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Abstract: As a prototype detector for the SHiP Surrounding Background Tagger (SBT), we
constructed a cell (120 cm × 80 cm × 25 cm) made from corten steel that is filled with liquid
scintillator (LS) composed of linear alkylbenzene (LAB) and 2,5-diphenyloxazole (PPO). The
detector is equipped with two Wavelength-shifting Optical Modules (WOMs) for light collection
of the primary scintillation photons. Each WOM consists of an acrylic tube that is dip-coated
with a wavelength-shifting layer on its surface. Via internal total reflection, the secondary photons
emitted by the molecules of the wavelength shifter are guided to a ring-shaped array of 40 silicon
photomultipliers (SiPMs) coupled to the WOM for light detection. The granularity of these SiPM
arrays provides an innovative method to gain spatial information on the particle crossing point.
Several improvements in the detector design significantly increased the light yield with respect to
earlier proof-of-principle detectors.

We report on the performance of this prototype detector during an exposure to high-energy
positrons at the DESY II test beam facility by measuring the collected integrated yield and the signal
time-of-arrival in each of the SiPM arrays. The resulting detection efficiency and reconstructed
energy deposition of the incident positrons are presented, as well as the spatial and time resolution
of the detector. These results are then compared to Monte Carlo simulations.
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1 Introduction

In the SHiP experiment proposed for a future CERN SPS Beam Dump Facility (BDF) [1, 2], the
large evacuated decay volume of the Hidden Sector (HS) detector is surrounded by a veto detector
enabling the tagging of muons in the energy range between about 1 GeV and up to 400 GeV entering
the vessel from the sides, as well as reactions of muons and neutrinos in the decay vessel walls
and their vicinity. For active detector material, it is foreseen to surround the decay vessel with
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liquid scintillator (LS), since only this will be able to provide optimal hermeticity. The name of
this veto detector is thus the SHiP Surrounding Background Tagger (SBT), or LS-SBT – indicating
the usage of liquid scintillator (LS). As a benchmark, the SBT should be able to detect with high
efficiency the energy depositions of minimum ionising particles (MIPs) that have minimum path
length through the liquid scintillator layer of the LS-SBT. Background rejection studies of muon
or neutrino deep-inelastic reactions in SHiP have used this energy threshold for the LS-SBT and
assumed a > 99 % detection efficiency for such an energy deposition [3]. Additional requirements
for the SBT are a time resolution in the nanosecond range and good spatial resolution in order
to locate the origin of possible background reactions in time and space [3]. Future studies will
explore how to further exploit the time and spatial information to identify the nature of background
events (muon or neutrino-induced) which can help to validate the prediction of the background, and
how to avoid the possible false veto of a true signal due to SBT activity originating from a proton
interaction in the beam dump target that is close in time with the proton interaction that produced
the signal.

The steel support structure of the SHiP decay vessel naturally provides a cell-like segmentation
for the SBT. Each of these cells will be completely filled with LS and equipped with dedicated
photosensors. The latter are inspired by the proposal of Wavelength-shifting Optical Modules
(WOMs) for the upgrade of the water(ice)-Cherenkov neutrino telescope IceCube: Low-cost large-
area photodetectors that also exhibit low noise [4, 5]. This will be the first application of such
WOMs for a liquid scintillator detector, while the first IceCube WOM modules are going to be
installed during the next South Pole deployment season [6].

The LS-WOM detector technology has been tested and further advanced in three test beam
campaigns at CERN and DESY, studying prototype cells of varying size and with different
readout technologies [2, 7]. With a previous detector cell of volume 120 cm × 80 cm × 25 cm
constructed from stainless steel and filled with a LS of linear alkylbenzene (LAB) and 2 g/l
2,5-diphenyloxazole (PPO), for particles crossing the detector at the largest distances from the
WOM light sensor, the required detection efficiency of 99 % could not be reached [2].

The following measures for increasing the light yield were thus identified in order to fulfil the
requirements for the Surrounding Background Tagger defined by the SHiP LoI [3]:

1. Purification of the LS to increase the light attenuation length, particularly within the fluor
emission range below 400 nm (PPO emission maximum at ∼360 nm).

2. Improving the inner wall reflectivity of the LS detector cells for the scintillation photons.

3. Increasing the absorption probability of the scintillation photons in the WOM coating.

4. Optimising the optical coupling between SiPM arrays and WOMs.

These improvements have since been implemented and will be described in more detail below.
The performance of a new full-size prototype detector has been studied in a dedicated positron
exposure campaign in October 2022 at the DESY II test beam facility [8], and the results of these
measurements are compared to a Monte Carlo simulation of the detector cell response. Even though
the response of the LS-SBT to the used positron beam of various energies is different from MIPs,
the study is well-suited for an initial detector characterisation. We further complement these studies
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with measurements conducted at a dedicated small-scale laboratory setup, allowing us to compare
the performance of different WOM coating procedures. Here, also the capability of reconstructing
the location of the primary light source within the detector based on the integrated yield distribution
measured by the SiPM array is demonstrated.

2 General design of the SHiP LS-SBT and basic concept of WOM-LS detector cells

The SBT veto detector surrounding the SHiP HS decay volume has to fulfil two primary criteria:
It needs to provide an active medium with versatile shape that perfectly fills the gaps in the support
structure of the vacuum vessel, combined with a high veto efficiency above 99 % in detecting energy
depositions typical for minimum ionising particles. To this end, the LS-SBT concept will comprise
the following elements:

SHiP decay vessel and segmented geometry of the LS-SBT: Along the original SPS proton
beam direction, the frustrum-shaped SHiP decay vessel will have a length of ∼50.0 m, with a
rectangular aperture of 1.0 m × 2.7 m at its front and 4.0 m × 6.0 m at its rear end, respectively. It
is currently planned to be constructed from 20 mm-thick S355JO(J2/K2)W corten steel sheets. To
avoid bending of the evacuated structure, the decay vessel walls (on the sides, as well as on the top
and bottom) will be reinforced on the outside by a regular pattern of stiffening members. These
stiffening members are made from 30 mm-thick corten steel, 20 cm in height, and oriented either
perpendicular to the beam direction (called “vertical”) or approximately along the beam direction
(called quasi-”horizontal”). In beam direction, the vertical stiffening members will be parallel to
each other with a distance of 80 cm, while the distance of the horizontal stiffening members will
slightly increase along the length of the decay vessel. The cuboid structures defined by the (inner)
decay vessel wall and the stiffening members will be welded closed with (outer) corten steel sheets
of 20 mm thickness. The resulting cells are then filled with liquid scintillator – thus composing the
LS-SBT enveloping the SHiP decay vessel and covering the complete holding structure with active
detector material. The thickness of the LS layer surrounding the decay vessel is defined by the
stiffening member height of 20 cm, and the typical area of the cells is 80 cm × O(1 m) in “vertical”
and “horizontal” directions, respectively. An overall number of ∼1500 cells will contain a volume
of about 150 m3 liquid scintillator. Fig. 1 illustrates the segmented cell-like structure of the decay
vessel.

Each LS-SBT cell is instrumented with two wavelength-shifting optical modules inserted into
the cell from the outside at equal distance from the two vertical stiffening members of the cell (see
Fig. 2 for a schematic drawing). The cylinder-symmetric geometry of the WOM tubes ensures
efficient collection of scintillation light emitted from any point within the cell. Signals from two
individual WOM tubes will provide better timing and spatial information on the interaction of a
particle with the active detector material, and also better uniformity in detector response over the
cell area than a single WOM could deliver.

Liquid scintillator: Organic liquid scintillators (LS) are an inexpensive and versatile detector
medium that can be employed to realise large active volumes. In recent decades, they have often
been used in low-energy neutrino observatories (300 t → 20 000 t scale). Chemical purification
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Figure 1: Schematic illustration of the LS-SBT cell segmentation defined by the the SHiP decay
vessel structure (not to scale). Left: Inner steel walls of the SHiP decay vessel. Middle: Addition
of "vertical" stiffening members at distances of 80 cm. Right: Addition of "horizontal" stiffening
members, creating the SBT cell structure. The cells are then closed from the outside by corten steel
sheets (not shown). Courtesy A. Miano

Figure 2: Schematic drawing of one LS-SBT cell showing the positions of the two WOM tubes
inside the cell.

techniques enable the creation of scintillators of ultra-high radio and optical purity, thus allowing
placement of the light sensors on the outer edges of the volume even for large detectors [9–12].

The setup presented for the SHiP LS-SBT consists of comparatively small LS cells equipped
with optical sensors that are most sensitive in the near-UV range, with a sharp drop in acceptance
at the visible blue spectrum. The liquid scintillator employed consists of only two components:
The solvent linear alkylbenzene (LAB), which is widely used in present-day neutrino detectors
due to its high transparency and chemical inertness [11, 12], and the fluor 2,5-diphenyloxazole
(PPO) esteemed for its high quantum efficiency, fast fluorescence time of 1.6 ns (direct excitation),
and good chemical solubility. The combination of LAB with 2 g/l of PPO provides a favourable
primary light yield of ∼ 104 photons per MeV. The PPO emission spectrum peaks at ∼360 nm,
which is in a range where the light attenuation length of raw LAB is of the order of meters. Due to
absorption by both solvent and fluor, the effective spectrum of scintillation light shifts to ∼390 nm
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after travelling several meters. This self-absorption can be mitigated by optical purification of the
LAB (see Section 3.1).

