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Abstract Photons preferentially Compton scatter perpendicular to the plane of po-
larisation. This property can be exploited to design instruments to measure the linear
polarisation of hard X-rays (∼10 – 100 keV). Photons may undergo two interactions
in the sensitive volume of the instrument, i.e. a scattering followed by an absorp-
tion. Depending on the materials used to detect these two interactions, the Compton
polarimeter can be classified as single-phase (same material for scattering and ab-
sorption detectors) or dual-phase (different materials). Different designs have been
studied and adopted, and current instruments are predominantly with sensors based
on scintillation- or solid-state detectors. X-ray polarimetry requires much higher
statistics than e.g. spectrometry or timing, thus systematic effects must be accu-
rately measured and accounted for. In this chapter we introduce the basic formalism
of the Compton effect; we describe the design schemes developed so far for scat-
tering polarimeters, including both the single-phase and dual-phase approaches; we
overview the calibration methods to reduce the systematic effects; and we describe
sources of background which affect the measurements.
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1 Introduction

The hard X-ray (∼10 – 100 keV) sky is populated by variable sources such as ac-
creting neutron stars, black holes and pulsars in our Galaxy, as well as extragalactic
Gamma Ray Bursts (GRBs) and active galactic nuclei. The Sun itself is also a source
of bright X-ray flares. Since the beginning of X-ray astrophysics, these sources have
been studied by accumulating images, spectra and time series. The measurement
of the polarisation of the emission is still lagging behind due to the difficulty in
developing instrumentation with an adequate sensitivity. Polarisation is an impor-
tant characteristic of the electromagnetic waves which emerge when a preferential
direction in the source is present and the emission mechanism is not spherically
symmetric, for example in case of synchrotron emission along a non-symmetric
magnetic field or scattering on a non spherically-symmetric distribution of matter.
The measurement of polarisation can thus provide new information on the emission
mechanisms of astrophysical sources (see Refs. [62, 88] and references therein).

The first pioneering measurement of the X-ray polarisation was obtained from
the Crab Nebula at 2.6 keV and 5.2 keV by the satellite OSO-8 in 1976 [100]. Using
the same instrument, the authors found an upper limit from the galactic source Sco
X-1 [101]. PolarLight, launched at the end of 2018 aboard the CubeSat Tongchuan-1
[34], measured again the polarisation of the Crab Nebula [68] and found a significant
detection of the polarisation of Sco X-1 in the 4 – 8 keV energy range [69]. At the
end of 2021, the NASA SMall EXplorer mission IXPE was launched to measure the
polarisation of X-ray sources in the soft X-ray band, 2 – 8 keV [103].

Initially, instruments designed for spectral and temporal studies were exploited
to measure the polarisation of galactic sources and GRBs in the hard X-ray band.
For some of these instruments the sensitivity to polarisation was specifically cali-
brated before launch, for others it was not. After this, several groups developed po-
larimeters based on Compton scattering and some of them conducted observations
on stratospheric balloons (e.g. GRAPE [73], PoGOLite and PoGO+ [17, 18, 20],
X-Calibur [1, 2, 57]) or even installed aboard a space station (e.g. POLAR [107]).
A satellite-borne instrument to measure the polarisation of X-rays of higher energy
(i.e. in the Compton scattering regime) with a sensitivity comparable to IXPE has
not yet flown.
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In this chapter we discuss how to exploit Compton scattering to measure the po-
larisation of hard X-rays. We start with the definition of the main physical quantities
related to the Compton scattering and we show how the most important performance
of a polarimeter (i.e. modulation factor and minimum detectable polarisation) is re-
lated to these quantities. We then describe the design solutions and the type of detec-
tors used to realise an actual polarimeter. We discuss the systematic effects and the
methods to calibrate the polarimeter, the main sources of background and mitigation
actions, and the different types of platform used to put such an instrument into orbit.
We conclude with a summary of the future perspectives from the technology and
science standpoints.

2 Definitions and useful formulae

A beam of X-rays can be described as an electromagnetic wave comprising cou-
pled electric and magnetic fields, which oscillate perpendicularly to each other
and the direction of wave motion. The temporal and spatial development of the
fields, and their coupling, is described by Maxwell’s equations. The conventional
description of a wave travelling in the z direction at the speed of light, c, is
E(z, t) = E0 cos(ωt−ωz/c−ϕ), where t is time, ω is angular frequency, and ϕ

is an arbitrary phase. Consequently, the x− y plane components are

Ex(t) = Ex(0)cos(ωt−ϕ1); Ey(t) = Ey(0)cos(ωt−ϕ2). (1)

The polarisation angle, ψ , is defined in a counterclockwise direction between E(t)
and the positive x-axis. In the general case, the electric field vector traces an elliptical
path in the x− y plane, resulting in elliptical polarisation. Circular polarisation is
obtained if |ϕ1−ϕ2|= 45◦. For the particular case where ϕ1 =ϕ2, linear polarisation
is obtained, and the electric field oscillates in a time-independent direction in the
x− y plane, with 0 ≤ ψ ≤ 180◦2. X-ray polarimeters developed thus far are only
sensitive to linearly polarised radiation.

If waves are emitted from a source with constant ψ , the wave is said to have a
polarisation fraction of 100%. Conversely, an unpolarised wave with zero polari-
sation fraction is formed when a source emits waves with random values of ψ . To
achieve emission with non-zero polarisation, an astrophysical source must therefore
have a net deviation from spherical symmetry in terms of physical or magnetic field
geometry.

The linear polarisation of an X-ray beam can be measured by determining a char-
acteristic angle when it interacts in a detector. The nature of the interaction de-
pends on the energy, E, of the incident X-ray. Below a few keV coherent (Rayleigh)
scattering from the atomic electron cloud is important. At higher energies (with
E � mec2 = 511 keV, where me is the electron rest mass), classical Thomson scat-

2 Although a wave-based formalism is adopted here, through wave-particle duality, polarisation is
also a property of individual photons through their spin.
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tering occurs. The incident (E) and scattered (E ′) X-ray energy are equal, i.e. the
electron does not recoil. Above ∼20 keV, Compton scattering dominates, which is
the focus of this chapter. The Compton effect is a form of incoherent scattering since
the energy of the photon (and consequently also the involved electron) is changed
after the interaction.

The differential cross-section for Compton scattering off a free electron in the
detector material, averaged over all polarisation states for the scattered photon, is
given by the Klein-Nishina relationship [58],

dσ

dΩ
=

3σT

16π

(
E ′

E

)2( E
E ′

+
E ′

E
−2sin2

θ cos2
φ

)
(2)

where σT is the Thomson cross-section (6.652× 10−29 m2) and the Compton equa-
tion states that,

E ′ =
E

1+ E
mec2 (1− cosθ)

. (3)

As shown in Figure 1, θ is the photon scattering angle and φ is defined as the
azimuthal angle between the scattering direction and the polarisation vector of the
incident photon. A common feature of the aforementioned scattering processes is
that photons scatter preferentially perpendicular to the polarisation (electric field)
vector. The recoil energy of the electron after the scattering is given by

∆E(θ) = E−E ′ =
E2(1− cosθ)

mec2 +E(1− cosθ)
. (4)

For a real scatterer the theoretical Klein-Nishina cross-section is multiplied by a
scattering function, which accounts for the distribution of atomic electrons and bind-
ing energies [32].

A graphical representation of the Klein Nishina scattering cross-section is shown
in Figure 2. As the incident energy of the photon increases, it is more likely to
forward scatter which results in a more isotropic azimuthal scattering angle distri-
bution. Because of this, Compton polarimetry is of limited use above the pair pro-
duction threshold (∼1 MeV). The low energy limit is defined when the photoelectric
interaction cross-section becomes dominant.

