0𝜈). A tonne-scale spherical TPC experiment could
cover a region of parameter space relevant for the inverted mass hierarchy with a few years of data
taking. In this direction, the major R&D goal of the R2D2 effort is the demonstration of the required
energy resolution. First results from an argon-filled prototype detector are reported, demonstrating
an energy resolution of 1.1% FWHM for 5.3 MeV 𝛼 tracks in the 0.2 to 1.1 bar pressure range. This
is a major milestone in terms of energy resolution, paving the way for further studies with xenon
gas, and the possible use of this technology for 𝛽𝛽0𝜈 searches.
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1 Introduction

The Spherical Proportional Counter (SPC), or spherical time projection chamber (TPC), is a novel
gaseous detector concept which combines several promising features including good energy reso-
lution, low energy threshold, low background capability, and the possibility of instrumenting large
target masses. The detector was invented and initially developed in CEA Saclay [1], primarily aim-
ing to study low energy neutrino physics: neutrino oscillations, neutrino coherent elastic scattering
and Supernova neutrino detection [2, 3].

The detector consists of a large grounded spherical metallic vessel, which acts as the cathode,
and a small metallic spherical anode, with a diameter of order 1 mm at the centre. This simple
and robust structure allows large volumes to be readout with a single electronic channel. Thanks
to its low capacitance and high gas gain, the detector is capable of measuring very low energy
depositions, down to single electrons. Large target masses can be achieved, by operating large size
detectors at high gas pressure.

SPCs are employed in the search for light Dark Matter candidates, in the mass range between
0.1 and 10 GeV, by the NEWS-G collaboration [4–6]. The possibility to achieve a per cent level
energy resolution, the simplicity of the detector with only one readout channel, and the low material
budget, make SPCs an appealing option for the search of other rare phenomena, such as neutrinoless
double beta decays (𝛽𝛽0𝜈). This possibility has been investigated for a 136Xe-filled detector at a
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(a) (b)

Figure 1. (a) Actual realisation and (b) mechanical drawing of the R2D2 detector. The two hemispheres can
be seen as well as the pressure gauge, the HV connectors on top of the detector, and the large valve at the
bottom to allow for the insertion of a radioactive source.

pressure of 40 bars [7], suggesting sensitivity to the inverted mass hierarchy region, leading to the
establishment of the Rare Decays with Radial Detector (R2D2) R&D effort.

The first aim of the R&D effort is the demonstration of an energy resolution of 1% FWHM at
2.458 MeV, which corresponds to the transition energy (𝑄𝛽𝛽) of the 136Xe double beta decay. To
validate this critical aspect, and to fully characterise the detector response, a prototype has been
designed and constructed at CENBG: it has been operated with a gas mixture of 98% argon and 2%
methane.

The main goal of this paper is to present the first energy resolution measurements obtained
with the SPC prototype in argon: a value at the level of 1.1% was obtained with 5.3 MeV 𝛼 tracks.
This is the first time such an excellent energy resolution is achieved for an SPC in the MeV energy
range. It is also shown that the resolution does not depend on the track length, a critical feature
for the 𝛽𝛽0𝜈 decay search. Furthermore, detailed simulations are compared to the experimental
results to understand the detector response. Signal processing techniques are also explored, aiming
to exploit the detector characteristics and maximise the obtained information, for example to infer
the track direction and position.

2 Experimental setup

2.1 Detector description

The R2D2 setup consists of a 20 cm radius sphere which could contain about 10 kg of xenon at
a pressure of 40 bar. Given that high-radiopurity is not critical at this R&D stage, aluminium
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Gain 0.75 V/pC
Customizable gain Yes

Feedback 𝐶 𝑓 1.5 pF
Feedback 𝑅 𝑓 100 MΩ

Decay time 150 𝜇s
Baseline noise 920 𝜇V pp

Risetime 93 ns
SNR 1868

Linearity 1 fC to 2 pC

Table 1. Full specification of the OWEN preamplifier.

was chosen for the detector construction. This choice was driven by the in-house capabilities of
CENBG. The detector was built starting from two cylindrical blocks of aluminium which were
machined in order to form two hemispheres, and then bolted together as shown in Fig 1.

The anode, having a positive high voltage, is located at the centre of the grounded sphere,
leading to the drift of the ionisation electrons and their subsequent amplification to form the
observed signal. The sensor [8] consists of a 2 mm diameter stainless-steel sphere connected to an
insulated wire of 150 𝜇m diameter, which is held in place by a grounded supporting rod.

Readout electronics play a critical role, given the stringent requirements in terms of low noise
and immunity to radio frequency interferences (RFI) in order to achieve a good energy resolution.
Details on the specific developments are given in Sec. 2.2, whereas the main elements of the
electronic chain are listed below:

• High-voltage splitter. The high-voltage (HV) cable connecting the sensor to the power supply
is also used to extract the signal. To separate the signal a dedicated splitter box has been
prepared at CENBG.