WOM light sensors: A Wavelength-shifting Optical Module (WOM) is a transparent tube (typ-
ically made of quartz glass or PMMA) that is coated with a layer of wavelength-shifting (WLS)
dye (e.g. by using dip-coating), thus providing a large active surface [4, 5]. The coating can be
on only the outside of the WOM tube, or on both outside and inside. For the SHiP LS-SBT, we
have chosen to employ a coating procedure that applies the coating to both outer and inner WOM
PMMA tube walls, in order to maximise the absorption probability of the scintillation photons.
When a UV photon passes the WLS layer, it will get absorbed by a WLS molecule with a probability
that depends on the WLS layer thickness, according to the law of Beer-Lambert. Subsequent to
absorption of the UV photon, a secondary photon of longer wavelength – typically in the visible
range of the electromagnetic spectrum – will be emitted. If the WOM is surrounded by a medium
of much smaller refractive index (e.g. air), most of the isotropically emitted secondary photons
will fulfil the condition of total reflection when reaching the WOM walls. For the SHiP LS-SBT,
the WOMs are placed inside transparent PMMA vessels, separating the WOMs from the LS and
creating a layer of air around them. By using a double-walled vessel structure enclosing the WOM
tube on both its outside and inside by concentric PMMA vessel walls, the LS can still fill a part of
the inner WOM volume (see Section 6, Fig. 18 for details).

Neglecting absorption and scattering losses, up to 74.6 % of the secondary photons emitted
from a molecule inside the WLS layer will be reflected at the WOM tube surface and guided towards
the ends of the WOM tube [5]. Photosensors, such as photomultiplier tubes (PMTs) or arrays of
silicon photomultipliers (SiPMs), thus only have to cover this exit area (i.e. the WOM tube diameter
or ring surface) to collect the majority of secondary photons.

In the case of the SHiP LS-SBT, the WOM tubes will have a length of 200 mm, an outer
diameter of 60 mm, and and a wall thickness of 3 mm. Each of these WOMs is instrumented at one
end with a ring-shaped array of 40 3 mm × 3 mm-SiPMs.

To illustrate the WOM working principle, Fig. 3 shows examples of secondary photon paths
obtained from a Geant4-based Monte Carlo simulation [13]: A primary UV photon hits the WOM
surface and is absorbed inside the WLS layer, then a secondary photon of wavelength >400 nm
is re-emitted from the point of absorption and guided towards the end of the WOM tube by total
internal reflection. Fig. 3, top left shows a rare case where the secondary photon is detected at
almost the same azimuth angle (defined w.r.t. the symmetry axis of the WOM) as the point of
absorption of the primary photon: Detecting such secondary photons can provide information also
on the azimuth angle of the primary light source – the capability of extracting spatial information
from the light yield distribution on the SiPM array will be discussed in Section 4. Fig. 3, top right
and Fig. 3, bottom left illustrate more frequent cases where the secondary photon spirals around the
WOM symmetry axis: Spatial information about the primary light source position will be diluted in
the detection of these photons. Fig. 3, bottom right shows an example where the secondary photon
is first emitted towards the non-instrumented WOM end (where it gets totally reflected) but is
eventually guided to the instrumented end of the tube – the fraction of such events is non-negligible.
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Figure 3: WOM working principle, illustrated by a Geant4 photon transport simulation. A UV
photon is absorbed in the WLS layer, followed by the emitted secondary photons (green) taking
exemplary paths until reaching the end of the WOM tube instrumented with a ring-array of 40
SiPMs (white). Top left: Secondary photon travelling via total internal reflection ’directly’ towards
the SiPM array. Top right: Secondary photon spiralling ∼180◦ in azimuth angle w.r.t. the WOM
symmetry axis before reaching the SiPM array. Bottom left: Secondary photon spiralling several
times around the WOM symmetry axis before reaching the SiPM array. Bottom right: Secondary
photon emitted close to the non-instrumented end of the WOM, spiralling around the WOM sym-
metry axis several times before being totally reflected at the non-instrumented end of the WOM and
then spiralling back, finally reaching the SiPM array.

3 Improving the scintillation light collection

In this section, we describe the different steps taken to increase the light collection measured by the
SiPM array.

3.1 Purification of the liquid scintillator

The liquid scintillator serving as active detector material for the LS-SBT is composed of two
components: The solvent linear alkylbenzene (LAB) and the fluor 2,5-diphenyloxazole (PPO),
which is added at a concentration of 2.0 g/l. While primary light yield and fluorescence time
mostly depend on the fluor concentration and have already been optimised based on past experience
with other experiments [10–12], the light collection can still be significantly improved by removing
optical impurities from the solvent, reducing the loss of scintillation photons before they can reach
the WOMs.

Studies performed in the context of the JUNO experiment have demonstrated the high optical
purification efficiency of both fractional distillation and column filtration with alumina (Al2O3) as
bed material [14]. Alumina filtration shows equal or better performance to distillation and is at small
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scales technically more practical to implement. For the LS-SBT prototype detector, the filtration
of 250 l LAB was conducted using a 2-litre glass column (80 mm diameter, 400 mm height) filled
with a bed of 1.6 kg of alumina powder1 atop a P32 PTFE frit. Flow speed was increased to about
0.8 l/h using a small vacuum pump connected below the frit. 20 l – 25 l of LAB3 could be passed
through the column before the bed material needed to be exchanged. The column laboratory setup
can be seen in the left panel of Fig. 4.
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Figure 4: Left: Alumina column employed to purify the LAB scintillator solvent. Right: UV-Vis
absorbance measurements of raw and purified LAB samples in a 10 cm cuvette: Alumina column
purification is very effective in removing organic impurities that absorb scintillation photons in the
near-UV (360 nm – 400 nm).

The right panel of Fig. 4 shows the light absorbance for both raw LAB and Al2O3-purified
LAB in the relevant wavelength range of 300 nm – 700 nm. The wavelength-dependent absorbance
𝐴(𝜆) was obtained by UV-Vis spectroscopy using a PerkinElmer Λ850 spectrophotometer, the LAB
samples were inserted into a Suprasil glass cuvette of 𝑙 = 100 mm path length. The absorbance
is defined as the logarithm of the ratio of incident intensity 𝐼0 and attenuated intensity 𝐼 (𝑙) after
traversing the cuvette:

𝐴 = log10

(
𝐼0
𝐼 (𝑙)

)
= log10

(
exp

(
𝑙

𝐿att

))
, (3.1)

which can be related to the attenuation length 𝐿att(𝜆) based on the law of Beer-Lambert. Results
have to be corrected for Fresnel reflection on the outer glass – air transitions and focusing effects
(only statistical uncertainties are shown). The column purification proves to be very effective in
removing two characteristic absorption lines caused by organic impurities in raw LAB: At the peak

1Merck 90 active acidic, activation level 1, grain size 0.063 mm – 0.20 mm
216 𝜇m − 40 𝜇m pore size
3SASOL Italy S.p.A., Hyblene 113 / Sasolab C12H
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emission of PPO at 𝜆 ∼360 nm, the observed reduction in absorbance from 𝐴 ∼0.035 to ∼0.008
roughly translates to an increase in light attenuation length from 𝐿att ∼1.2 m to ∼5.0 m (this value
is slightly reduced after addition of the fluor PPO). Note that the attenuation lengths 𝐿att measured
with the spectrophotometer are very long compared to the path length of the cuvette: Especially for
the more transparent region of wavelengths > 400 nm, the absolute values feature large systematic
uncertainties which are hard to quantify, and a dedicated laboratory setup will be needed to provide
more precise measurements.

3.2 Increasing the cell wall reflectivity

Due to the geometry of the detector, the relative solid angle under which any point of light emission
within the scintillator volume can be observed will be comparatively small. The light collection
efficiency can thus be substantially increased by improving the reflectivity of the inner detector cell
walls, permitting several reflections of photons to occur before the light reaches a WOM.

Corten steel (and also stainless steel) is a poor reflector in the near-UV range of the PPO
emission spectrum. Hence, we investigated reflective paints containing pigments of titanium-oxide
(TiO2) and barium-sulfate (BaSO4). While the widely-used TiO2 exhibits only weak reflectivity
for 𝜆 < 400 nm, BaSO4 paint can reach a reflectivity of 𝑅(𝜆) ≥ 95 % over a broad range of
UV wavelengths. These expectations were cross-checked with a custom-built laboratory setup for
measuring the diffuse reflectivity of a surface sample as a function of wavelength (Fig. 5, left). The
surfaces studied in this measurement were small rectangular samples of: Corten steel coated with
different primers and BaSO4 paint, corten steel coated with BaSO4 paint only (no primer), and bare
stainless steel (unpolished). The samples coated with both primer (any) and BaSO4 paint provided
the expected high reflectivities, while the sample with BaSO4 paint only (no primer) developed a
slightly yellow tint. Bare unpolished stainless steel exhibits significantly worse diffuse reflectivity.

For the final SHiP decay vessel, the inner surface of the individual LS-SBT cells can only be
coated after the cell walls have been welded closed. Thus, we had to devise a technique allowing
both primer and reflective paint to be applied via the circular openings created for the WOMs.
This was achieved by means of a commercial compressed-air spray gun equipped with straight or
bent (90◦) nozzles, respectively. Two layers of primer, followed by two layers of reflective BaSO4

paint4 were applied sequentially over the course of several days, allowing each layer to dry for at
least 24 hours. Several days into this process, it was observed that the corten steel was reacting
with remaining humidity in the water-based primer, creating visible rust stains in the paint (Fig. 5,
right). These stains not only persisted through the coating process, but also intensified over time,
thus reducing the overall reflectivity of the inner cell surface. We assume that the difference to the
(stain-free) samples investigated during the material tests preceding the prototype cell coating was
caused by poor air circulation (and hence increased drying times of both primer and paint) when
applied within the welded cell. Coating tests and measurements currently performed in Mainz seem
to confirm this hypothesis. Even stained, the coated cell walls represent a distinct improvement
in reflectivity when compared to bare steel, with 𝑅 ∼ 65 %, corresponding to simulations (see
Section 7.6).