The polarisation parameters of the beam are encoded in the distribution of az-
imuthal scattering angles. This harmonic function is referred to as a modulation
curve, and may be parameterised as,

C(φ) = Acos(2(φ −ψ +π/2))+B (5)

where C(φ) is the number of scattered X-rays registered at a specified azimuthal an-
gle, and A, B are constants. The modulation factor, µ , is derived from the maximum
(Cmax) and minimum (Cmin) extent of the modulation curve as,

µ =
Cmax−Cmin

Cmax +Cmin
=

A
B
. (6)
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Fig. 1 A schematic representation of the Compton scattering geometry described by the Klein
Nishina relationship shown in Equation 2.

Fig. 2 The relationship between the Klein Nishina cross-section and the scattering angle, θ . The
photon travels along the horizontal axis from left (180◦) to right (0◦) and scatters off an electron
placed at the origin. The anisotropy of the azimuthal scattering angle is seen to decrease as the
photon energy increases.

The phase of the modulation curve defines the polarisation angle. In order to
determine the polarisation fraction, p, of the beam, the modulation response to a
100% polarised beam (preferably determined through experimental calibration, and
not only using computer simulations), µ100, is required since,



6 Ettore Del Monte, Sergio Fabiani and Mark Pearce

Fig. 3 The dependence of the modulation factor, µ , on the scattering angle, θ .

p =
µ

µ100
. (7)

The nature of the Compton scattering process presents an experimental chal-
lenge. For an ideal polarimeter, Figure 3 shows the scattering angle and incident
photon energy dependence of µ , where for N scattered photons,

µ(θ) =
Nmax(θ)−Nmin(θ)

Nmax(θ)+Nmin(θ)
=

( dσ

dΩ

)
φ=90◦ −

( dσ

dΩ

)
φ=0◦( dσ

dΩ

)
φ=90◦ +

( dσ

dΩ

)
φ=0◦

=
sin2

θ

E/E ′+E ′/E− sin2
θ
.

(8)
It is evident from Equation 8 and Figure 3 that forward- (θ = 0◦) and backward-
(θ = 180◦) scattered photons convey no polarimetric information. The highest mod-
ulation response is obtained at θ = 90◦ (where E = E ′, the Thomson scattering
limit). A practical polarimeter will integrate the scattered counts over a range of
angles in order to achieve reasonable efficiency, thereby reducing µ . Furthermore,
a polarimeter should be designed to ensure that single scattering events dominate
since multiple scatterings will wash out the polarisation signature. The maximum
value of µ is seen to decrease as the incident energy increases. Depending on the
polarimeter design, µ may therefore be energy dependent.

Fitting harmonic functions to the modulation curve provides an intuitive method
to extract polarisation parameters from a distribution of azimuthal scattering an-
gles. A more practical approach is to use Stokes parameters [89]. Unlike p and ψ ,
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these are additive (e.g. allowing straight-forward background subtraction) and are
statistically well-defined, being described by a bivariate normal distribution. An un-
binned analysis becomes possible, which avoids possible systematic effects arising
from fitting binned data. The prescription presented in Ref. [55] has been widely
adopted, where p and ψ are determined by forming a weighted sum of intensity
(I)-normalised Q and U Stokes parameters (Q=Q/I and U =U/I) for N photon scat-
tering events reconstructed in the polarimeter with polarisation angle ψi = φi−90◦,
where,

Q =
N

∑
i=1

wi cos(2ψi);U =
N

∑
i=1

wi sin(2ψi); I =
N

∑
i=1

wi. (9)

The weights, wi, can be used to compensate for systematic effects, e.g. variable
angular acceptance for the scattered beam due to the detector geometry, or to ac-
count for different exposure times for source and background measurements. For a
100% linearly polarised beam, Q = 1 (U = 1) for a beam polarised in the north-
south (northeast-southwest) direction respectively. In the absence of background3,
the values of p,ψ reconstructed by a polarimeter (pr,ψr) are given by,

pr =
2

µ100

√
Q2 +U 2;ψr =

1
2

arctan
(

U

Q

)
. (10)

The values of pr,ψr will only have Gaussian distributed uncertainties in the regime
where signal photons dominate the overall counting rate (arising from both signal
and background sources). This may be difficult to achieve when initially large data-
sets are subdivided, as required to determine the energy dependence of polarisation
parameters, or when temporal binning is needed, e.g. for phase resolved polarimetry
of pulsars or studies of prompt phase GRB emission. If p0 denotes the polarisation
fraction generated at a source, then even if p0 = 0, statistical fluctuations will result
in 〈pr〉> 0, i.e. the measurement is positive definite.

The Minimum Detectable Polarisation (MDP) [102] is an established figure-of-
merit for a polarimeter which can be used to determine if a polarisation measure-
ment is statistically significant. There is a 1% chance to measure pr ≥MDP for an
unpolarised beam. In Ref. [102] the MDP is defined at 99% confidence level as,

MDP =
4.29

µ100 Fs εA

√
Fs εA+Rb

tobs
(11)

where Fs is the source flux, ε is the polarimetric detector efficiency, A is the po-
larimeter detection area (with εA referred to as the effective area), Rb is the detected
background count rate, Rs = Fs εA is the signal count rate, and tobs is the on-source
integration time.

In Ref. [75] a method to calculate the bias on pr is presented for an analysis
framework using Stokes parameters. The importance of designing a mission with

3 Expressions including background can be found in Volume 4, Section 4 of this handbook: M. Kiss
and M. Pearce, Bayesian analysis of the data from PoGO+ (cross reference).
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an appropriate MDP performance is highlighted since for cases where a polarimeter
makes a measurement such that MDP/pr ∼ 1, pr will be over-estimated by ∼20%.

The MDP shows that values of µ100 and εA should be maximised to provide the
best polarimetric sensitivity. The emission from astrophysical sources is generally
expected to be weakly polarised. For a well-designed polarimeter with µ100 = 0.5
and with no background, 106 counts are required to obtain MDP = 1%. The magni-
tude of such a dataset poses a significant experimental challenge, as the instrument
response needs to be determined with comparable statistics. When comparing dif-
ferent polarimeter designs, it is useful to introduce a quality factor, Q, which, fol-
lowing from the definition of MDP, and in the absence of background, is defined as
Q = µ100

√
ε . This quantity may be energy dependent.

3 Polarimeter design

3.1 General concept of a Compton scattering polarimeter

A simplified schematic of a Compton scattering polarimeter is shown in Figure 4
from Ref. [32]. The scattering takes place in the central yellow rod and the pho-
ton is then absorbed in the external grey detector. As shown by the Klein-Nishina
cross-section in Equation 2, the most probable azimuthal scattering direction φ is
orthogonal to the polarisation vector of the incoming photon. Consequently, if we
measure φ we can reconstruct the polarisation of the X-ray beam.

In the limit of a non-relativistic interaction (E � mec2), the modulation factor
is maximum at θ = 90◦, i.e. orthogonally to the direction of the incoming photon
(see also Figure 3). By increasing the energy, the polar scattering directions peak
in the forward-direction (θ < 90◦, see Equation 8 and Figure 3), consequently, the
sensitivity to polarisation is highest in the plane orthogonal to the direction of the
incoming photons.

At least two interactions occur in a scattering polarimeter and the first one is
a Compton scattering. The larger the distance between the two interaction points
and the more finely segmented the sensitive volume, the better the precision of the
angular measurement. The most favourable condition occurs if the fraction of energy
released by the incoming photon in the scatterer is detected (see Equation 4) and the
scattered photon is subsequently stopped via the photoelectric effect in the absorber.
The choice of the materials of the scatterer and the absorber elements, as well as
their geometrical shape and spatial configuration, determine the capability of the
polarimeter to accurately reconstruct the polarisation.