• Preamplifier. A preamplifier for impedance matching, shaping, and amplification of the
signal is required before passing it to the acquisition card. A custom-made low-noise
resistive-feedback charge-sensitive preamplifier is used, with an adapted-frequency band-
width, designed at CENBG as part of the OWEN (Optimal Waveform recognition Electronic
Node) project [9].

• High-voltage power supply. HV power supply can be an important source of noise. A
commercial CAEN power supply, DT8034 [10], is used, with a current monitor at 0.5 nA
level and a voltage ripple below 10 mV.

• Data acquisition. The data acquisition (DAQ) is done using a CALI card read by the SAMBA
acquisition software [11].

2.2 Electronics

A charge-sensitive preamplifier was developed at CENBG in the framework of the OWEN project [9].
This circuit integrates the current signal from the sensor on the feedback capacitance 𝐶 𝑓 , then gen-
erates an output-voltage signal which is proportional to the original input charge 𝑄 registered
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The layout of the preamp (Figure 5) has been optimized for noise and parasitic 
capacitance. The pinout is pin compatible with the CREMAT CR-110, which is our 
reference. 
 

 
Figure 5: OWEN Charge Sensitive Preamplifier. 

In order to polarize the sensor, the preamplifier is coupled to a high voltage filter 
described in the simplified circuit above. A noise measurement was made under these 
conditions. For comparison, with the high voltage filter, the equivalent noise charge for 
the CREMAT CR-110 is 856e- and 566e- for the OWEN preamp (figure 6a 6b). 
 

    
Figure 6a: Baseline noise measurement (CREMAT on left, OWEN on right) 

 

    
Figure 6b: Response of 1fC input charge (CREMAT on left, OWEN on right) 

 

 
 
 
 
 

(b)

Figure 2. (a) Simplified circuit of the OWEN charge sensitive preamplifier with polarisation. The dashed
box represents the HV splitter box. (b) Final realisation of the OWEN charge sensitive preamplifier.

by the central anode. The architecture of the preamplifier is based on the established design by
T.V. Blalock [12]. Usually, the preamplifier uses a Field Effect Transistor (FET) as an input element
associated with a bipolar transistor to form a cascode. In order to improve the gain bandwidth
product (GBW), a transistor T1 used as a current amplifier is inserted between the FET and the
bipolar transistors, as shown in Fig. 2(a).

The layout of the preamplifier shown in Fig. 2(b) has been optimized in terms of noise,
frequency bandwidth, and parasitic capacitance. The pinout is pin compatible with the CREMAT
CR-110-R2 [13], which was used for the first tests of detector stability. The preamplifier is coupled
to a high-voltage filter shown in the dashed box of Fig. 2(a).

The specifications of the OWEN preamplifier can be found in Tab. 1. The noise performance
was characterised with dedicated measurements. The HV splitter was based on an existing one
developed for the SEDINE [14] detector and an optimization for the R2D2 detector is foreseen
for a possible further reduction of the electronic noise. The gain of the CREMAT preamplifier is
1.4 V/pC whereas for the OWEN preamplifier a gain of 0.75 V/pC was measured. This difference is
due to an additional amplification stage which was avoided in the OWEN preamplifier. The OWEN
preamplifier meets the low noise requirements needed by the R2D2 detector and it was therefore
chosen as the baseline option. In addition, the OWEN preamplifier has the advantage of having
customizable parameters allowing for a better matching between the filter and the preamplifier
bandwidth acceptance.

2.3 Operation

For a good detector performance, contamination of the gas volume with electronegative impurities
has to be minimised. In particular the presence of oxygen would result in a loss of signal which would
be more important for electrons drifting longer distances, thus degrading the energy resolution. The
used gas mixture is certified to have contamination at the level of 1 ppm, which is expected to be
sufficient for these studies.
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Figure 3. (a) 210Po 𝛼 source setup. The colour code represents the initial direction of the emitted 𝛼-particles
which corresponds to the one used in the plots showing the output of the simulation. (b) Schematic drawing
of the experimental setup showing the central sensor support and the 210Po 𝛼 source.

The detector has been heated for several weeks at 80°C in order to reduce the material outgassing
during operation, and it is systematically pumped to a vacuum at the level of 10−6 mbar before each
filling. A vacuum of 10−6 mbar corresponds to a purity of 5 ppb at 1 bar, which is negligible with
respect to the gas purity of 1 ppm. The vacuum tightness was measured with an helium-leak tester
and no leak was observed at the level of 5 × 10−9 mbar/s. The main contribution to vacuum loss is
due to outgassing of materials and a value of 2 × 10−6 mbar/s was measured, which ensures good
detector operation for several weeks. To test the detector response and resolution, a radioactive 𝛼

source was used. Although the final experiment will observe electrons, it is challenging to contain
them in the current detector volume at low pressures, therefore, 𝛼 particles were used, despite their
ionisation quenching [15].