4Berghof Fluoroplastic Technology GmbH, Optopolymer OPRC, CAS-Number 7727-43-7
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Figure 5: Left: Wavelength-dependent diffuse reflectivity, measured relative to a BaSO4 standard
with 𝑅(𝜆 ≥ 300 nm) ≥ 95 %. The standard was produced by applying the BaSO4 coating to
stainless steel. The Corten steel samples coated with combinations of acrylic primer and BaSO4

paint exhibit high reflectivity, while a sample coated only with paint but no primer results in worse
performance. A raw stainless steel surface provides only ∼25 % relative diffuse reflectivity at
360 nm in comparison. The error bars display the statistical uncertainty. Right: View of the inside
of the detector cell after coating with primer and BaSO4 paint. Despite the primer, weak rust stains
become visible.

3.3 Increasing the WOM WLS dye photon absorption probability

Building on the experience in WOM development for the IceCube upgrade [5], the WOMs con-
sidered for SHiP originally employed the following WLS dye composition (hereafter referred to as
the WLS ’standard’ dye): 77.3 % toluene and 22.3 % Paraloid B723 (also called PEMA) as base
material, and the two wavelength shifters 0.13 % bis-MSB and 0.27 % p-terphenyl (PTP). The WLS
layer is produced utilising a ND-DC dip-coater from Nadetech Innovations S.L. company. The
standard dip-coating procedure with the standard WLS dye was to immerse the WOM tube inside
the liquid for 80 s and then withdraw it at a speed of 93 mm/min.

For the study presented in this paper, an optimised WLS dye and a more refined coating
procedure were developed and applied for the production of the WOMs used in the new LS-
SBT detector prototype [15]. The performance of improved dye and dip-coating procedure were
quantified by measuring the increase in absorption probability in coated slides (made from glass
or PMMA) using a PerkinElmer Lambda 950 transmission spectrometer, and by the light yield
of cosmic muons obtained with the new WOMs as photodetectors in a dedicated small-scale LS
detector setup at HU Berlin (Section 4). The results are summarised in Fig. 9.

For coated glass slides, it was possible to measure the WLS layer thickness using a DektakXT
stylus profilometer from Bruker company by scratching the coated surface. The results are sum-
marised in Fig. 8. This allowed us to correlate the improvement in performance directly with the
increase in WLS layer thickness. For coated PMMA slides, neither this technique is applicable
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(since PMMA and PEMA are chemically very similar) nor can the coating thickness be determined
by comparing the weight of a slide before and after coating: The toluene partly dissolves the PMMA
surface, which could even result in a smaller total slide weight after coating. However, for the same
type of dye and the same dip-coating procedure, we found similar transmittance values for coated
glass slides and coated PMMA slides (after applying corrections accounting for the different light
transmission in uncoated glass w.r.t. PMMA). Hence, we expect the improvements observed for
glass slides to also hold for slides made from PMMA.

The transmission measurements with coated glass slides were used to determine the light
attenuation length of the WLS layer by correcting for the light transmission measured with uncoated
slides and using the WLS layer thickness measurements obtained with the profilometer. Fig. 6 shows
the attenuation length as a function of wavelength: Within the uncertainties, the attenuation lengths
obtained using different coating parameters and methods are in agreement – this is expected if the
different dip-coating procedures only affect the WLS layer thickness, but not the WLS concentration
in the dye.

Figure 6: Attenuation length as a function of wavelength of the WLS layer measured with dip-
coated glass slides for different coating methods and parameters, as explained in the text.

Of particular relevance are attenuation lengths in the emission range of PPO (from ∼350 nm
to about 430 nm): Between 350 nm and 385 nm, the measured attenuation length is at most 10 µm,
while above 385 nm it rapidly increases with the wavelength. Since a significant part of the PPO
emission spectrum is in the wavelength range above 385 nm, it is thus important to obtain WLS
layer thicknesses significantly above 10 µm in order to guarantee a large absorption probability of
the scintillation photons in the WLS layer – as the attenuation length cannot be further reduced by
increasing the WLS concentration.

In studies with coated glass slides and coated PMMA slides, several parameters were varied
with the aim of enhancing the absorption probability of the WLS layer on the WOM surface [15].
Increasing the concentration of the wavelength shifters by significantly more than 10 % proved to be
impossible, since the mixture was already saturated with WLS molecules, resulting in an observed
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crystallisation of WLS molecules when further raising the WLS concentration in the dye.
The standard WLS dye was mixed at a temperature of 110 ◦C. Such high temperature, which

allows fast dissolving of the WLS in toluene, could potentially destroy the molecular structure of
some of the WLS molecules (in particular the double bonds in bis-MSB) and thus decrease the
maximal absorption probability. However, neither significant increase nor decrease in absorption
probability were observed for the glass slides when lowering the mixing temperature to 55 ◦C. As
a precaution, 55 ◦C was chosen as the new standard mixing temperature for the WLS dye, still
guaranteeing fast dissolving of the WLS in toluene.

The coating layer thickness 𝑑 is expected to scale with √
𝜂, where 𝜂 is the viscosity of the

dye [6, 16]. Hence, evaporation of toluene after mixing but before dip-coating can increase the
concentration of PEMA inside the dye before drying and as a result its viscosity. The WLS layer
thickness, measured at six different points on coated glass slides, could be almost doubled compared
to dip-coating with the standard dye from about 5 µm to about 9 µm, when about 20 % of the toluene
is evaporated after the mixing [15]. This is shown in Fig. 7 presenting the average thickness values
and the minimum and maximum value of the six measurements as a function of relative PEMA
concentration increase by toluene evaporation.

Figure 7: WLS layer thickness on dip-coated glass slides for PEMA concentration increase using
toluene evaporation.

The velocity, 𝑣𝑐𝑜𝑎𝑡𝑖𝑛𝑔, with which the tube is extracted from the dye, also has a significant
impact on the coating thickness: 𝑑 ∝ √

𝑣𝑐𝑜𝑎𝑡𝑖𝑛𝑔 [6, 16]. This was qualitatively confirmed by the
layer thickness measurements on glass slides with the profilometer: the WLS layer thickness could
be increased from about 9 µm at a coating velocity of 93 mm/min to about 13 µm at a coating
velocity of 150 mm/min (compare the first two and the second two rows in Fig. 8).

One naively expects to increase the absorption probability by coating the WOM a second time.
However, since the toluene dissolves PMMA, it also (partially) dissolves the already existing WLS
layer. Hence, the immersion time of the WOM in the WLS dye before the second coating should
be sufficiently small. Fig. 8 shows that one cannot increase the layer thickness by double-coating
if the immersion time of the WOM inside the dye before the second coating is quite long (300 s).
Double coating significantly increases the WLS layer thickness up to ∼ 30 µm with a large variation
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Figure 8: WLS layer thickness on dip-coated glass slides for different dip-coating methods and
parameters.

between about 20 µm and 40 µm, depending on where the thickness is measured on the glass slide.
Since the immersion time is already sizeable during the dip-coating process itself given a maximum
dip-coating velocity of 150 mm/min, it was decided to set the immersion time before starting the
second dip-coating to zero. This in fact improved the WOM light collection significantly, as can be
seen in Fig. 9.

In the standard coating procedure, the WOMs are only coated outside. The procedure was
modified by fixing the tube only at the top so that the outside and the inside could be coated
simultaneously. This also resulted in an increase of the WOM light collection in the cosmics test
detector setup (Section 4) compared to WOMs that were only coated outside as shown in Fig. 9.

One should mention, however, that this procedure results in dried dye remainders at the tube
end opposite to the SiPM array, changing its planar and polished surface geometry. From this point
of view, the procedure for dip-coating the tubes from outside and inside is not yet optimal, because
a significant part of WLS photons collected by the SiPM array are photons that were travelling
first to the non-instrumented WOM end where they are totally reflected and then guided back to
instrumented WOM end. Geant4 photon transport simulations show that depending on the light
attenuation length inside the WOM and on the position where the primary photon is absorbed in
the WOM, the fraction of such photons detected by the SiPM array varies between about 25 % and
42 %. The simulation is confirmed by the following two observations: 1) adding a specular reflector
to the non-instrumented WOM end does not result in a significant increase in light collection, 2)
gluing a black paper at the end of the non-instrumented WOM end decreases the detected signal by
about 30 %. As a result, changing the planar and polished surface of the non-instrumented WOM
end by dried WLS dye remainders will result in a loss of detected photons. It is planned to modify
the dip-coating setup and procedure in the future to avoid this problem when WOMs are dip-coated
from outside and from inside.

In summary, for the LS-SBT detector prototype for the DESY test beam measurements, we
produced WOMs with a WLS dye that was mixed at 55 ◦C and in which about 20 % of the toluene
was evaporated after dye mixing. The WOM was immersed 80 s before the first dip-coating and

– 12 –



Figure 9: Integrated yield obtained with a single WOM, measured as a time integral over the SiPMs
waveforms, with WLS layers produced using different dip-coating parameters and procedures, with
the WOM placed inside a LS-filled cell as described in Section 4 using events fulfilling a cosmics
trigger. For each WOM, the mean of three measurements is displayed. Each measurement was
taken after dismounting and remounting of the SiPM array in order to quantify the systematic
uncertainty in the optical coupling of the SiPM array to the WOM. The error bar is the standard
deviation obtained from the three measurements. The different WOMs, labelled with numbers, are
grouped according to the coating procedure outlined in the table on the right-hand side of the plot
to quantify systematic uncertainties of the coating procedure.

extracted with a velocity of 150 mm/min. After two days of drying the WOM was dip-coated a
second time with the same coating speed and without any significant immersion time before start
of the dip-coating. While the dip-coating procedure has been optimised, it is not known exactly
which WLS layer thickness was realised on the coated WOMs. Comparing transmission for coated
glass slides and coated PMMA slides show up to about 10 % difference in transmission for PMMA
slides which translates into a about 10 % difference in WLS thickness on PMMA slides. Also the
results obtained on slides might not be directly transferable to a WOM. For the simulations used
in this work, we assume a WLS thickness of 20 µm, keeping in mind that the actual value might
significantly differ.