In order to have a small MDP (in Equation 11), µ100 and the detection efficiency
should be maximised. However, by narrowing the angle of acceptance of the polar
angles θ around the peak of the modulation factor distribution, the efficiency in
detecting scattering/absorption events decreases and vice versa. Therefore, a trade-
off between modulation factor and detection efficiency is needed and this defines the
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Fig. 4 Schematic of the general concept of a scattering polarimeter, reprinted from Astroparticle
Physics, Vol 44, Sergio Fabiani et al., “Characterization of scatterers for an active focal plane
Compton polarimeter”, 91 – 101 (2013) [32] with permission from Elsevier. The scattering takes
place in the central yellow rod and the photon is then absorbed in the external grey detector. The
rod is few centimeters long and has a diameter of some millimeters. The angles θ and φ are defined
in Equation 2 and shown in Figure 1.

geometrical configuration of the polarimeter assembly. Moreover, to ensure a high
probability of Compton interaction one would have the scattering volume extended
parallel to the incoming photon direction, while maintaining a small transverse size
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(compared to the attenuation length) to minimise multiple scattering events, in order
to preserve the initial scattering direction needed to measure the polarisation.

The choice of materials of both scattering and absorbing elements is the other
key parameter. The scattering volume should maximise the probability of a Comp-
ton interaction, while minimising the photoelectric absorption that prevails at low
energy, thereby defining the low energy threshold of detection. Materials with a low
atomic number Z have a large scattering/absorption probability ratio, thus they are a
suitable choice as scatterers. On the contrary, materials with a high atomic number
are suitable as absorbers because they efficiently absorb via photoelectric effect the
scattered photon.

Figure 5 shows the mass attenuation coefficients for Rayleigh and Compton scat-
tering and for photoelectric absorption of LiH, plastic scintillator (under the com-
mercial name BC-404 or EJ-204), Si, CdTe (and the similar CdZnTe), CsI and Gd Al
Ga garnet (known as GAGG). In light materials like LiH (a typical passive scatterer)
and BC-404 or EJ-204 (active scatterers), the scattering process is favoured down
to about 9 keV and 21 keV, respectively. In some applications Si is used as scat-
terer, but the scattering energy threshold rises to about 57 keV. CdZnTe and CdTe
are proposed usually as absorbing materials. They are also proposed as scatterers in
imager detectors with polarimetric capability as a by product of Compton scattering
taking place in the detector, but efficiently only above∼260 keV for both materials.
Inorganic scintillators like CsI and GAGG(Ce) are suitable as absorbing materials
due to their high atomic number.

According to the definition in Ref. [25], Compton polarimeters can be classified
into two categories, depending on the materials used in the scatterer and in the ab-
sorber. A single-phase polarimeter has both the scatterer and the absorber made of
the same low Z material, whereas a dual-phase polarimeter comprises the scatterer
made of a low Z material coupled to an absorber made of a high Z material. This
design maximizes scattering and absorption probability in both materials, respec-
tively.

One can choose as scatterer a passive light material, like Li, LiH or Be. Detectors
based on these materials are usually called Rayleigh or Thomson polarimeters. They
operate in the medium hard X-ray energy band between 10 to 35 keV typically. It
is not possible to read out a signal from such a passive scatterer. On the other hand,
if an active scattering material is used, the capability to read out small amplitude
signals of Compton deposit in the scatterer is required. In this case, an efficient light
collection and an adequate quantum efficiency are crucial to reach a low energy
threshold of detection. For example a 20 keV photon scattered with a polar angle
θ = 90◦ in a plastic scintillator like BC-404 deposits about 750 eV in the scatterer
(see Equation 4). This energy is converted into a few photons (e.g. ∼10 photons in
BC-404 [32]) that need to be efficiently collected and detected. Such a capability,
also known as tagging efficiency [12, 32], is the efficiency of detecting a signal in
the scatterer when the scattered photon is detected in coincidence in the absorber.
Light attenuation and reflection losses in the scatterer material reduce the amplitude
of the light signal before readout. In addition, the light-yield becomes non-linear at
low energy, as described by Birks’ Law [77].
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Fig. 5 Mass attenuation coefficients for Rayleigh and Compton scattering and for photoelectric ab-
sorption of LiH, BC-404 plastic scintillator (and the equivalent EJ-204), Si, CdTe (and the similar
CdZnTe), CsI and GAGG(Ce).
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Depending on the aspect ratio of the scintillating element, a fraction of the scin-
tillation photons reaches the photo-sensor by means of total internal reflection. To
improve light collection a wrapping with reflecting or diffusing materials [48] is
employed. In addition to wrapping, the optical contact between the scintillating el-
ement and the photo-sensor surface is crucial. A coupling material is used in order
to minimize optical loss. This is achieved by matching the refraction index between
the sensor window and the scintillating material and by selecting a material that pro-
vides a good transmittance over the emission spectrum of the scintillator. Another
feature to take into account is the cross-talk between channels e.g. in a multi anode
photomultiplier tube. This effect arises mainly due to the broadening of the beam
of photoelectrons flowing from the photocathode to the first dynode, but it can be
induced also by incident light spreading in the glass entrance window4.

We report in Table 1 some relevant examples of scattering polarimeters or in-
struments with polarimetric capability that underwent some polarimetric calibration
before launch. An example of single-phase polarimeter, PoGOLite, is shown in Fig-
ure 6. A dual-phase scattering polarimeter is shown in Figure 4 where the central
scattering stage (yellow) and surrounding absorption stage (grey) are indicated with
different colors. In case an active scatterer is included in the detector, the central
yellow rod can produce a signal after the interaction of a photon. If the scatterer is
passive, no signal will be emitted.

3.2 Read out sensors for scattering polarimeters

As described in the previous section, different materials and detectors can be em-
ployed in the design of a scattering polarimeter. When designing the readout for
a light signal from a scintillating element, the amplitude of the signal is a cru-
cial parameter to take into account. Typically one is interested in reading the small
amplitude signals resulting from the energy deposited in the scattering stage (low
threshold). This can be achieved by employing multiplication detectors like Photo-
Multiplier Tubes (PMTs). When the design includes a matrix of scatterers, it can be
convenient to consider pixelated Multi-Anode Photo-Multiplier Tubes (MAPMTs).
PMTs and MAPMTs can reach a gain of the order of 106 and are characterized
by a very low dark current (∼ nA). They are not particularly affected by radiation
damage, that can induce the opalescence of the glass entrance window. The silica
glass windows are less affected by the transmittance reduction. There is no virtually
variation below 300 nm (and < 10% between 200 and 300 nm) after an irradiation
with a dose of 2.0× 105 Gy with X-rays (60Co) and a dose of 1.4× 1014 Gy with
neutrons4.

Reinforced (rugged) designs are typically available to survive launch vibrations
without reduction of performance. It may be difficult to fit PMTs in size-constrained
applications (e.g. CubeSats) because they require a high voltage power supply

4 “PHOTOMULTIPLIER TUBES Basics and Application”, 4th edition by Hamamatsu
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(∼1 kV) and the smallest devices have a minimum volume of some cubic cm. More-
over, the response of the PMT is strongly affected by external magnetic fields, and
high-permeability shielding (e.g. mu-metal) is usually required.