A 210Po source producing 𝛼 particles of 5.3 MeV with an activity of 4 Bq was used, allowing
to quickly evaluate the detector gas gain. The main drawback of such a source is the electric field
distortion due to the source itself and its support, shown in Fig. 3(a)). Although the source is on
the outer surface (see Fig. 3(b)) to minimise potential perturbation of the electric field, a weak
distortion could still be present being more relevant for short alpha particle tracks i.e. at high
pressure. Furthermore some 𝛼 particles lose part of the energy in the source casing yielding a low
energy tail which may affect the resolution.

The detector is sensitive to acoustic and electronic noise, as well as to temperature variations. To
work in the best available conditions, the R2D2 prototype was installed at the PRISNA facility [16]
at CENBG, where the temperature is kept constant within 1◦C and human activity is reduced as
much as possible. All the electronic devices were grounded to a large metallic plate on which the
detector is hosted. To reduce vibrational noise impacting the baseline stability, and therefore the
resolution, the sensor supporting rod has been mechanically decoupled from the rest of the detector
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Figure 4. Electron transport parameters ((a) drift velocity, (b) transverse and (c) longitudinal diffusion
coefficients) as a function of the electric field in Ar:CH4 98%:2% as estimated by Magboltz at 200 mbar and
1.1 bar.
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Figure 5. Electric field strength 𝑟 = 2 mm versus angle from the vertical.

through a joint as shown in Fig. 3(b). Due to such a mechanical decoupling, a sizable impact on
the noise reduction at low frequencies was observed: a factor of about 2 at 60 Hz. For the next
prototype, a dedicated system to reduce vibration on the central sensor will be developed.

3 Simulation

The framework presented in Ref. [17] has been used to simulate the experimental set-up, combining
Geant4 [18], a toolkit for the simulation of particle interactions with matter, and Garfield++ [19, 20],
a toolkit for the detailed simulation of gaseous particle detectors. Garfield++ interfaces to Heed [21],

– 6 –



2−10 1−10 1 10 210 310 410
 Electric Field Strength [V/cm]

6−10

5−10

4−10

3−10

2−10

1−10
 A

tta
ch

m
en

t C
oe

ffi
ci

en
t [

1/
cm

]
 (98%:2%) 200 mbar4Ar:CH

 Contamination2O

5 ppm 

1 ppm 

0.5 ppm 

0.2 ppm 

0.1 ppm 

0 ppm 

(a)

2−10 1−10 1 10 210 310 410
 Electric Field Strength [V/cm]

6−10

5−10

4−10

3−10

2−10

1−10

 A
tta

ch
m

en
t C

oe
ffi

ci
en

t [
1/

cm
]

 (98%:2%) 1.1 bar4Ar:CH

 Contamination2O

5 ppm 

1 ppm 

0.5 ppm 

0.2 ppm 

0.1 ppm 

0 ppm 

(b)

Figure 6. Attachment coefficient as a function of electric field strength for different levels of𝑂2 contamination.
(a) for Ar:CH4 98%:2% at 200 mbar, and (b) for the same gas mixture at a pressure of 1.1 bar.

for particle interactions, and Magboltz [22], for modelling electron transport parameters in gases.
The electric field in the detector is described using the ANSYS [23] finite element software.

In Fig. 4, the drift velocity, as well as the longitudinal and transverse diffusion coefficients
are presented for the two gas pressures considered in this study i.e. 200 mbar and 1.1 bar. The
gain of the gas mixture is typically governed by the Townsend coefficient, however, in gas mixtures
like Ar:CH4 the Penning effect is observed. The methane ionisation potential is lower than the
ionisation potential of argon, and de-excitations of the latter may lead to ionisation of the former.
In the calculations a transfer probability of 15% [24] was used.

Typically, the sensor design includes a correction electrode. A voltage is applied to this
electrode aiming to improve the electric field uniformity in the hemisphere near the anode support
rod. This is optimised by studying the electric field strength as a function of the zenith angle, at a
fixed distance from the centre of the detector. This is presented in Figure 5, where a clear variation
in the electric field strength versus angle when no correction voltage is applied can be seen, and an
optimal correction of approximately −150 V is obtained.

This simulation is further used to investigate the properties of the events, and complement
the studies performed on the data. An initial application of the simulation to study the effect
of electro-negative impurities is discussed. The attachment coefficient for 98% Ar and 2% CH4
at 200 mbar with different levels of O2 contamination are presented in Fig. 6. The pure gas
mixture exhibits attachment in regions with large magnitude of the electric field, whereas oxygen
contamination results in attachment in regions with low magnitude of the electric field. Due to the
1/𝑟2 radial dependence of the electric field, the latter corresponds to the vast majority of the gas
volume. The probability of an electron to initiate an avalanche as a function of its initial position
is shown in Fig. 7(a), for different levels of impurities, at 200 mbar with anode voltage at 720 V.
The corresponding probability at 1.1 bar with anode voltage at 2000 V is shown in Fig. 7(b). These
results highlight the importance of minimising impurities in the gas.
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Figure 7. The survival probability of an electron as a function of its initial position for different levels of O2
contaminations: (a) for Ar:CH4 98%:2% at 200 mbar and an anode voltage of 720 V, and (b) for the same
gas mixture at a pressure of 1.1 bar and anode voltage of 2000 V.