3.4 Optimising the optical coupling between SiPM array and WOM

The WOM wall diameter of 3 mm exactly fits the SiPM side length of 3 mm. It is therefore important
to ensure that the WOM is positioned in a well-controlled way inside the PMMA vessel and that
the SiPM array is well-positioned with respect to the WOM position. Any misalignment would
cause a reduction of detected photons. For the detector cell prototype, a new PMMA vessel design
plus mechanics was developed that guaranteed a well-controlled positioning of the WOM and the
SiPM printed circuit board (PCB) with respect to each other, minimising potential light losses as
described in more detail in Section 6.
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3.5 SiPM detection efficiency

In earlier test beam measurements with LS-SBT prototypes, Hamamatsu S13360-3075 SiPMs with
a large pixel pitch of 75 µm were used to obtain a large detection efficiency. We operated these
SiPMs at about 4 V overvoltage, for which the datasheet quotes a typical efficiency of around
55 % at a wavelength of 450 nm [17]. For the detector prototype described in this work, we used
Hamamatsu S14160-3050HS SiPMs [18], since one can reach similar photon detection efficiencies
with a pixel pitch of 50 µm and similar overvoltages but at a significantly lower price per SiPM,
which becomes relevant for a large-area detector like the SHiP LS-SBT instrumented with several
thousands of WOMs. In the test beam measurement, we operated the S14160-3050HS SiPMs at an
overvoltage of about 3.7 V, for which the datasheet quotes a typical efficiency of 55 %.

4 Performance studies of WOMs with a small-scale detector in a cosmics test setup

4.1 The cosmics test setup

A test setup of a small stainless steel box with outer dimensions of 50.4 × 50.4 × 25 cm3 filled with
purified LAB (Section 3.1) plus 2 g/l PPO, which can be equipped with one WOM in the centre of
the box, was built in Berlin. The WOM was coupled to a SiPM array of 40 Hamamatsu S14160-
3050Hs SiPMs, subdivided into eight groups of five SiPMs. The signals from the eight SiPMs
groups were amplified by an eMUSIC chip [19], mounted on a PCB produced by the Scientifica
company.

The box was sandwiched in between two long plastic scintillators (made from NE110) of
dimensions 845 × 10 × 19 cm3, which allows one to trigger on the crossing of a muon through both
scintillators. The two scintillators have a light-guide on each end, to which a Philips XP2008 PMT is
optically coupled. The positions of the two scintillators can be varied sideways, perpendicular to the
long side of the scintillator, so that different areas of the LS box can be covered. A schematic of the
LS-filled box and plastic scintillator placement is shown in Fig. 10. The PMT signals together with
the amplified WOM SiPM signals were digitised by a 16-channel WaveCatcher digitiser [20] using
a sampling rate of 3.2 GS/s (Giga Samples per second). The digitised waveforms were recorded as
an event when a trigger condition on a defined set of WaveCatcher input signals were fulfilled. For
the trigger, a coincidence of the PMT signals within a time window of 15 ns was required.

For the light collection tests of different WOMs described in Section 3.3, the two scintillators
were always kept in the same position and only events triggered by a coincidence of the four PMT
signals of the scintillators were registered.

4.2 Information on the direction of primary photons hitting the WOM using the integrated
yield in the SiPM groups

As already discussed in Section 2, many of the wavelength-shifted secondary photons are guided
in spiralling paths to the SiPM array, completely diluting information of where the primary photon
hit the WOM. At first glance, it seems unlikely that any information can be extracted about the
light coming from a fixed primary light source. However, some of the secondary photons still carry
information about the point where the primary photons hit the WOM as pointed out in Section 1,
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Figure 10: Sketch of the small-scale cosmics test setup. Left: Side view. Right: Top view.

namely when the secondary photon travels directly towards the SiPM array, without spiralling
around the WOM symmetry axis.

Based on the work described in [21–23], we demonstrate here that the distribution of registered
photoelectrons in the eight SiPM groups allows to estimate on a statistical basis the original azimuth
angles of the primary photon hit positions on the WOM. Hence, the granularity of the SiPM array is
advantageous compared to a single large-area photomultiplier simply covering the complete WOM
exit surface.

To do so, we have used the cosmics test setup to select muons traversing the LS box and in
the subsequent analysis restricting them to a defined range of crossing points and incidence angles.
For this, both long scintillators were placed on top of each other in three positions called left (L),
central (C), and right (R). In addition, the difference of signal arrival times of both PMTs in each
long scintillator, Δ𝑡𝑃𝑀𝑇 , were constrained to small intervals such that the muon incidence angle on
the LS box was restricted to a small range around 0◦ and the muon crossing points to a small area.
The corresponding muon crossing areas are shown in Fig. 11.

Figure 11: Positions of muons crossing the LS detector cell selected by the arrival time difference
between the two PMT signals at each of the two long plastic scintillators in the small-scale cosmics
test setup.

Each crossing area corresponds to an azimuth angle with respect to the WOM symmetry axis,
which we call 𝛼, with 𝛼 = 0 referring to the R2 position. We then reconstruct this azimuth angle
using the collected integrated yield in each of the eight SiPM groups. For this, we use the average
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𝛼 position of each SiPM group 𝛼𝑖 (𝑖 = 0, ..., 7), knowing the orientation of the SiPM ring array on
the WOM. The event-wise reconstructed azimuth angle is called 𝜙𝑒𝑤 . For the calculation of 𝜙𝑒𝑤
in each event, we calculate a vector sum of 𝑥𝑖 and 𝑦𝑖 values from the 𝛼𝑖 values weighted by the
collected integrated yield 𝑄𝑖 in the corresponding SiPM group: 𝑥𝑖 = cos(𝛼𝑖) ·𝑄𝑖 , 𝑦𝑖 = sin(𝛼𝑖) ·𝑄𝑖 ,
𝑋 =

∑7
𝑖=0 𝑥𝑖 , 𝑌 =

∑7
𝑖=0 𝑦𝑖 . From 𝑋 and 𝑌 , the value of 𝜙𝑒𝑤 is calculated as: 𝜙𝑒𝑤 = arctan(𝑌/𝑋).

The reconstruction of 𝜙𝑒𝑤 is possibly biased if there is an intrinsic non-uniformity in the integrated
yield in the eight SiPM groups, which can be caused by different sources: e.g. differences in SiPM
efficiencies, differences in optical couplings, or shift of the SiPM array with respect to the WOM
position. We estimate this non-uniformity by measuring the 𝜙𝑒𝑤 distribution for the C0 position,
for which one expects approximately a uniform integrated yield in the absence of bias sources as
mentioned above.

Fig. 12 (left) shows the 𝜙𝑒𝑤 distribution for the C0 position, which clearly deviates from a
uniform distribution. From the measurement at C0, we extract for each SiPM group 𝑖 the average
integrated yield 𝑄C0

𝑖,𝑎𝑣
and calculate the following correction factor 𝑄C0

𝑖,𝑎𝑣
= 𝑄C0

𝑖,𝑎𝑣
/∑7

𝑘=0 𝑄
C0
𝑘,𝑎𝑣

,
which is then used as a multiplicative correction factor for each measured integrated yield 𝑄𝑖 . As a

Figure 12: 𝜙𝑒𝑤 distribution measured at position C0. Left: Before correction for non-uniformity.
Right: After correction for non-uniformity.

cross-check that the correction procedure works, we show in Fig. 12 (right) the 𝜙𝑒𝑤 distribution for
the C0 position after applying the correction. The 𝜙𝑒𝑤 distribution is indeed much more uniform.
The deviation from non-uniformity is likely caused by the fact that the definition of the C0 area is
not perfectly symmetric with respect to the WOM symmetry axis.

Figure 13: 𝜙𝑒𝑤 distribution measured at position C1. Left: Before correction for non-uniformity.
Right: After correction for non-uniformity, incl. a fit to the distribution with a Gaussian (periodic
in 𝜙𝑒𝑤 , plus a constant background term).
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Fig. 13 shows the 𝜙𝑒𝑤 distribution as an example for the C1 position before (left) and after
(right) applying the correction obtained from the measurement at the C0 position.

Fig. 14 shows the average over all events of the corrected 𝜙𝑒𝑤 values, 𝜙𝑒𝑤 , as a function of
the particle azimuth angle 𝛼 defined by the corresponding particle crossing area. The error bar
quantifies the standard deviation 𝜎 of the reconstructed 𝜙𝑒𝑤 distribution and is about 54.9◦ on
average. The quoted mean, 𝜙𝑒𝑤 , and the standard deviation 𝜎 for each 𝛼 are obtained from a fit,
using as a fit function a Gaussian, which is periodic in 𝜙𝑒𝑤 , plus a constant background term, the
result of which is shown for the C1 position in Fig. 13 (right). To a very good approximation, the
𝜙𝑒𝑤 values show a linear dependence on 𝛼, which allows to estimate 𝛼 in a single event with an
uncertainty of about 55◦. The quoted precision depends on various parameters: 1) the distance of
the light source to the WOM as well as the size of the box and the reflectivity of its walls, since the
detection of primary photons being reflected on the cell walls before hitting the WOM will dilute
the angular information; 2) the length of the WOM tube, since the fraction of photons that spiral
inside the WOM before being detected in the SiPM array decreases with tube length.