Patented in 1996, silicon photomultipliers (SiPM) have attracted considerable at-
tention as feasible replacements for PMTs. Their strengths are a smaller dimension
(essentially the thickness of a Si wafer), a medium voltage (< 100 V) power supply
and insensitivity to external magnetic fields. However, SiPMs are typically charac-
terized by a larger dark current [63], which can be reduced by operating the sensor
at a low temperature. The signal amplitude of the absorption phase, if a threshold
higher than 40 – 50 keV is acceptable, can be read out by such devices. The radiation
damage increases the dark current of SiPMs thus worsening their noise performance
and spectroscopic capability [6, 64, 86, 96]. For this reason, radiation damage is a
limitation that keeps PMTs and MAPMTs still competitive for in orbit use if an
energy threshold lower than about 40 – 50 keV is required [76].

Other silicon sensors used to read out organic scintillators of the absorption stage
in a polarimeter in orbit are the Avalanche Photo-Diodes (APDs) [50, 52, 110]. They
do not present the criticalities caused by the radiation damage that occurs for SiPMs
[23, 109]. Silicon Drift Detectors (SDD) have recently been proposed as readout
sensors for inorganic scintillators [31, 38].

Silicon detectors can be exploited as a scattering volume in a Compton polarime-
ter. This is the case of Double Sided Silicon Strip Detectors (DSSDs) used in Comp-
ton Telescopes that allow the Compton interaction point to be identified. Usually
these types of telescopes are not designed as polarimeters but their polarisation sen-
sitivity naturally arises due to the dependence on Compton scattering. Cross-strip
Ge detectors will be used for the Compton Spectrometer and Imager (COSI) NASA
Small Explorer mission [95]. In this case they act both as scatterer and absorber.

Sensors based on CdTe/CdZnTe are employed both in the absorbing stage to read
out scattered photon, but also in single-phase detectors providing both scattering
and absorbing signals [11]. Such designs include 2D and 3D CdZnTe/CdTe spec-
troscopic imagers with coincidence readout logic to handle scattering events and to
perform simultaneously polarisation, spectroscopy, imaging, and timing measure-
ments. However, the mass attenuation coefficient of Compton scattering in CdTe and
CdZnTe detectors equals the photoelectric absorption at ∼260 keV, thus the scatter-
ing process starts to be effective at energy about one order of magnitude higher than
with plastic scintillators. Gas detectors are also suitable to perform Compton po-
larimetry, both as detectors of the absorbing stage for photon energy lower than few
tens of keV and as detector of the scattering stage [60, 92, 93, 94].

In the next Sections we will discuss some relevant examples of instruments that
include previously discussed sensor technologies.

3.2.1 Single-phase scattering polarimeters

POLAR [106, 107] and its upgrade POLAR-2 [27, 47] are typical examples of
single-phase polarimeters. POLAR was a compact wide-field polarimeter devel-
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oped by an international collaboration of Switzerland, China and Poland, launched
on 15 September 2016 on-board the Chinese space laboratory Tiangong-2. POLAR
measured the linear polarisation of hard X-rays from GRBs and transient sources
between 50 keV and 500 keV using 25 identical modules comprising 64 plastic
scintillator bars read out by MAPMTs. The energy range was optimized for the de-
tection of the prompt emission of the gamma ray bursts. The design is now being
upgraded towards POLAR-2 with the aim to increase the effective area by an order
of magnitude. POLAR-2 will replace the MAPMTs with SiPMs, increase of sensi-
tive volume and will include many technological upgrades. POLAR-2 is expected
to be operative on board the Chinese space station in 2024.

Other examples of single-phase polarimeters are PoGOLite [15] and PoGO+ [18,
19, 21, 22], balloon-borne experiments that flew respectively in 2013 and 2016.
They were conceived for pointed observations, with a collimator placed in front
of an array of low Z plastic scintillator bars. High Z scintillators were present, but
employed as anti-coincidence system for background rejection. A picture of the
PoGOLite detector is shown in Figure 6.

An example of CdZnTe detector is the AstroSat imager CZTI, a coded aper-
ture telescope designed for hard X-ray observations, calibrated also on ground for
polarisation measurements [98]. It consists of a pixelated detector plane with a ge-
ometric area of 976 cm2, a pixel thickness of 5 mm and a size of 2.5 mm×2.5 mm.
The polarisation measurement is performed by detecting coincident events among
neighbouring pixels. In the 100 – 380 keV energy range the recoil electron has an
energy much lower than the scattered photon. Therefore, the pixel with the lowest
energy deposition is considered as the scattering pixel, while absorption is assumed
to take place in the other fired pixel. Pixels have a square geometry and the instru-
ment does not rotate. This detector reported the measurement of the Crab pulsar and
nebula polarisation in the 100 – 380 keV energy band [99] and the measurement of
polarisation of the prompt emission of GRBs [14]. The sensitivity of the AstroSat
CZTI as polarimeter is estimated with Geant4 simulations and is given in terms of
Modulation Factor and MDP in Ref. [13].

Compton telescopes are a class of hard X-ray / γ-ray detectors that exploits
Compton scattering for imaging and spectroscopy and have polarimetry as a by-
product of the detection technique. COSI [95], approved at the end of 2021 by
NASA in the SMEX program, employs double sided Ge detectors both as scatterers
and absorbers to perform polarimetry in the 0.2 – 5 MeV energy range.

Compton polarimetery has also been pursued in instruments not designed nor
calibrated for polarimetry. For example, the simulation of the INTEGRAL/SPI re-
sponse to a linearly polarised emission at any position angle is reported in Ref. [16].
The Compton mode of the pixellated detectors in the INTEGRAL/IBIS instrument
has been used for galactic sources [36, 87] and GRBs [41].
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Fig. 6 The PoGOLite detector is an example of a single-phase polarimeter. An array of hollow
active plastic scintillator collimators (∼3 cm opening) is seen protruding from the BGO antico-
incidence shield. A solid plastic scintillator scatterer (not visible) is attached to the base of each
collimator.

3.2.2 Dual-phase scattering polarimeters

Dual-phase scattering polarimeters can be subdivided into two sub-groups depend-
ing on whether the scatterer signal is read out (active scatterer) or not (passive scat-
terer). Polarimeters with passive scatterers operate in the elastic (Rayleigh) scatter-
ing regime. Identifying the temporal coincidence of signals from the scatterer and
the absorber is not possible. These instruments are sensitive to lower energies and
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the lower energy threshold depends on the transition between the photoelectric and
Rayleigh scattering probabilities (see Figure 5). Materials suitable for scattering el-
ements are typically light elements like Be, Li, LiH and different geometries are
possible [97]. Due to the fact that only the signal in the absorber is read out, back-
ground is typically relevant.

POLIX [84, 85] is an example of such a kind of polarimeter operating in the
5 – 30 keV energy range. The absorption stage consists of proportional counters.
X-Calibur [7, 8, 30, 44, 56] and the upgrade XL-Calibur [2] employ a Be rod sur-
rounded by a circumadjacent array of CdZnTe detectors as absorbers. SPR-N is
another example of a polarimeter with a passive scatterer and was launched in 2001
on board the past mission CORONAS-F. SPR-N measured the X-ray polarisation
in the energy ranges 20 – 40 keV, 40 – 60 keV and 60 – 100 keV [116, 117]. The
scattering elements were beryllium plates surrounded by six scintillation detectors.
Background discrimination due to charged particles was performed by means of a
phoswich detector (CsI(Na)/plastic scintillator). This detector was devoted to solar
flares X-ray polarimetry.

In the energy range where Compton scattering is effective, the capability to read
out the energy deposit in an active scatterer allows to significantly reduce the back-
ground of charged particles. There are many examples of such detectors as for ex-
ample PolariS [45] (based on the PHENEX design [42, 43, 54]) that consists of two
kinds of scintillator pillars, plastic and GSO, read out by MAPMTs.