4 Signal analysis

The mean drift time of primary electrons depends on their production position, with typical drift
times in the tens of 𝜇s. During their drift, electrons are also subject to diffusion, with a standard
deviation that increases with the cube of the drift distance, which results in significant temporal
dispersion. Subsequently, electrons reach the high-field region, approximately 1 mm from the
anode, and the developed avalanche results in ions that slowly drift outwards, reaching the cathode
surface in several seconds. The ion induced signal is reduced rapidly with radius, and its majority
is produced in the first few hundred 𝜇s of their drift. However, the 150 𝜇s time constant of the
amplifier, in combination with the effects discussed earlier, leads to a significant ballistic deficit. This
is corrected for by removing the electronics response from the raw waveform through deconvolution.

Initially, the raw amplifier waveform 𝑆(𝑖) of 4166 samples, which is digitised at a sampling
frequency 𝑓𝑒 of 2.08 MHz with a transient located at 50% of the waveform length, is obtained and
a baseline correction to zero is applied. In order to attenuate possible RFI, appropriate composite
filtering is used [25, 26] depending of the observed level of noise, as shown in Fig.8. The waveform
is further renormalised to the impulse response of the amplifier following:

𝑆(𝑖) = 𝑆(𝑖)/(𝑅𝐶/𝑡𝑒) (4.1)

where 𝑡𝑒 = 1/ 𝑓𝑒 and 𝑅𝐶/𝑡𝑒 =
∑𝑛=∞

𝑛=0 𝑒 (−𝑛𝑡𝑒/𝑅𝐶) .
The deconvolution is performed in the frequency domain, and as a cross-check also in the

temporal domain [27, 28]. For each waveform, a threshold is applied at 1% of the waveform
maximum amplitude and the first sample crossing the threshold defines the start for the determination
of the observables. An example is shown in Fig. 9(a), while in Fig. 9(b) a simulated pulse produced
by a 5.3 MeV 𝛼 particle is shown for comparison. In the following, the variables related to signal
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Figure 8. Fourier transform of the average waveform before filtering (blue), for the front parts of waveforms
not containing a transient (orange), and after filtering (green).

amplitude or integral are given in DAQ units (ADU) whereas the temporal ones in 𝜇s. Three
observables are extracted from the raw signal:

• The pulse integral, 𝐶𝑡 , between threshold crossing and last recorded sample.

• The maximum amplitude, 𝑀𝑎.

• The rise time, 𝑅𝑡 , defined as time between threshold crossing and maximum amplitude.

For the deconvoluted signal, four primary observables were constructed:

• The pulse integral, 𝑄𝑡 , between threshold crossing and last recorded sample. This should
equal 𝐶𝑡 and serves as check of the deconvolution.

• The pulse duration, 𝐷𝑡 , defined as the time over threshold.

• The pulse full width at half maximum, 𝐷ℎ.

• The maximum amplitude, 𝐴𝑑 .

From these observables, additional quantities are derived to facilitate characterisation of the event:

• The peak time 𝑃𝑡 , giving the sample location of the signal maximum 𝑃𝑡 (𝑠), as a percentage
of 𝐷𝑡 , using : 𝑃𝑡 = 𝑃𝑡 (𝑠)/𝐷𝑡 (𝑠). It indicates the location of the maximum of signal in units
of 𝐷𝑡 , and gives the direction of the track relative to the anode as shown in Fig. 10.

• 𝐷𝑖 = 𝑄𝑡/𝐷ℎ aiming to quantify the temporal distribution of the primary electrons at their
arrival at the anode, which could be sensitive to the average distance of the track to the
cathode.
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Figure 9. (a) Real pulse with definition of observables used for the raw signal and for the deconvoluted one.
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– 10 –



0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35
Ma [ADU]

20

40

60

80

100Rt
 [

s]

100

101

Ev
en

ts
(a)

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35
Ma [ADU]

20

40

60

80

100Rt
 [

s] Simulation
720V, 200mbar Ar/CH4 (98/2%)

1.0

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.0

In
iti

al
 

 d
ire

ct
io

n 
co

s

(b)

Figure 11. 2D distribution of rise time Rt versus maximal amplitude of raw signal Ma for (a) data and
(b) simulation. The ballistic deficit makes the Ma variable not suitable for reconstructing the 𝛼 energy.