-150 -100 -50 0 50 100 150

-200

-100

0

100

200

α[°]

ϕ
ew

[°
]

Figure 14: Average 𝜙𝑒𝑤 value and corresponding standard deviation of the 𝜙𝑒𝑤 distribution as a
function of 𝛼, after non-uniformity correction using the measurement at the C0 position.

Final remark: The non-uniformity in the integrated yield in the SiPM groups could be also
estimated by adding a LED to the SiPM array that sends UV-light pulses into the scintillator and then
detecting the integrated yields in the eight SiPM groups. One could even avoid the determination
of the non-uniformity, if one is able to measure the integrated yield in the SiPM groups for known
particle crossing points, either using test beam data or using in the actual experiment information
from other detectors that allow the determination of the particle crossing points.
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5 Simulation of photon transport inside a WOM and experimental validation

The design of the WOM aims to capture the scintillation photons created in the LS volume and then
guide the secondary photons towards the SiPMs at the end of the tube. As discussed in Section 3.5,
a lot of effort was made to increase the detection efficiency of the scintillation light. In addition to
the discussed measures, one has to validate the WOM design and whether the secondary photons
are efficiently guided towards the SiPMs.

Figure 15: Sketch of the WOM test stand. The camera is fixed to a lever arm and can be rotated to
change the observed photon exit angles. The centre of the WOM (which is sitting on two aluminium
rods) is at the same height as the centre of the camera sensor.

To better understand the characteristics of the photon transport inside the WOM, a setup was
developed to test the properties of different tubes and compare the results to a Geant4 simulation.
This setup, as sketched in Fig. 15, is centred around a WOM and a digital single-lens reflex camera.
The WOM sits on two aluminium rods, painted matte black to reduce reflection of stray light, to
ensure minimal contact with the holding structure altering the outer surface of the tube. Primary
photons are generated by a LED with a peak emission wavelength of 375 nm [24] close to the peak
emission wavelength 360 nm of the LS (Section 3.1). The camera is mounted on a lever arm and
can be rotated to capture photos of the WOM end surface. The rotation axis is aligned with the end
of the WOM such that by rotating the camera and taking photos at different angles, we can capture
secondary photons with various exit angles from the WOM end. This angular information is not
accessible when taking data with SiPMs optically coupled to the WOM, since they integrate over
all photon angles. Conversely, the camera is not optically coupled to the WOM, meaning that it can
only capture photons transmitted through the front surface of the WOM. It can therefore not collect
any photons above the angle for internal total reflection, as those photons cannot leave the WOM.

In a first step, this setup was used to validate the simulation of the photon transport inside the
WOM. It has shown that the secondary photons form distinct patterns on the front surface of the
tube. Those patterns change with the position of the primary light source and the camera angle,
i.e. the exit angle of the secondary photons. Fig. 16 shows exemplary photos of a WOM and the
corresponding simulated photos. The real photos underwent processing to compare them to the
simulation. Firstly, only the blue colour channel of the raw images was selected. The red and green
channels are dominated by noise as they are insensitive to the blue secondary photons. Secondly,
a coordinate transformation is applied to the pixels on the camera sensor. By using the size of the
camera sensor, the focal length of the camera lens, and the distance and angle of the camera relative
to the WOM, this transformation can reconstruct the original geometry of the surface of the tube.
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Figure 16: Top: Photos of the front surface of a WOM, taken at the test stand. The LED is located
on the right side of the WOM tube and was placed at half length and height of the tube. The photos
were taken at different camera angles of 20◦ (left), 30◦ (middle), and 40◦ (right), with the camera
being rotated towards the WOM side opposite of the LED. Bottom: Images with the same setup
and camera angles simulated in Geant4.

While we are working on a calibration of the LED brightness and the camera detection efficiency,
we cannot calculate the absolute brightness from the readout of the camera sensor yet. The colour
scale of each photo is adjusted to its maximum brightness, which means they only display relative
values. Therefore, the comparison of the photos remains mostly qualitative at this stage of the
analysis. The photos in Fig. 16 show that the simulation can reproduce the patterns on the front
surface of the WOM. The positions of those nontrivial structures clearly coincide, while the relative
heights of the different peaks in brightness can differ and need further investigation. Nevertheless,
qualitatively the simulation seems to properly simulate the photon-transport inside the WOM, as
the patterns of brightness on the WOM surface and therefore the most probable photon paths can
be reproduced. Additional comparisons have been conducted with varying LED positions along
the length of the tube. Similarly to the displayed photos the brightness patterns can be reproduced
qualitatively, therefore further validating the proper simulation of photon transport inside the tube.

6 Mechanical design and construction of the full-size detector prototype

The goal of this work was to characterise the performance of a full-size LS-SBT prototype detector
cell in a dedicated test beam campaign: The realised LS cell (see Fig. 17) is representative for a
vertical side segment of the SBT. It has an outer width of 800 mm, while its side height varies from
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1224 mm to 1246 mm (corresponding to the shape of the widening decay vessel, with the detector
cell’s upper corners of the longer side being 1278 mm above the lower corners of the shorter side).
The outer depth of the cell is 270 mm, thus giving a LS thickness of 250 mm. To save material, the
cell was built from corten steel (S355 J2W 1.8965) sheets of 10 mm thicknes, resulting in a total
weight of the filled detector prototype of ∼550 kg.

Figure 17: CAD drawing of the full-size LS-SBT detector prototype cell. All dimensions are given
in mm, the thickness of the corten steel walls is 10 mm.

Six large corten steel sheets were welded together forming the detector cell, with all possible
welding seams inside this box. Two circular openings of 70 mm diameter were cut into the cell’s
front and equipped with corten steel flanges to accommodate the WOM PMMA vessels. These
are horizontally centred on the front sheet at a distance of 400 mm to the cell sides, and vertically
separated by 635 mm at a distance of 300 mm from the upper / lower cell sheets. Two crane hooks
welded to the top and and two crane hooks at the bottom allow for transport. Short corten steel
standoffs welded to the bottom support the cell in an upright position, ensuring the vertical sides
being orthogonal to the floor. The box is furthermore equipped with two short KF16 stainless steel
nipples at the highest and lowest points intended for filling and emptying of the LS cell. The bottom
opening can be closed with a KF16 ball valve, while the top opening is connected to an expansion
vessel (made of a standard ISO-K 160 stainless steel full nipple of 256 mm length and two flanges).

After welding, the inside of the detector cell was cleaned with acetone and spray-coated via
the WOM openings with two layers of primer followed by two layers of reflective coating (see
Section 3.2).

The construction of the final SHiP LS-SBT detector will require about 4000 PMMA vessels
housing the same number of WOMs. Selecting an appropriate manufacturing method is thus
essential to control the detector expenses – potential options comprise injection moulding, adhesive
bonding, or welding. The current PMMA vessel design uses machined, semi-finished pipes and
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sheet material that are joined by ultrasonic welding: This process provides the flexibility to adjust
the dimensions of the PMMA vessels at any time to meet changing requirements of R&D, while
also remaining cost efficient.

The WOM vessels consist of two concentric tubes of extruded PMMA with 3 mm thickness,
a length of 223 mm, and outer radii of 50 mm and 70 mm, respectively. On the "far" side, the
ends of the vessel tubes are connected and joined in a leak-tight way by a PMMA ring of 70 mm
outer diameter and 23 mm width. At the "readout" side, the cavity created between the vessel tubes
remains open for WOM insertion and readout. A circular groove in the PMMA ring at the "far"
side of the vessel secures the position of the WOM within. At the "readout" side, the inner vessel
tube is sealed with a PMMA disk, while a PMMA ring welded to the outer tube allows fixture to the
detector box and liquid sealing. This double-walled vessel geometry provides an air layer around
the WOM (required for total reflection of the WLS photons, see Section 2), but also permits the
LS to surround the WOM from both the inside and the outside, thus reducing the active detector
volume by less than 0.5 % (see Fig. 18).

Figure 18: Left: CAD sketch of the PMMA WOM vessel illustrating the integration of WOM tube
and eMUSIC readout into the LS detector cell. Right: The double-walled structure of the PMMA
vessel design increases the active detection volume by allowing LS within the WOM tube.

The ultrasonic PMMA welding used a HiQ sonotrode with 70 mm diameter and integrated
energy directors with a height of 0.5 mm that was developed by Hermann Ultraschall. Preliminary
tests revealed the need for a dedicated fixture holding the tubes during the welding process: This
ensures reproducible placement and alignment of the components, and also prevents the PMMA
tube from rotating, thus maintaining the precision of the assembly.

In order to reduce stress in the welds, the PMMA vessels were afterwards annealed at 80◦C
for several hours and then slowly cooled. All WOM vessels were tested for leakage using helium at
3 bar overpressure.
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7 DESY test beam exposure of the full-size detector prototype

In order to characterise and understand its performance, a full-scale liquid scintillator SBT cell
prototype was tested in October 2022 at the DESY II test beam area 24 [8]. Even though the
response of the LS-SBT to the used positron beam of various energies is different from MIPs, the
study is well-suited for an initial detector characterization.