New polarimeters are planned on board CubeSat missions like CUSP (CUbeSat
Solar Polarimeter [33]), approved in 2021 for a phase A study by the Italian Space
Agency. Plastic scintillator bars read out by MAPMTs act as scatters. The absorption
stage consists of GAGG(Ce) elements coupled to APDs.

Multi-purpose instruments eAstrogam [26] and AMEGO [74] are Compton tele-
scopes based on the dual-phase design. The trackers of both experiments are based
on layers of double sided Si strip detectors that allow to identify the Compton in-
teraction point and read out the track of the recoil electron. The absorption of the
scattered photon is performed by a segmented calorimeter. In this context it is also
worth notice the SGD Compton camera on board Hitomi [46, 90] consisting of Si
(scatterer) and CdTe (absorber) detectors. The performance of a prototype of the
Hitomi SGD in measuring the X-ray polarisation using polarised photons at the
Super Photon Ring – 8 GeV (Spring8) synchrotron radiation facility is shown in
Ref. [91]. The photon energy was 168 ± 1.4 keV, with a degree of polarisation of
92.5 ± 0.3% . The authors find a modulation factor of ∼ 82%.

Compton scattering can be exploited not only in solid state detectors, but also
in gas detectors such as the Electron Tracking Compton Camera (ETCC) [60, 92,
93, 94]. The ETCC is a gaseous three dimensional Compton camera with a gas cell
some tens of cubic centimetres filled with an Ar-based gas mixture. A pixel scintilla-
tor array made of Gd2SiO5:Ce (GSO) acts as an absorber of the Compton scattered
photons, while the track of the recoil electron is read out by means of a TPC based
on a micro-pattern gas detector (cross reference to the chapter by Black and Za-
jczyk in the same volume). The ETCC is expected to measure the initial direction
of the recoil electron more finely than solid-state trackers allowing a better angu-
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lar resolution and thus a significant reduction of background, thereby improving the
polarimetric sensitivity. Moreover, the coincident measurement of the scattered pho-
ton direction and the recoil electron allow the incoming direction to be constrained
event by event and thus allow to correct the spurious component in the modulation
due to inclined penetration for off-axis observations [65, 79]. A wide field of view of
up to 2π sr allows the observations of persistent sources as well as transient objects
including GRBs. Ref. [93] estimates for an ETCC comprising four 50 cm3 cells
an effective area of 280 cm2 at 200 keV and a Minimum Detectable Polariation of
about 10% for a 13 mCrab for an observation of 10 Ms.

Finally, the performance of stacked imaging detectors for hard X-rays used as
polarimeters is discussed in Ref. [80]. In the article, the stack is composed of two
imaging detectors, a low energy imager e.g. made of Si and a high energy one e.g.
composed of CdTe or CdZnTe. The authors find that this geometry has an extremely
low sensitivity to polarisation, with a quality factor Q (defined in Section 2) of the
order of 10−2 due to the small scattering probability in the detector for low energy
photons.

3.3 Electronics

The front-end electronics (FEE) is the analogue stage directly connected to the de-
tector, with the function to amplify and shape the signals produced by the detector
elements. Given the variety of detector types described above for the polarimeter, it
is impossible to sketch the design of a front-end electronics that may fit for all be-
cause the design needs to be adjusted on the specific characteristics (amplitude and
shape) of the signals produced by the detector elements. The use of miniaturised
Application Specific Integrated Circuits (ASICs) is widespread. The choice of cir-
cuit depends on the required functionality, the number of independent channels to
read and the power constraints.

Since the Compton effect involves two interactions, the use of an active scattering
stage in coincidence with the absorption stage for a time window ≤ 1 µs allows a
large fraction of the background to be rejected. Thus one of the main functions of the
Back-end Electronics (BEE) is the realisation of the coincidence window between
scattering and absorption stages. The interested reader is addressed to Ref. [66]
for details about the coincidence systems. If the detector includes PMTs, another
function of the BEE is the generation of the required high voltage, of the order of
hundreds to few thousands Volts. Ref. [66] explains how the high voltage stability
affects the gain stability of a PMT and shows examples of voltage divider networks.
In case a solid state sensor is involved, e.g. an APD or a SiPM, the bias voltage is
much lower, of the order of 10 – 100 V. Due to the strong variation of the gain with
temperature, SiPMs require a compensation circuit. Other functions of the BEE are
e.g. analogue to digital conversion of the signals from the FEE, configuration of the
ASICs by programming the registers or generation of the low voltages.
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Table 1 Examples of scattering polarimeters. Acronyms in the column Science Objectives: AGN
is Active Galactic Nucleus, BH is Black Hole, GRB is Gamma Ray Burst, NS is Neutron Star,
PWN is Pulsar-Wind Nebula, SNR is Supernova Remnant, XRB is X-ray Burst

Name Time Schedule Optics Field of view Energy Range Science Object. References

Thomson

POLIX launch 2019 no 3◦×3◦ 5–30 keV accretion pow-
ered pulsars,
BH

[84, 85]

SPR-N launched 2001 no - 20–100 keV solar flares [116, 117]

Compton sin-
gle phase

POLAR launched 2016 no ∼1/3 of full sky 50–500 keV GRB [106, 107]

POLAR-2 launch 2024 no - 20–800 keV GRB [27, 47]

PoGOLite launched 2013 no ∼ 2◦×2◦ 20–240 keV Crab emission [18, 19, 21]

PoGO+ launched 2016 no ∼ 2◦×2◦ 20–150 keV
Crab pulsar and
nebula, Cygnus
X-1

[18, 19, 21]

AstroSat
CZTI launched 2015 no - 100–380 keV

Crab pulsar and
nebula, bright
X-ray sources

[98, 99]

COSI
(Compton
telescope)

launch 2025 no wide 0.2–5 MeV
Galactic center
and bulge, SNR,
GRB, AGN

[95]

Compton dual phase

X-Calibur launched 2014,
2016 yes 8 arcmin at 20 keV 20–60 keV BHs, NSs, mag-

netars, AGN jets [7, 8, 30, 44, 56]

XL-Calibur Launched 2022 yes 10 arcmin 15–80 keV BHs, NSs, mag-
netars, AGN jets [2]

PolariS assessment (2022)
yes/no (also a
wide field
polarimeter)

10 × 10 arcmin2 10–80 keV
SNRs, BHs, ac-
cretion in X-ray
pulsars, GRBs

[45]

GRAPE
launched 2014
and 2016; LEAP
new design as-
sessment

no wide 50–500 keV
transient
sources, GRBs,
solar flares

[9, 10, 24, 53, 72, 73]

LEAP
Phase A (2022)

no wide 50–500 keV
transient
sources, GRBs,
solar flares

[71, 82]

PHENEX launched 2006 no 4.8◦ 40–200 keV Crab Nebula [42, 43, 54]

GAP launched 2010 no π sr 50–300 keV GRBs, Crab pul-
sar and nebula [111, 112, 113, 114]

SPHiNX Phase-A/B1
(2019) no ±60◦ 50–500 keV GRBs [108]

PENGUIN-
M

launched 2009,
lost

no - 20–150 keV solar flares [28]

PING-P launch af-
ter 2025

no - 20–150 keV solar flares [61]

Hitomi
SGD
(Comp-
ton camera)

launched 2016 yes narrow 50 keV – 200 keV Pulsars, BH
XRBs,AGNs,
supernova
remnanats

[46, 90]

eASTROGAM
(Compton
telescope)

assessment
(2022)

no wide 300 keV – 3 GeV persistent and
transient sources

[26]

AMEGO
(Compton
telescope)

assessment
(2022)

no wide 200 keV – 1 GeV Pulsars, XRBs,
AGNs, PWNs,
GRBs

[74]

ECCT
(Compton
telescope)

assessment
(2022)

no 2π > 100 keV Pulsars, XRBs,
AGNs, PWNs,
GRBs

[60, 92, 93, 94]
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4 Systematic effects and calibration

Laboratory calibration of a Compton scattering polarimeter with both polarised and
unpolarised beams is required to ensure that the uncertainty on polarisation param-
eters is limited by the number of registered Compton scattering events, and not
by instrument systematics. If the azimuthal detector response is not uniform, sys-
tematic effects will generate a spurious polarisation signal. For example, a source
with p0 = 10% will generate a signal with 5% modulation in a polarimeter with
µ100 = 0.5. This means that systematic effects must be identified and calibrated to
1%-level or better. The polarimetric response of flight instruments should therefore
be studied in detail in the laboratory before observations of celestial sources are un-
dertaken. We summarise in Figure 7 the main causes of spurious modulation and
the most important mitigation methods described in this section.