In Fig. 11 the 𝑅𝑡 versus 𝑀𝑎 are presented, which are the traditional variables used to analyse
events [29]. In Fig. 12, the deconvoluted variables are shown, demonstrating that ballistic deficit is
accounted for. These are directly compared with the simulation and a good agreement is observed.
As an example, in Fig. 12(a) the 𝑄𝑡 variable does not depend on 𝐷𝑡 for tracks fully contained in the
gas volume, seen as a vertical accumulation at 𝑄𝑡 of approximately 15500 ADU. Furthermore the
track duration 𝐷𝑡 exhibits a dependence on the emission angle, as highlighted by the simulation in
Fig. 12(b).

Some characteristics of long tracks can be inferred from the introduced observables. Specif-
ically, the peak time allows estimation of the track direction relative to the anode. For a track
which is subject to a significant energy deposit at its end, i.e. Bragg peak, the deconvoluted signal
must show a peak corresponding to this deposit. Therefore, a track pointing towards the anode,
corresponding to configurations of tracks labelled 1 and 2 in Fig. 10, will present a maximum close
to the beginning of the signal, leading to a 𝑃𝑡 in the range 0 to 30%, as confirmed by the simulation
in Fig. 12(d). In case of tracks hitting the cathode, for which the Bragg peak is therefore not present
(e.g. configuration represented by label 4 in Fig. 10.), the interpretation of 𝑃𝑡 in terms of track
direction is more complex. These cases point out the limits of this simple model.

The observable 𝐷𝑖 , which is shown in Figs. 12(e) and 12(f), can be interpreted by comparing
to the simulation, where it could be related to the average distance of the track to the cathode and the
shape of the current signal. For tracks stopping in the cathode, the current signals are bell-shaped
with a 𝐷𝑖 slowly increasing with energy deposition. This is no longer the case for tracks stopping
inside the gas, below cos 𝜃 = −0.6, i.e. 𝑄𝑡 >15000 ADU and 𝐷𝑖 >500 ADU/𝜇s, for which the
signal shape is dominated by the presence of a Bragg peak which breaks the bell-like symmetry of
the signal.

The main features of the presented understanding are checked by locating in the three-
dimensional space (𝑄𝑡 , 𝐷𝑡 , 𝑃𝑡 ) the events produced by the 210Po source. As shown in Fig. 13,
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Figure 12. Example of 2D representation of events for different observables for data at 200 mbar and 720 V
((a) Dt vs Qt, (c) Pt vs Qt, (e) Di vs Qt) and corresponding simulation ((b) Dt vs Qt, (d) Pt vs Qt, (f) Di vs
Qt). For the data the colour indicates the number of events in the bin whereas for the simulation the colour
indicates the original 𝛼 direction: cos 𝜃 = −1 for tracks going towards the central anode and cos 𝜃 = 0 for
tracks emitted orthogonally to the radial direction. The figures were made with about 14000 events without
any selection cut, corresponding to about half an hour of data taking.
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Figure 13. (a) 3D-plot of the observables (Qt, Dt, Pt) measured for the 210Po source at a pressure of
200 mbar. (b) The corresponding plot obtained from simulation, with the marker colours indicating the
initial 𝛼 direction, as in the previous figures.

these three observables could be exploited for the classification of events inside the detector. These
observables offer a wide range of tools for event reconstruction and to probe various event configu-
rations and topologies. Further dedicated studies will be required to demonstrate and quantify the
potential for event discrimination and background suppression.

5 Results

5.1 Detector stability

The detector stability in terms of gas gain was monitored using the 210Po 𝛼 source. To disentangle
detector effects from temperature or electronics response variations, in each run a square pulse was
injected in the test input of the pre-amplifier with frequency of 0.5 Hz.

The first few hours after switching on the HV were discarded to allow the detector to reach
stable operation. Subsequently runs of 30 minutes each were recorded for a period of two weeks.
The pulse integral was converted into equivalent reconstructed energy using the 5.305 MeV 𝛼 peak
of the 210Po source and assuming linear response, as shown in Fig. 14. These two peaks were
fitted with Gaussian functions to obtain the mean and its uncertainty. These data were collected
with a commercial CR-110-R2 CREMAT preamplifier [13], with the addition of two protection
diodes, and are not used to evaluate the energy resolution. No discharges were observed and the
preamplifier was eventually replaced by OWEN, described in Sec. 2.2, with the advantage of having
integrated protection diodes and reduced baseline fluctuations. The signal integral as a function of
time is shown in Fig. 15. The generator pulses are rather stable as expected (blue line), nonetheless
for the first two days an increase of the signal is still observed. Similar behaviour is observed for
𝛼 signals (red line). The pulse generator data allow to disentangle variations of the gas gain, by
correcting for electronic gain variations.
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Figure 15. Time variation of the integral for generator pulses (blue line), 𝛼 signal (red line) and 𝛼 signals
corrected according to the generator pulse value (green line).