7.1 Detector setup

The detector cell was mounted in the test beam area on a rotating platform, fastened to a movable
table. It was mounted upright with the face containing the WOM vessels and electronics positioned
away from the beam. The coordinate system was defined such that the horizontal axis on the
detector cell is labelled as 𝑥, the vertical axis 𝑦 and the beam direction 𝑧. In this coordinate system,
the movable table allowed for translation of the cell along 𝑥 and 𝑦, and the rotating platform allowed
for rotation around the 𝑦-axis of the cell in steps of 15◦. The movable table was approximately 3 m
away from the beam exit window. The beam height in the test beam area is approximately 1.7 m
and a 2 mm × 2 mm secondary collimator was used to focus the beam. The momentum spread in
the beam was measured to be (158±6) MeV/c over the full momentum range. The DESY test beam
telescope, consisting of four small plastic scintillators coupled to PMTs, was located between the
collimator and the LS prototype detector, in line with the beam. A detailed description of the beam
and telescope can be found in [8]. The coincidence signal of these four PMTs was used to trigger
the data acquisition with the WaveCatcher digitiser.

In the specified coordinate system, the central point of the cell is the origin of the 𝑥 and 𝑦 axes.
The angular orientation is defined such that when the wall of the detector that houses the WOM
vessels and electronics is orthogonal to the beam, the angle is 0◦. Clockwise rotation of the cell
on the platform is defined as a positive angle. For the orientation of the detector prototype in the
upright position as shown in Fig. 17, the WOM located in the upper place is called "WOM up" in
the following, the WOM located in the lower place "WOM down" accordingly.

7.2 Readout electronics and data acquisition

For the readout of photons collected by the two WOM, a novel and adaptable readout electronics
system has been devised to accommodate the considerable flexibility required during the develop-
mental phases of detector R&D [25]. Each readout board is equipped with a total of 40 Hamamatsu
S14160-3050HS SiPMs [18] to convert the photons delivered by the WOM into electrical charge
signals and is equipped with a complement of 40 Hamamatsu S14160-3050HS SiPMs [18]. A
shared voltage source powers each SiPM, with a 10 nF capacitor placed at the cathode to provide
additional input charge to the cathode during the break down process.The anodes of the SiPMs are
individually connected to a 100-pin SAMTEC LSHM-150-XX.X-X-DV-A-N high density connec-
tor by a 0Ω resistor. All signal lines are meticulously isolated from adjacent ones through pins
that establish ground connections, thus averting unwanted cross-talk. The inclusion or exclusion of
specific SiPMs in the readout can be managed by the selective removal of the 0Ω resistor. More-
over, in cases where a voltage-sensitive amplifier is preferred over a transimpedance amplifier, an
additional resistor can be utilised to link the SiPM anodes to ground, thereby offering the desired
electrical configuration matching the voltage sensitive amplifier.

– 22 –



For the amplification of the SiPM signals, a fitting amplification board was developed, utilising
the eMUSIC ASIC provided by Scientifica [19]. This board serves as the housing platform for
the eMUSIC chip itself and an ATmega328P-AU microprocessor responsible for configuring the
MUSIC ASIC during detector initialisation. The interconnection between the amplification board
and the SiPM board is facilitated through the same SAMTEC connector mentioned above. Between
the high-density connector and the input to the eMUSIC chip the SiPMs signal lines are re-
organised into eight groups, with each group comprising five neighboured SiPMs. These eight
groups are subsequently linked to the eight input channels of the eMUSIC chip. This chip features
an array of configurable parameters accessible through the ATmega micro-controller by the Serial
Peripheral Interface protocol. It offers two distinct gain configurations, enhancing versatility
in signal amplification. Moreover, the ASIC embedded within the eMUSIC chip incorporates
tuneable Pole-Zero cancellation, resulting in output signals characterised by a Full Width at Half
Maximum of less than 10 nanoseconds. In cases where signal shaping is unnecessary, the Pole-
Zero cancellation can be bypassed. The board also includes SMA connectors designed for seamless
interfacing with the digitisation unit, thereby ensuring the efficient transmission of amplified signals
for further analysis and processing.

The 16 analog signals from two boards housing the eMUSIC amplifiers are connected by 3 m
long RG174 cables to a single WaveCatcher module [20]. The WaveCatcher electronics comprises a
family of electronic boards based on the SAMLONG switched capacitor array technology, designed
as an alternative to conventional ADC-based digitisers or oscilloscopes. In the setup at DESY, a
16-channel WaveCatcher board has been used. It allows for the accurate acquisition and processing
of signals spanning from -1.25 V to +1.25 V with up to 4096 discrete level steps. This high
resolution is critical for capturing and characterising subtle variations within the input signals. The
input bandwidth is limited to 500 MHz while the sampling rates, offer a variable range between 0.4
and 3.2 GS/s (Giga Samples per second). The combination of their high bandwidth and adjustable
sampling rates renders the WaveCatcher boards particularly suitable for the precise acquisition of
high-speed signals, such as very short pulses. This capability is pivotal for applications necessitating
time-domain analysis and pulse characterisation.

7.3 Collected data

Several particle crossing points within the detector cell were measured, along with various angles
between the beam and cell. All measured particle crossing points on the cell are shown in Fig. 19.

For each incident beam angle, only a subset of these positions were recorded; measured particle
crossing points at each beam angle can be found in Table 1.

For each beam position and angle, data was collected at five beam energies: 1.4 GeV, 2.4 GeV,
3.4 GeV, 4.4 GeV, and 5.4 GeV. In each run, 10000 events were recorded.

7.4 Monte Carlo simulation of the LS detector cell

A Geant4 simulation of the full detector cell was developed including the exact cell dimensions and
corresponding wall thicknesses, properties of the LS, and the relevant properties for subsequent
light transport. The LAB (Hyblene-113 from SASOL company) chemical composition and density
are taken from the datasheet provided by the manufacturer. Refractive indices of the LS are taken
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Figure 19: Locations of all particle crossing points on the detector cell. Left: Points mark the
location where the particle crosses the central plane of the detector for incident beam angles between
0 and 75◦. Right: Points mark the location where the particle enters the detector from the side for
incident beam angles of 90◦. Colours indicate points that have been grouped together in subsequent
analysis. The outer walls of the detector cell and the locations of the WOMs are shown by outlines.

from [26] and the light yield of 10830 photons per MeV deposition is from [27]. The emission
spectrum of PPO dissolved in LAB is taken from [28]. The slow and fast decay time components are
4.3 ns and 13.4 ns, respectively, as measured in [29]. The absorption length of the LS both before and
after purification are taken from measurements performed in Mainz (Section 3.1). The reflective
coating of the inner cell wall is implemented in the simulation with reflectivity measurements
performed in Mainz (Section 3.2). The refractive indices of PMMA are taken from [30]. The
attenuation lengths of the PMMA making up the WOMs and the vessel housing them are both taken
from [31]. The chemical composition of the WLS WOM coating is implemented in the simulation.
The attenuation length of the WLS, as well as an estimated WLS layer thickness of 20 𝜇m are
based on measurements performed in Berlin for glass slides, (Section 3.3), assuming that the layer
thickness on the WOM tubes is at least as large as the minimal values achieved on glass slides. The
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Table 1: All particle crossing points on the detector cell for each angle of detector rotation (compare
Fig. 19). The positive angles indicate a clockwise rotation of the cell around the 𝑌 axis.

Beam X Beam Y Angle
[mm] [mm] [◦]

0 153 90
-200 153 0 15 30 45 60 75
200 153 15 30 45 60 75
350 100 75

-100 75 0 30 60
100 75 0 30 60

0 0 0 15 30 45 60 75
-100 0 0
-200 0 0 60 75
200 0 0 30 60 75

-315 0 15 30 45
315 0 15 30 45
380 0 0

0 -153 0 30 60
-200 -153 0 15 30 45 60 75
200 -153 15 30 45 60 75

0 -200 0
200 -200 0
380 -200 0

0 -271 90
0 -371 90

Beam X Beam Y Angle
[mm] [mm] [◦]

0 -321 15 30 45 60 75
-45 -321 15 30 45 60 75
45 -321 15 30 45 60 75

-300 -321 15 30 45 60 75
300 -321 15 30 45 60 75

0 -400 0
200 -400 0

-250 -400 15
380 -400 0

0 -427 0 30 60
-60 -500 30

-100 -500 0 30 60 75
100 -500 0 30 60 75

0 -534 15 30 45 60 75 90
-100 -534 90
100 -534 90

-300 -534 0 15 30 45 60
300 -534 15 30 45 60

0 -570 0
200 -570 0
380 -570 0

SiPM window in the simulation is in direct contact with the WOM surface. The refractive index
of the SiPM window and SiPM detection efficiency depending on wavelength are taken from the
manufacturer’s datasheet. All 40 SiPMs per WOM are included in the simulation but for analysis
purposes they are considered in groups of five to mimic the detector readout.

To produce simulated events, a particle gun of defined energy, position, and direction is
specified, simulating electromagnetic showers within the detector cell, scintillation and Cerenkov
processes, and optical photon transportation within the LS and PMMA components until absorption
in the SiPM material. The part of photon propagation within the WOM was already discussed in
Section 5. Extractable quantities from the simulation include the total energy deposition and number
of scintillation photons produced inside the detector cell, as well as the number and time distribution
of detected photons in each SiPM group.

Fig. 20 shows the distribution of energy deposited inside the LS for a beam angle of 0◦ and
energy of 1.4 GeV. The distribution peaks at 50 MeV and has a mean of about 113 MeV and a
standard deviation of about 62 MeV. As a comparison, the most probable value of the energy loss
of a minimum ionising particle seen in the liquid scintillator is around 44 MeV.

As an example, the distributions of detected photons in each WOM for a beam in the centre of
the cell at 0◦ and 1.4 GeV are shown in Fig. 21 using a reflectivity of the inner cell walls of 65 % of
the measured values as shown in Section 3.2.