There is a variety of methods for generating beams of calibration X-rays. A con-
venient approach is to use radionuclide sources. The type of radionuclei dictates the
photon energy. Some sources provide predominantly monoenergetic emission, e.g.
241Am has dominant emission at 59.5 keV, while others emit at a number of ener-
gies, e.g. 152Eu. Photons from the source can be directed onto a low atomic number
material (e.g. plastic scintillator), whence photons Compton scattered through 90◦

are 100% polarised. For a 241Am source, the scattered beam (∼ 53 keV) can be se-
lected with a collimator and illuminate the polarimeter under test [17, 20, 98]. The
calibration of a recent balloon-borne polarimeter is exemplified in Figure 8. During
prototyping it may be useful if the emission of a polarised source photon generates
a trigger signal for the polarimeter data acquisition system. This is possible if the
plastic scintillator scatterer is read out by a photosensor, although, depending on the
source emission energy, the detection efficiency may be low due to the small energy
deposited in the Compton scattering interaction. At higher energies, a 22Na source
emits 511 keV photons back-to-back, and the polarisation of the photons is corre-
lated. If the polarisation properties of one beam are determined, the other beam can
be used to characterise an instrument [83].

X-ray tubes are suitable sources to produce X-rays with a high flux in a lab-
oratory environment. These devices produce characteristic lines, depending of the
anode material, superimposed to a continuum energy spectrum. The radiation po-
larisation depends on the energy and the geometry of the Bremsstrahlung process.
The polarisation vector of a Bremsstrahlung photon is parallel (low photon energy)
or orthogonal (high photon energy) to the plane identified by the photon wave vec-
tor and the electron momentum. The measured polarisation degree depends on the
integral of the observed radiation along the line of sight [40].

The generation of unpolarised X-rays (more precisely with a very low polarisa-
tion degree typically < 0.5%) can be achieved by means of X-ray tubes with an
edge-on geometry. The electron beam impinging on the anode is orthogonal to the
output window. Due to the circular symmetry with respect to the line of sight, the
polarisation cancel out and the observed beam is unpolarised. In general X-ray tubes
have a geometry such that the electron beam is orthogonal to the line of sight. In this
case the polarisation degree varies across the energy spectrum. Bragg diffraction at
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Fig. 7 Diagram summarising the main causes of the spurious modulation in a Compton-based
polarimeter and the mitigation methods.

45◦, by matching the photon energy with the crystal lattice, allows 100% polarised
photons [81] to produced. Another possible technique that allows to polarise X-rays
involves scattering on a passive scatterer element at 90◦ from the line of sight.

At a synchrotron beam facility the intensity and energy of the beam can be
varied, allowing a more systematic calibration process. The monoenergetic syn-
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Fig. 8 The PoGO+ balloon-borne polarimeter undergoing final calibration tests using a scattered
241Am beam. A picture of the detector is shown in Figure 6. The source is mounted on a x-y scan-
ning table, to allow the entire sensitive area of the polarimeter (∼ 300 cm2) to be systematically
illuminated by the small diameter (∼ 1 cm) beam. The calibration was performed at the Esrange
Space Centre in the days leading up to the launch, in order to confirm that transport operations did
not affect the polarimeter response.

chrotron beam can be polarised using a double-scattering silicon monochromator
[7, 10, 49, 59], resulting in a very high polarisation fraction (typically, ∼99%). A
practical challenge is that the beam diameter is small, ∼ 1 mm, compared to the
typical dimensions of a polarimeter sensitive area. For this reason, the polarimeter
needs to be mounted on a positioning stage to allow the beam to be scanned over
the polarimeter.

A Compton polarimeter is often constructed in a modular fashion from an assem-
bly of photon detectors. Before constructing the polarimeter, the photon detection
efficiency of individual detector elements can be determined and used to inform the
assembly arrangement and optimise the flat-field response. Residual systematics are
still inevitable due to, e.g., uncertainties in the detector element response and posi-
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tioning tolerances during assembly. Moreover, during flight operations, the detector
response can change for the following reasons: if detector elements malfunction;
due to variations in temperature or magnetic field environment; and (for longer mis-
sions) as a consequence of radiation damage and ageing effects. The response of
detector elements should ideally be monitored as observations proceed. This is pos-
sible using radioactive calibration sources integrated with the polarimeter, 511 keV
gamma-rays generated by cosmic-ray positrons impinging on the payload, as well
as stimuli which mimic the photon energy deposition, e.g. LED light injected into
scintillators. The POLAR GRB polarimetry mission [67] included four 100 Bq 22Na
sources, which were used in-flight to calibrate the instrument energy response but
did not address the polarimetric response. To date, in-flight calibration of a Compton
polarimeter using an integrated polarised source of photons has not been reported,
although it is done at lower energies for the IXPE photoelectric polarimeter [35].
Using celestial sources for calibration of a null polarimetric response is problem-
atic, since emission from all sources is expected to be polarised at some level (with
the probable exception of symmetric clusters of galaxies).

For instruments designed for pointed observation of sources, a straight-forward
way to mitigate response systematics is to continuously rotate the polarimeter
around the viewing axis. The rotation period should be shorter than the source (or
background) variability and many rotations should be accumulated during obser-
vations. Rotation provides a smooth distribution of reconstructed scattering angles
rather than the discretized curve that would otherwise arise when assuming center-
to-center trajectory between hit detector elements.

Rotation is not practical when observing brief transient sources, e.g. second to
minute duration prompt phase of gamma ray bursts, and response systematics must
instead be addressed using computer simulations. An exception was GAP [112],
whose spacecraft rotated with an angular speed of 1 – 2 rotations per minute to
tension a solar-sail spread using centrifugal effects.

Many polarimeter designs comprise a pixelated detector volume in which time-
coincident energy deposits are used to determine the azimuthal scattering angle. If
the detector pixels are not azimuthally symmetric, the modulation response will not
be harmonic. In this respect, a close-packed array of hexagonal elements is prefer-
able but difficult to realise for practical reasons, i.e. multi-pixel photosensors and
semiconductor sensors usually have square pixels. For pointed observations, rota-
tion will address the systematics generated by an array of square pixels, otherwise
response corrections are neeeded.