Once the signal is corrected for electronic gain variation, a gas gain loss as a function of time
is observed. This is expected and it amounts to approximately 0.05%/ℎ. This can be corrected
offline and allows for good quality data taking over several weeks. Furthermore, this effect can be
suppressed further by reducing leaks and materials outgassing, and by recirculating the gas through
an oxygen removal cartridge.
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Figure 16. Two dimensional plot of signal width at half maximum Dh versus the measured charge Qt of the
5.3 MeV 𝛼 signal at 1.1 bar and 2000 V.

5.2 Energy resolution

The OWEN preamplifier was used to estimate the energy resolution. A baseline noise, quantified
as the RMS variation of the baseline in a single event, of about 8.2 ADU, and a baseline stability,
defined as the RMS of the mean baseline of all events, of 13.1 ADU, were obtained. The width
of the reconstructed pulse generator signal corresponds to an intrinsic energy resolution of 0.5%
FWHM at the 𝛼 peak. This is driven by the electronic chain – preamplifier, DAQ, HV – and may
be the ultimate limiting factor. The OWEN project aspires, among other things, to develop a low
noise readout to further reduce this contribution.

The signal treatment presented in Sec. 4 was applied to data taken at 1.1 bar with a voltage of
2000 V on the central anode. Events are selected with a pulse width at half maximum, 𝐷ℎ > 65 𝜇s
to remove the low energy tail seen Fig 16. As shown in Fig. 17(a), the reconstructed 𝑄𝑡 exhibits a
resolution of 1.2% FWHM. The low energy tail, arising from events depositing energy in the source
support, has been excluded from the fit. This resolution includes a smearing due to the source itself,
estimated to about 0.4%, and for possible inhomogeneities on the central anode (i.e. different gain
depending on the starting point of the ionisation electrons).

The energy resolution dependence on track length is important as electrons emitted in 𝛽𝛽

decays are expected to leave long tracks. This is studied by collecting data at a pressure of 200
mbar. An anode HV of 720 V was used, providing the same gain as obtained in the 1.1 bar dataset.
At this pressure 𝛼 particles leave tracks of approximately 20 cm, a five-fold increase with respect
to 1.1 bar. An improved energy resolution of 1.1% FWHM is obtained, as shown in Fig. 17(b),
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Figure 17. Integral of the 5.3 MeV 𝛼 signal at (a) 1.1 bar and 2000 V and at (b) 200 mbar and 720 V. The
Gaussian fit in red shows an energy resolution of 1.2% FWHM and 1.1% FWHM respectively.

demonstrating a robust energy resolution as a function of the track length.
By statistically subtracting the contributions of the read-out electronics and the source support,

an energy resolution resolution of 0.97% is obtained. Scaling the measured energy resolution of
1.1% at 5.3 MeV to the𝑄𝛽𝛽 of 2.458 MeV, assuming a

√
𝐸 dependence, yields a resolution of 1.6%.

It is noted that for Ar:CH4 98%:2%, the expected intrinsic energy resolution due to stochastic
fluctuations of the number of generated electrons-ion pairs is estimated to be 0.24%. These results
are expected to further improve for xenon, where the W-value is lower than argon [30–32]. The
excellent energy resolution achieved and the demonstration of the independence to track length are
important milestones for the R2D2 project and a future 𝛽𝛽0𝜈 search with a spherical TPC.

5.3 Discussion on the obtained results

To investigate the energy resolution in different regions of the gas volume, the 200 mbar dataset
was categorised based on 𝐷𝑡 , effectively selecting on 𝛼 emission angles, as shown in Fig. 12(b).
Three regions were selected: 120 – 150 𝜇s, 150 – 180 𝜇s and 180 – 210 𝜇s, corresponding to
average cos 𝜃 values of approximately -0.95, -0.85, and -0.75, respectively. For angles smaller than
cos 𝜃 ≈ −0.6 the 𝛼 particles only partially deposit their energy in the detector before hitting the wall.
The reconstructed energy distributions for the three categories and for the inclusive selection are
shown in Fig. 18. Compatible energy resolutions are obtained in these three regions, demonstrating
independence with respect to the track direction. The relative variation in the mean reconstructed
energy for the different regions is 0.37%, well below the estimated energy resolution.

The 𝛼 tracks used in this analysis are fully contained in the bottom hemisphere of the detector,
far from the anode support rod. In this region the electric field is to a good approximation that of
an ideal spherical detector, as shown in Fig. 19. Distortion of the electric field by the supporting
rod is a known effect, and a number of approaches are proposed to mitigate this, e.g. applying a
correction voltage [8, 33]. This is further discussed in Sec. 6.