A spurious modulation response is also generated if incident photons impinge on
the polarimeter at some angle from the viewing axis (‘off-axis’). Well-collimated
instruments can minimise this problem. For some types of observation this effect
is unavoidable. For example, GRB events occur randomly on the sky and observa-
tions require a large field-of-view polarimeter. Since there is no time to slew the
viewing axis, the source is likely to be off-axis during observations. A variety of
approaches has been followed to remove the resulting response systematics. For ex-
ample, POLAR measured the polarisation properties for the prompt emission of 5
GRBs [115]. Following the scheme used by the GAP mission [113], polarisation
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parameters were extracted from the measured modulation curve through a χ2 com-
parison with 6060 simulated modulation curves which accounted for the instrument
response [59]. This approach required that the POLAR simulation model was well-
calibrated [67], and included a detailed mass modelling of the host Tiangong-2 space
station on which POLAR is mounted. The energy spectrum and sky location of each
GRB was determined by other missions, and was used as input to the simulation.

The CZTI instrument on-board the AstroSat mission is primarily designed for
X-ray spectroscopy, but can be used as a GRB polarimeter owing to the X-ray trans-
parency of the CZTI support structure [14]. In this case, modulation curves were
corrected by normalising the azimuthal distribution of the GRB by that for simu-
lated 100% unpolarised radiation, of the same spectrum and incident at the same
off-axis angle as the source.

As a complement to Monte Carlo simulations, a detailed analytical approach has
also been developed to study response systematics [79]. For polarimeters located
in the focal plane of X-ray mirror/optics, the impact on polarimetric response of
misalignment between the X-ray mirror/optics and the polarimeter needs to be de-
termined. The modulation signal will be affected by unpolarised sources which lie
within the telescope field-of-view, but offset from the pointing direction [29]. As
depicted in Figure 9 and Ref. [7], a synchrotron beam was used to study the effect
of an offset unpolarised beam on the X-Calibur polarimeter, which is mounted at
the focal point of an X-ray mirror with a 8 m focal length. The arrangement is sim-
ilar to the follow-on mission, XL-Calibur, shown in Figure 10. X-Calibur observed
the accreting neutron star GX301-2 [1] in 2018. Due to the long focal length of
hard X-rays, it is a considerable experimental challenge to conduct end-to-end po-
larimetric calibration of complete telescope assemblies. Since X-rays are focussed
using grazing incidence reflection, the impact on the polarisation properties of the
incident beam has been studied, and found to be negligible for the sensitivity of
current instruments [5, 51].

Knowledge of µ directly affects the precision of pr. Since pre-flight calibration
is conducted at discrete energies, the determination of µ for emission from celestial
sources requires computer simulations. Since instrument response is complex and
often non-intuitive, it is important to benchmark simulations using calibration data.
There are many instrumental effects which can act to modify µ , e.g. non-uniform en-
ergy thresholds for detector units, low energy quenching effects in scintillators [77],
poorly modelled detector spectral and spatial response, cross-talk between detector
channels [105], and the presence of passive materials. Balloon-borne instruments,
which operate at altitudes of ∼ 40 km, must account the effect of changing atmo-
spheric absorption much as the source elevation changes during an observation. For
instruments designed for the observation of GRBs, µ will depend on the location of
the GRB with respect to the polarimeter and the GRB energy spectrum. Since a GRB
polarimeter may not be optimised for such measurements, independent observations
of the GRB by standard instrumentation may be required. GRBs may therefore be
observed with µ poorly determined. This is exemplified in Ref. [75], where it is
shown that the relative increase in MDP is 1% (80%) for a relative uncertainty on µ

of 5% (25%).
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Fig. 9 The left panel shows distributions of the azimuthal scattering angle measured by the X-
Calibur polarimeter as a function of beam off-set (with respect to the optical axis of the polarime-
ter) for a non-polarised X-ray beam at the CHESS synchrotron facility. Beam offsets of ∼2 mm
introduce systematic asymmetries in the scattering angle distribution. Note that the asymmetries
are not sinusoidal, as expected from a polarised beam, and can therefore be identified through in-
spection of the modulation curve. In the right panel, the results of a Stokes analysis of the data
is presented in order to quantify the level of artificial polarisation created when the beam offset
is not accounted for. The reconstructed polarisation fraction is shown as a function of the beam
offset. The magnitude of the artificial polarisation signal is greatly reduced for offset magnitudes
< 3 mm, when a correction procedure based on the reconstructed first moments of the scattering
events is followed. This observation drives requirements on the alignment stability of the X-ray
mirror/polarimeter during flight. The figure is reprinted from Journal of Astronomical Instrumenta-
tion, Vol 3, Matthias Beilicke et al., “Design and Performance of the X-ray Polarimeter X-Calibur”,
1440008 (2014) [7] with permission from World Scientific Publishing. In the same publication, a
similar study is present for a polarised incident beam.

5 Background estimation and mitigation

Payloads operated outside of the Earth’s atmosphere are subjected to primary cos-
mic rays (p, e±, α), secondary cosmic rays (p, e±, γ), albedo particles created in the
atmosphere (n, γ), and the cosmic X-ray background. These components and their
effect on satellite-borne instrumentation are described in the chapter by Riccardo
Campana (cross reference). Here, we only give a brief description of the background
components for instruments on balloons and we concentrate on the mitigation mea-
sures to reduce the background in Compton scattering polarimeters.

In the hard X-ray band, observations are possible using balloon-borne missions
operating at an altitude of ∼ 40 km, where there are a few g/cm2 of residual atmo-
sphere overburden above the payload. The primary fluxes of particles are present,
but attenuated by the atmosphere. The dominant source of background therefore
stems from secondary particles produced during interactions of the primary radia-
tion with residual gas molecules in the atmosphere. For this reason, the nature of
the background depends on altitude and geomagnetic latitude. The energy spectra
and flux of background species depends on the location of the launch site, e.g. back-
ground rates for payloads launched from the NASA facility at Palestine, New Mex-
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ico (λ ∼ 50◦), are lower than those experienced by payloads launched from high
latitude facilities, e.g. Esrange in northern Sweden (λ ∼ 65◦) or McMurdo base in
Antarctica (λ ∼ 80◦). These latter two sites, however, permit long duration flights
which provides better signal statistics.

There are a variety of approaches to reduce the instrument background rate. As
for standard pointed X-ray instruments, aperture backgrounds can be reduced us-
ing collimators. The production of fluorescence X-rays in the collimator material
can be problematic and is mitigated using a multi-layer approach, e.g. a layer of tin
foil will absorb the 88 keV line X-ray produced in lead. A second standard solu-
tion is to house the polarimeter inside an anticoincidence shield, as demonstrated
in Figure 10. High-Z scintillators, such as CsI (Zeff = 54) and BGO (Zeff = 75) are
often used, and if thick enough will provide effective shielding against photon and
charged particle background. Even for thick shields, a background is likely from
high energy photons which interact in the shield and forward scatter (e.g. Figure 2)
into the sensitive volume of the polarimeter. This will introduce additional harmonic
components to the modulation curve, with the details depending on the spatial prop-
erties of the background, and ambiguity in resolving the scattering angle due to the
finite energy resolution of detector elements (i.e. confusing the Compton scatter and
photoabsorption site). If the shield is segmented, background anisotropies can be
independently studied in flight, which provides a useful diagnostic for understand-
ing systematic effects in measured modulation curves [19]. In instruments with an
active scatterer and absorber, a narrow (≤ 1 µs) temporal coincidence condition can
be placed on energy deposits when identifying a Compton scatter event, thereby
greatly reducing the background generated by random coincidences. In a similar
manner, the background in instruments utilising a passive scattering element can be
reduced by requiring a single hit in the surrounding pixelated absorber stage.

The neutron background can be reduced by encapsulating the instrument in
hydrogen-rich passive polyethylene shielding, which reduces the mean energy of the
neutron flux through repeated scatterings. The residual background will be highly
asymmetric since the neutron flux is predominately created below the payload. This
will impart additional harmonic components on the modulation curve in a similar
manner to photon leakage through an anticoincidence shield. The resulting increase
in instrument mass often renders this approach as impractical, although it was suc-
cessfully used in the PoGO+ mission [18]. Although ultimately dependent on in-
strument design, albedo neutrons (generated through secondary interactions in the
atmosphere) and photons (primary or secondary in origin) often dominate the back-
ground rate.