To test the resolution in different regions of the detector, a simulation has been performed in
which 5.3 MeV 𝛼 particles have been uniformly generated throughout the detector volume. The
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simulation was performed with a correction voltage of −150 V applied, and the resolution is shown
in Fig. 20 for events in which tracks are entirely contained in either the top (i.e. with the supporting
rod) or bottom hemisphere of the detector. A FWHW of ≈ 1.2% is observed in both hemispheres,
similar to the resolution of events from a single source measured in this paper. A ≈ 3% difference
is seen in the mean value of 𝑄𝑡 in each hemisphere, however a further tuning of the correction
voltage is expected to fix it it and make the two histograms of Fig. 20 overlap. Given the simulation
outcome, and the ongoing R&D described in Sec. 6, it can be reasonably assumed that the desired
energy resolution can be achieved throughout the detector.

6 Future improvements

The search for 𝛽𝛽0𝜈 decay will feature a xenon-filled SPC at 40 bar pressure. Based on the
experience acquired from this work, a dedicated detector, certified for high-pressure operation, is
being designed. This detector will be used to study the energy resolution at high pressures and,
importantly, using xenon gas. Given its high cost, the use of xenon will be enabled through the use
of a recuperation system. This is currently under preparation at CPPM, and is based on cryogenic
pumping using liquid nitrogen.

A further critical aspect is the xenon gas purity. The electron drift velocity in xenon is about
two orders of magnitude smaller than in argon, and the probability of a signal reduction due to
electronegative impurities is much larger. It is, thus, foreseen that the xenon gas will be flushed
through an oxygen capture cartridge to suppress contamination and a recirculation system is under
construction to systematically purify the gas between runs.
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Figure 20. Energy resolution for events contained in the top and bottom hemispheres respectively.
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The electric field uniformity will be further improved, particularly in the hemisphere containing
the rod. In addition to the correction electrode approach studied in Sec. 5.3, further improvements are
expected through the application of a degraded high voltage along the rod, reproducing the voltage
distribution of the ideal sphere. This is currently under study by CEA Saclay and Birmingham.
Furthermore, the use of a gaseous 220Rn source would provide uniform distribution of events in the
detector volume.

High pressure operation poses challenges in terms of anode voltage and electric field strength
at large radii. This problem is resolved by the “ACHINOS” multi-anode sensor [33, 34], providing
the additional possibility of coarse track reconstruction. To suppress the effect of avalanche
fluctuations to the energy resolution, operation in ionisation mode is also under consideration.
These developments would be maximally exploited by corresponding improvements in the read-
out electronics, namely an optimized high-voltage filter to further reduce the electronic noise, as
discussed in Sec. 2.2, and the possibility of performing multi-channel readout for the ACHINOS
sensor.

7 Conclusions

The R2D2 project aims to search for 𝛽𝛽0𝜈 using a tonne-scale xenon-filled spherical TPC. A
crucial element in this endeavour is achieving an energy resolution of approximately 1% FWHM
at 2.458 MeV, the 𝑄𝛽𝛽 of 136Xe. A first prototype was constructed at CENBG and characterised
with argon. The main characteristics of the ionisation track, distance and direction relative to the
anode, are inferred through pulse shape analysis. An energy resolution at the level of 1.1% was
achieved with 𝛼 particles at 5.3 MeV, corresponding to 1.6% at 2.458 MeV. The energy resolution is
maintained for both point-like and extended energy deposits, a critical finding given that electrons
in the 𝛽𝛽0𝜈 search will have lengths of several centimetres. A number of potential improvements
are identified which, together with the lower W-value of xenon with respect to argon, open the way
for the required resolution to be achieved in xenon measurements.

Acknowledgments

The authors would like to thank the IdEx Bordeaux 2019 Emergence program for the OWEN grant
for the “Development of a custom made electronics for a single channel time projection chamber
detector aiming at the discovery of neutrinoless double beta decays, and for possible applications
in industry”. In addition we thank the CNRS International Emergency Action (IEA) for the “E-
ACHINOS” grant supporting the collaboration between CENBG and Birmingham University. We
thank the CENBG technical staff. We thank M. Chapellier for providing the Po source and for
useful discussions. Discussions with R. Veenhof are acknowledged. This project has received
funding from the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation programme under the
Marie Skłodowska-Curie grant agreement no 841261. K. Nikolopoulos acknowledges support by
the European Research Council (ERC) grant agreement no 714893.

– 19 –



References

[1] I. Giomataris et al., “A Novel large-volume Spherical Detector with Proportional Amplification
read-out,” JINST, vol. 3, p. P09007, 2008.

[2] Y. Giomataris and J. Vergados, “Neutrino properties studied with a triton source using large TPC
detectors,” Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A, vol. 530, pp. 330–358, 2004.

[3] Y. Giomataris and J. Vergados, “A Network of neutral current spherical TPC’s for dedicated
supernova detection,” Phys. Lett. B, vol. 634, pp. 23–29, 2006.

[4] G. Gerbier et al., “NEWS : a new spherical gas detector for very low mass WIMP detection,”
astro-ph.IM/1401.7902, 1 2014.

[5] Q. Arnaud et al., “First results from the NEWS-G direct dark matter search experiment at the LSM,”
Astropart. Phys., vol. 97, pp. 54–62, 2018.