Background should be measured during observations. Since backgrounds may
vary with time, the best approach is to conduct on- and off-source observations si-
multaneously. Although feasible with some instrument designs, e.g. coded-mask,
it is usually more practical to intersperse on-source observations with off-source
(blank field) observations close to the observed X-ray source, with the pointing off-
set dictated by the instrument field-of-view (see for example Ref. [37]). In Ref. [55],
a prescription for optimising α = to f f /ton = fo f f /(1− fo f f ) = (1+Rs/Rb)

−0.5 is
presented, where a source (background) field is observed for a duration ton (to f f ),
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Fig. 10 An overview of XL-Calibur polarimeter and anticoincidence system [2]. X-rays incident
on the X-ray mirror (not shown) are focussed onto the 8 cm long Be rod inside the polarimeter.
An array of CdZnTe detectors, which surrounds the rod allows the azimuthal scattering angle to
be measured. The polarimeter is mounted inside an anticoincidence shield comprising an inverted
well, which covers the top (3 cm BGO thickness) and sides (4 cm BGO thickness) of the po-
larimeter, and a puck, which covers the bottom of the polarimeter (3 cm BGO thickness). The high
stopping power of BGO (7.1 g/cm2 density) mitigates particle and X-/γ-ray backgrounds present
in the stratosphere. More images of the XL-Calibur polarimeter can be found in Ref. [2].

such that fon and fo f f are the fractions of total observation time spent on- and off-
source respectively. When summing Stokes parameters derived for individual scat-
tering events, α can be incorporated in the weighting factor. The resulting MDP in
Equation 11 is then,
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MDP =
4.29
µRs

√
Rb + fo f f Rs

(1− fo f f ) fo f f
tobs (12)

Since Stokes parameters are additive, the polarisation parameters for a source can
be determined by subtracting the off-source Stokes parameter from the on-source
ones, where the off-source parameters are scaled according to α .

Two balloon missions are used to illustrate the consequence of this strategy for
observation of the Crab during a flight from the Esrange Space Centre in Sweden,
with an atmospheric overburden of ∼ 5 g/cm2. For the PoGO+ mission which flew
in 2016, Rs/Rb = 0.14 requiring on- and off-source of equal duration. For the XL-
Calibur mission, which is scheduled for launch in 2022, benefits from a design in-
corporating an X-ray mirror and a compact polarimeter, to obtain Rs/Rb = 6.6, such
that the off-source pointing is∼ 35% of the total observation time. For observations
of transient sources, such as GRBs, background can be determined with a data col-
lection scheme which allows polarisation parameters to be determined for a period
of time before the instrument is triggered by the transient event, e.g. by continuously
storing triggers in a ring buffer arrangement.

Background estimates rely on simulating the interaction of photons and particles
from the models of the background components in a mass model of the instrument
using the Monte Carlo method. Among the most widely used software codes for
this purpose are GEANT5 and MCNP6. The GEANT4 Monte Carlo toolkit [3, 4] is
a widely-used C++ software framework which allows the interaction of radiation in
detector materials to be modelled. This tool has a broad range of application during
mission development, covering the study of early-stage prototypes to performance
simulations for complete instruments mounted on a spacecraft. The scope and nature
of the physical interactions used in the simulation are specified in so-called physics
lists chosen at run-time. The physics lists are subject to revision as benchmarking
experiments are performed. The energy spectrum and geometry of the generation
surface for signal and background sources are specified by the user.

6 Operational Issues

Possible platforms to carry an instrument above the Earth’s atmosphere are, in as-
cending order of available observation time, sounding rockets (∼ minutes), high-
altitude balloons (∼ days) and satellites (∼ years). A particular case of satellites are
space stations, e.g. the International Space Station (ISS) or the Chinese Tiangong,
which host a human crew, fly in Low Earth Orbit and may have onboard research
programs with scientific instrumentation. The choice of a platform is a trade-off
involving the instrument mass, volume and power, the time available for the scien-
tific observation, the technology readiness of the instrument and finally the available

5 https://www.geant.org
6 https://mcnp.lanl.gov
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funds. The interested reader is referred to Ref. [104] for a thorough discussion on
this topic.

Assuming for a Compton polarimeter an energy threshold around 15 – 20 keV,
the Earth’s atmosphere has a 1/e transparency (i.e. 37%) at 40 – 50 km altitude [118].
This corresponds to the typical altitude of high-altitude balloons, that can thus be
effectively used as platforms for this type of polarimeter.

We have seen in the previous sections how the altitude and inclination of an in-
strument orbit affect the background of the detectors. In addition, detector elements
like scintillators and solid state read-out sensors may undergo radiation damage due
to particles in orbit. For example, some types of inorganic scintillators are “acti-
vated” by nuclear reactions with neutrons and charged particles. The decay elec-
trons and gamma rays produced by the reaction, with half-lives between less than a
second and days [39], give signals in the detector thus increasing the background.
Various techniques based on the coincidence between detector elements can be em-
ployed to mitigate this background component, as suggested in Ref. [39]. Solid state
readout sensors are extremely sensitive to the radiation damage in orbit, both Total
Ionising Dose and Displacement Damage (see for example Ref. [70, 78]). For this
reason, the instrument orbit and the type of detectors should be carefully optimised
when designing a Compton polarimeter.

Finally, as explained in Ref. [104], the selection of the platform for an instru-
ment is also affected by the location of the ground segment where the data will be
downlinked.

7 Future perspectives

We have shown how to exploit the Compton scattering to measure the linear polari-
sation of hard X-rays. We have discussed the main types of detectors involved in the
measurement and we have seen that scintillators, both low-Z and high-Z, as well as
thin CdZnTe detectors, are an important tool for this type of science.

From the decade of the 2000s, research and development activities, mostly mo-
tivated by medical physics, have improved the performance of solid state sensors
(e.g. SiPMs, APDs and SDDs) as read-out elements for scintillators by reducing the
noise and driving the miniaturisation of the device. The performance of this technol-
ogy is certainly adequate for the large number of photons emitted by the inorganic
scintillators employed as absorption stage, but not yet competitive with “classical”
photomultipliers for the small numbers of photons in the scattering stage. Radiation
damage is still a concern for some types of devices, e.g. SDDs and SiPMs. Further
development of solid state sensors aims to reduce the electronic (dark) noise and the
sensitivity to radiation damage.

Developed in 1999, the CubeSat standard is gaining importance as an inexpen-
sive and easy to adapt platform to build satellites with mass in the range 2 – 24 kg.
CubeSats are not only employed as technological demonstrators, but also as build-
ing blocks of satellites constellations for scientific research. CubeSats are already
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competitive with small satellites due to their low cost and short development time
and are expected to play an important role in the future for these reasons. We have
discussed the examples of PolarLight, which measured the polarisation of the Crab
Nebula and Sco X-1 in the soft X-ray band, and CUSP, a constellation aiming to
study the polarisation of solar flares in hard X-rays.

Stratospheric balloons will continue to play an important role in the development
of Compton polarimetry and allow initial scientific studies to be undertaken. Instru-
ment designs can be assessed in the near-space environment to inform the design of
future satellite missions. New scientific opportunities may be afforded by the devel-
opment of larger volume zero-pressure balloons, which can fly at altitudes above 40
km, as well as super-pressure balloons, which maintain a constant day/night altitude
during long-duration flights.
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