[6] I. Savvidis et al., “Low energy recoil detection with a spherical proportional counter,” Nucl. Instrum.
Meth. A, vol. 877, pp. 220–226, 2018.

[7] A. Meregaglia et al., “Study of a spherical Xenon gas TPC for neutrinoless double beta detection,”
JINST, vol. 13, no. 01, p. P01009, 2018.

[8] I. Katsioulas et al., “A sparkless resistive glass correction electrode for the spherical proportional
counter,” JINST, vol. 13, no. 11, p. P11006, 2018.

[9] https://r2d2.in2p3.fr/owen.html.

[10] https://www.caen.it/products/dt8034/.

[11] E. Armengaud et al., “Performance of the EDELWEISS-III experiment for direct dark matter
searches,” JINST, vol. 12, no. 08, p. P08010, 2017.

[12] “Instrumentation électronique en physique nucléaire (mesures de temps et d’énergie),” 1968.

[13] https://www.cremat.com/CR-110-R2.pdf.

[14] A. D. Fard et al., “Background reduction of a spherical gaseous detector,” AIP Conf. Proc., vol. 1672,
no. 1, p. 070003, 2015.

[15] J. Lindhard, V. Nielsen, M. Scharff, and P. Thomsen, “Integral equations governing radiation effects,”
Mat. Fys. Medd. Dan. Vid. Selsk, vol. 33, no. 10, pp. 1–42, 1963.

[16] http://www.cenbg.in2p3.fr/-Plateforme-PRISNA-.

[17] I. Katsioulas et al., “Development of a simulation framework for spherical proportional counters,”
JINST, vol. 15, no. 06, p. C06013, 2020.

[18] J. Allison et al., “Recent developments in Geant4,” Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A, vol. 835, pp. 186–225,
2016.

[19] R. Veenhof, “GARFIELD, recent developments,” Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A, vol. 419, pp. 726–730, 1998.

[20] H. Schindler, “Garfield++ user guide,” 2019.

[21] I. Smirnov, “Modeling of ionization produced by fast charged particles in gases,” Nucl. Instrum. Meth.
A, vol. 554, no. 1, pp. 474 – 493, 2005.

[22] S. Biagi, “Monte Carlo simulation of electron drift and diffusion in counting gases under the influence
of electric and magnetic fields,” Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A, vol. 421, no. 1, pp. 234 – 240, 1999.

[23] ANSYS®, “Academic research mechanical, release 19.1.”

– 20 –



[24] O. Sahin, I. Tapan, E. Ozmutlu, and R. Veenhof, “Penning transfer in argon-based gas mixtures,”
JINST, vol. 5, no. 05, p. P05002, 2010.

[25] S. W. Smith, The Scientist and Engineer’s Guide to Digital Signal Processing. USA: California
Technical Publishing, 1997.

[26] R. G. Lyons, Understanding Digital Signal Processing. USA: Addison-Wesley Longman Publishing
Co., Inc., 1st ed., 1996.

[27] V. T. Jordanov, “Deconvolution of pulses from a detector-amplifier configuration,” Nucl. Instrum.
Methods. Phys. Res. A, vol. 351, no. 2, pp. 592 – 594, 1994.

[28] N. S. Nahman and M. E. Guillaume, “Deconvolution of time domain waveforms in the presence of
noise,” Tech. Rep. Technical Note 1047, National Bureau of Standards, 1981.

[29] NEWS-G Collaboration, “Spherical Proportional Counter: A review of recent developments,” J.
Phys. Conf. Ser., vol. 1029, no. 1, p. 012006, 2018.

[30] J. Weiss and W. Bernstein, “Energy required to produce one ion pair in several noble gases,” Phys.
Rev., vol. 103, pp. 1253–1253, Sep 1956.

[31] E. Aprile and T. Doke, “Liquid Xenon Detectors for Particle Physics and Astrophysics,” Rev. Mod.
Phys., vol. 82, pp. 2053–2097, 2010.

[32] J. J. Gomez-Cadenas, F. Monrabal Capilla, and P. Ferrario, “High Pressure Gas Xenon TPCs for
Double Beta Decay Searches,” Front. in Phys., vol. 7, p. 51, 2019.

[33] I. Giomataris et al., “A resistive ACHINOS multi-anode structure with DLC coating for spherical
proportional counters,” JINST, vol. 15, no. 11, p. 11, 2020.

[34] A. Giganon et al., “A multiball read-out for the spherical proportional counter,” JINST, vol. 12,
no. 12, p. P12031, 2017.

– 21 –


	1 Introduction
	2 Experimental setup
	2.1 Detector description
	2.2 Electronics
	2.3 Operation

	3 Simulation
	4 Signal analysis
	5 Results
	5.1 Detector stability
	5.2 Energy resolution
	5.3 Discussion on the obtained results

	6 Future improvements
	7 Conclusions