There are some notable differences between the simulation and physical setup, namely, the
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Figure 20: Energy deposit inside the LS in simulation for a positron (blue) and muon (red) hitting
the centre of the cell with a beam angle of 0◦ and an energy of 1.4 GeV. The mean (or most
probable) energy deposition for a positron is 113 MeV (or 50 MeV) and the standard deviation of
the energy deposition distribution is 62 MeV. The mean (or most probable) energy deposit for a
muon is 49 MeV (or 44 MeV), and the standard deviation of the energy deposition distribution is
9 MeV. 10000 events were simulated for both samples. (The distribution for the muon has been
re-scaled for visualisation purposes to have similar maximum amplitudes in the positron and muon
distributions.)

fact that in the simulation the reflective coating of the inner cell walls is completely uniform, while
the coating was observed to vary widely over different regions within the detector cell due to the
observed rust stains as described in Section 3.2. There is also direct contact between the WOMs
and SiPMs in the simulation, while a silicon gel pad was used in the detector cell. The DAQ
electronics are not present in the simulation, when photons reach the SiPM detection surface they
are counted according to the implemented SiPM detection efficiency. In this case, effects of the
electronic components such as SiPM dark counts, crosstalk, or afterpulsing, as well as electronic
noise, saturation, or delays due to cable length are not implemented in the simulation. Of these
differences the discrepancy in reflective coating between the simulation and detector cell, along
with effects of the electronics are expected to have the largest impact.

7.5 Efficiency of the full-size detector prototype

The collected light measured in each event, or integrated yield, is quantified by integrating the
waveforms of all SiPM channels over time, yielding units of mV×ns. The integration time of each
waveform is taken to be 120 ns, 20 ns before the peak amplitude and 100 ns after the peak, in order to
contain as much of the waveform as possible while minimising the effect of dark counts, crosstalk,
and afterpulsing. The baseline of the waveform is corrected using the minimum mean value of the
waveform within a sliding window of 50 bins width inside a 50 ns time interval located well before
the start of the signal. Fig. 22 shows an example signal waveform for a single SiPM group after
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Figure 21: Example distribution of detected photons in simulation for a positron (blue) and
muon (red) hitting the centre of the cell. The beam angle is 0◦ and energy is 1.4 GeV. The
reflectivity of the inner cell walls is 65 % of the measured values. 10000 events were simulated for
both samples. (The distribution for the muon has been re-scaled for visualisation purposes to have
similar maximum amplitudes in the positron and muon distributions.) Left: WOM down, right:
WOM up.

baseline correction. No gain measurement of the SiPMs was obtained due to noise levels obscuring
the single photoelectron peak, so we do not have a measurement of the waveform measured in mV
as function of time measured in ns is created by a single photoelectron. In this case, we do not
know precisely how many photoelectrons are detected for a given integrated waveform in mV×ns.
Work is ongoing to characterise the SiPM signals but for this work we simply use the integrated
yield as a metric for the amount of light collected, without quantifying the amount of photoelectrons
observed.

Fig. 23 shows the distribution of the signal integrals (in 120 ns) for an example measurement
(beam energy: 1.4 GeV, 0◦ rotation angle) summed over all SiPMs in each WOM, including the
threshold value used in the efficiency determination. The shape of the distributions look similar to
distribution of detected photons in the simulation (see Fig. 21). In particular, in data as well as in
the simulation there is a small fraction of events with a low integrated yield. In the simulation, this
can be traced back to rare cases where the positron is back-scattered from the entrance steel wall
producing only very small energy depositions in the liquid scintillator from follow-up processes.

In order to define the threshold at which to reject the events, a measurement was performed by
triggering on one of the beam telescope PMTs while the beam was switched off. For each of these
events, the signal from the eight SiPM groups from a WOM were summed up, after applying a
baseline correction. The integrated yield collected by a WOM in such a measurement was calculated
as the time-integral of the summed signal over a window of 120 ns. Given this time-window size,
the probability to detect photons in the SiPMs generated either by cosmics crossing the detector
or by natural radioactivity resulting in scintillation light in the detector is rather small. Hence,
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Figure 22: Example waveform of one SiPM group for one event with the incoming beam of
1.4 GeV energy and 0◦ incident angle located at the central point of the detector cell, after baseline
correction. The red vertical lines show the integration window used for analysis.

Figure 23: Distribution of the signal integrals (in 120 ns) for an example measurement, summed
over all SiPMs in each WOM, with the incoming beam of 1.4 GeV energy and 0◦ incident angle
located at the central point of the detector cell. The red line indicates the threshold used to reject
dark-count events. Left: WOM down, right: WOM up.

it is expected that any photoelectron yield seen in the SiPM groups is dominated by SiPM dark
counts due to the typical dark-count rate per SiPM in the MHz range. From the histogram of charge
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Figure 24: Distribution of the signal integrals (in 120 ns), summed over all SiPMs for the beam-off
measurement to estimate the expected integrated yield from dark-counts as described in the text.
Left: WOM down, right: WOM up.

calculated for 10000 of such "dark-count" events (Fig. 24), the maximum value for the integrated
yield of a dark-count event for each WOM was estimated. This maximum was chosen as the
threshold for possible dark-count events. The events were rejected if the sum signal integral over
SiPMs in a WOM was lower than 800 ns × mV. This threshold is also shown in Fig. 23 as a red
vertical line.

From the measurements with 0◦ rotation angle at different beam energies, the efficiencies of
the detector, 𝜀, and for each WOM, 𝜀𝑑 , 𝜀𝑢, were estimated. The efficiency has been calculated as
the ratio of accepted events to total recorded events:

𝜀𝑑/𝑢 =
𝑁𝑡𝑜𝑡 − 𝑁𝑟𝑒 𝑗𝑒𝑐𝑡𝑒𝑑

𝑁𝑡𝑜𝑡

=
𝑁 (𝑖𝑛𝑡𝑒𝑔𝑟𝑎𝑙𝑑/𝑢>800 mV×ns)

𝑁𝑡𝑜𝑡

. (7.1)

The uncertainties have been calculated at 68 % confidence interval with the Clopper-Pearson method
[32].

Fig. 25 shows the efficiency of the two WOMs as a function of distance between the particle
crossing point and the centre of the WOM under study, 𝑅𝑑 and 𝑅𝑢 respectively. As expected,
the efficiency decreases with decreasing beam energy and increasing distance between the particle
crossing point and the given WOM. For the largest possible distance and lowest beam energy, the
efficiency is larger than 99.3 % at 68 % confidence level, which is significantly above the efficiency
values quoted for a previous test detector at similar electron/positron energies and distances between
the beam position and the WOM tube under study [2].

We consider the quoted efficiency values as lower limits, because there was no beam telescope
counter installed downstream of the detector cell so that it is not guaranteed that the positron
passes the detector cell. As already discussed above, a small fraction of events are observed in
the simulation in which the positron is back-scattered from the steel entrance wall of the vessel,
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Figure 25: Efficiency results for the two WOMs as a function of distance between particle crossing
point and centre of the WOM under study.

leading to a very small or even close-to zero energy deposition in the liquid scintillator. Moreover,
in the data it is not excluded that the PMTs of the beam telescope have triggered because the
incoming positron generated an electromagnetic shower in the upstream collimator while no or
only very low-energetic shower particle(s) hit the detector cell. In future test beam measurements,
an additional beam counter will be placed downstream of the detector to guarantee that triggered
events are induced by particles traversing the complete cell.

To calculate the total efficiency of the detector, an OR condition is required:

𝜀 =
𝑁 ( (𝑖𝑛𝑡𝑒𝑔𝑟𝑎𝑙𝑑>800 mV×ns)∨(𝑖𝑛𝑡𝑒𝑔𝑟𝑎𝑙𝑢>800 mV×ns) )

𝑁𝑡𝑜𝑡

. (7.2)

Fig. 26 shows this combined efficiency as a function of the distance between the particle crossing
point and the centre of the detector, called 𝑅𝑐. As expected, the combined efficiency is higher than
the single-WOM efficiencies with at least 99.5 % at 68 % confidence level and increases with beam
energy.

From the comparison of Fig. 24 and Fig. 21, we infer that the efficiency values measured for
1.4 GeV positrons can likely be achieved as well in the case of minimum ionizing particles.

7.6 Light collection and detector response uniformity

As mentioned in Section 7.5 we do not have a measurement of a single photoelectron signal in
our SiPMs, which mean that we cannot convert the number of photons detected in simulation to
the measured integrated yields, or vice-versa. Here we compare simulated results to measurement
in a qualitative way. The simulation described in Section 7.4 was used to produce a dataset with
the same incoming beam angles and energies as those measured at the test beam. As discussed in
Section 3.2, the detector’s inner walls showed rust stains. Hence, the reflectivity of the detector
cell was assumed to be below that of the measured samples. To account for this, simulated datasets
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Figure 26: Total efficiency for the detector as a function of distance 𝑅𝑐 between the particle crossing
point and the centre of the detector cell, requiring that at least one of the summed WOM signals has
passed the threshold of 800 mV × ns.

with reflectivities of 100 %, 90 %, 80 %, 70 %, 65 %, 60 %, and 50 % of the measured reflectivity
were produced for all particle crossing points at 0◦ and compared to data. All simulations assume
that the reflectivity within the detector cell is uniform for all surfaces, which may not be the case,
but in the absence of measurements from the detector cell we make this approximation. To find the
reflectivity value that brings the simulation in best agreement with the data, we define a 𝜒2 function
which compares the average photon yield in the simulation (𝑠𝑖𝑚𝑢𝑙𝑎𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛𝑖) and the measured average
integrated yield (𝑑𝑎𝑡𝑎𝑖) for all particle crossing points (𝑖 = 1, ..., 𝑁). In order to directly compare
the simulation to data, a scale parameter 𝜆 was applied to the simulated photon yields, depending
on the reflectivity 𝛼. The 𝜒2 between these distributions was then summed over all particle crossing
points 𝑖 for a given reflectivity, and this number is minimised:

𝜒2
𝑇𝑜𝑡 (𝜆(𝛼), 𝛼) =

∑︁
𝑖

(𝜆(𝛼) · 𝑠𝑖𝑚𝑢𝑙𝑎𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛𝑖 (𝛼) − 𝑑𝑎𝑡𝑎𝑖)2

𝜎2
𝑖

, (7.3)

where 𝜎𝑖 is the standard deviation of the simulated photon yield distribution divided by
√
𝑁𝑒𝑣𝑒𝑛𝑡𝑠,

and 𝜆 is a variable fit parameter. It was found that the high-reflectivity samples relatively overes-
timated the amount of light collection for beam positions in the corners of the box, while lower
reflectivities produced distributions closer to observation. The simulation with 65 % of the mea-
sured reflectivity showed the lowest 𝜒2

𝑇𝑜𝑡
so was chosen as the optimal simulation for comparison

to data. No other simulation parameters were altered.
A comparison between the measured average integrated yields and the average photon yields

in the simulation with a cell wall reflectivity reduced to 65 % of measured values can be seen in
Fig. 27. In data, a general increase in integrated yields is observed with increasing angle between
the beam and the detector, since with increasing angle the incoming particle traverses a longer
path length in the liquid scintillator and thus deposits more energy. For all angles, the integrated
yield is lowest for particle crossing points furthest away from the centre of the detector cell. This
is expected since the scintillation photons produced further away from the WOMs have a higher
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Figure 27: Average integrated yield for various beam angles and particle crossing points as a
function of distance from the origin of the cell, compared with the average number of detected
photons in the simulation. Raw data and simulation are shown without scaling or normalisation.
Rather, they are superimposed with the axis in black (right) corresponding to measured data and the
axis in red (left) corresponding to simulation. The axis range of detected photons has been matched
to that of integrated yield for visual purposes using a scaling determined by the 𝜒2 minimisation
presented above. Beam energy for all cases is 1.4 GeV. Cross markers indicate data where the
electronics showed saturation for some or all waveforms. The cell wall reflectivity in simulation is
65 % of the measured values.

chance of being lost due to absorption in the LS or poor reflectivity in the cell walls before reaching
a WOM. The integrated yield is highest at all angles for certain points between in the 𝑅𝑐 range
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200-400 mm, corresponding to beam positions very close to a WOM. Some points have such a high
integrated yield that the electronics became saturated, which are denoted by a different marker. We
observe that the detector response is not uniform over the cell, when incoming particles enter very
close to a WOM where the integrated yield is highest. The response could likely be made more
uniform by increasing the reflectivity of the inner walls, increasing the light collection for incoming
particles close to the edges of the detector cell. In the absence of a gain measurement for the SiPM
groups so we cannot directly compare simulation and data with each other, but they have been
visualised in the same plot with corresponding axes. Simulated distributions for all angles show
very similar behaviour to the measured data, indicating that the scaling between integrated yield
and photons in simulation is linear. Despite many unknown factors that are approximated in the
simulation it appears to model the detector quite accurately. One notable difference between data
and simulation is the saturated data points, which all lie below the corresponding simulation. This
is expected because the simulation does not exhibit any saturation, whereas the integrated yields for
these points are cutoff. It is likely that including electronic signatures such as variable gain for each
SiPM channel, cross talk and after-pulsing in the SiPMs, as well as dark counts into the simulation
could yield an even closer agreement with data. Work is ongoing to simulate the waveform signal
produced by the SiPM groups for direct comparison between simulation and data.

The comparison between integrated yields for different particle crossing points and beam
energies at an angle of 0◦ is shown in Fig. 28, along with the same for simulation. As expected, the
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Figure 28: Left: Average integrated yield for various beam energies and particle crossing points as
a function of distance from the centre of the cell for a beam angle of 0◦. Right: Average number of
detected photons in simulation for the same particle crossing points and beam energies. The cell
wall reflectivity in simulation is 65 % of the measured values.

amount of light collected increases with beam energy for all particle crossing points. The shape
of the integrated yield distributions for the various energies show consistent behaviour with each
other. This is a promising result, indicating that the integrated yield at a given particle crossing
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point strictly increases with energy deposition. The same behaviour is observed in the simulation.
This comparison is not possible for data at other beam angles since nearly all data points at beam
energies higher than 1.4 GeV are affected by electronic saturation.

In the SHiP experiment, the location of a particle entering the detector is a priori unknown.
To reduce the uncertainty on the measured energy deposition due to the observed non-uniformity
in the integrated yield, which varies by ∼+100 %

−35 % with respect to the central particle crossing point,
a likelihood-based correction procedure was developed. All data used in this study is taken with
a beam angle of 0◦ and energy of 1.4 GeV. The centre point of the cell is chosen as the reference
value for the correction of the integrated yield. The variables chosen for the correction are the
fractional integrated yields in each WOM and each SiPM group, which give information on the
particle 𝑦 position and 𝑥 position, respectively. For each particle crossing point, the probability
density distribution of each of these variables is determined from the measurements and the ratio
between the total integrated yield measured in the central point and each other particle crossing
point is calculated. Then for each event, the likelihood is calculated that the measured data are
in agreement with a given position. The point with the highest likelihood is chosen to apply the
previously calculated ratio of integrated yields for the chosen particle crossing point as a correction
factor. In this way, the corresponding correction will be exact if the point is properly reconstructed
for each event. Sample probability distributions of the ratio of integrated yields in WOM down
for the central crossing point and a corner crossing point are shown in Fig. 29. Sample most

Figure 29: Probability distribution of the fractional integrated yield detected in WOM down for
two particle crossing points. The particle crossing point in the lower left corner of the detector has
a much higher probability of a larger fractional integrated yield in WOM down, as expected. This
suggests that the likelihood reconstruction should be able to properly reconstruct such events.

probable values of the fractional integrated yield per SiPM channel are shown in Fig. 30. Results
of the integrated yield correction can be found in Fig. 31. The correction works particularly well
for particle crossing points whose pre-correction integrated yield differed significantly from the
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(a) (b)

Figure 30: Most probable value of integrated yield per SiPM channel divided by total integrated
yield of respective WOM in WOM up (top) and WOM down (bottom) for particle crossing point
(-200, 0) (left) and (200, 0) (right). When the particle crosses to the left (or right) of the WOMs,
we see a higher portion of signal in the left (or right)-most channels, so these distributions can give
us information on the 𝑥 value of an incoming particle.

integrated yield at the central position. Before correction, we see a variation in integrated yields
of ∼+100 %

−35 % , with respect to the central point. After correction this is reduced to ∼+25 %
−10 %. The

presented correction procedure also provides an estimate for the particle crossing point. The mean
difference in 𝑥 and 𝑦 between each point and its reconstructed value and the corresponding standard
deviation are shown in Fig. 32. The standard deviation in the mean 𝑥 difference is larger than in
the 𝑦 difference, which is expected since the WOMs are separated along the 𝑦 direction, hence this
topology provides more precision in the 𝑦 coordinate. This likelihood-based approach is able to
estimate the position of an incoming particle with a resolution of at most 30 cm along 𝑥 and 20 cm
along 𝑦 and biases of at most 14 cm along 𝑥 and 10 cm along 𝑦. The likelihood-based correction

– 35 –



0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700
 [mm]cR

10000

20000

30000

40000

50000

60000

ns
]

×
In

te
gr

at
ed

 Y
ie

ld
 [m

V

Figure 31: Integrated yield after likelihood-based correction with beam incidence angle of 0◦ and
energy of 1.4 GeV. The measured fractions of integrated yield in each WOM and in each SiPM
group of each WOM are used to reconstruct the most likely particle crossing point of the respective
event. Error bars are showing the standard deviations of the distributions, the relative sizes of
which are only slightly increased compared to the relative size of standard deviation of the energy
deposition observed in the MC simulation (compare Fig. 20). The dashed line is the reference
value used for the correction.

method was applied as well to the simulation, with results shown in Fig. 33. It performs similarly
to that of data, with variations before correction ranging from ∼+150 %

−40 % with respect to the central
point. After correction this range is reduced to ∼+10 %

−20 %.
With a more sophisticated reconstruction technique using machine learning, the precision in

the particle crossing point can be significantly improved as demonstrated in Section 7.8. Therefore,
we expect that such a machine-learning technique has also the potential to improve the uniformity
in the integrated yield determination, which will be further studied in the future with a further
prototype detector consisting of several cells. We expect that it will also significantly improve the
correction to simulation. Considering the promising agreement between data and simulation, it is
possible that in the future a machine-learning approach could be taken for particle reconstruction,
by training with simulation and applying it to data.

7.7 Time response of the full-size detector prototype

In this section, we present the time response of the LS-SBT prototype detector for a selected set of
particle crossing points on the detector cell as sketched in Fig. 19. If not stated otherwise, the beam
energy was always chosen to be 1.4 GeV and the incidence angle 0◦.

In order to study the time response of the detector, the signal arrival time for both WOMs
was estimated using a constant fraction discrimination (CFD) method with a threshold value of
25 % of the maximum amplitude of each signal. For each event, the waveforms from the eight
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Figure 32: Mean difference between the 𝑥 and 𝑦 values of each point and their reconstructed values,
with corresponding standard deviations resulting from the likelihood-based correction procedure
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Figure 33: Detected photons in simulation after likelihood-based correction. The fractions of
photons in each WOM and in each SiPM group of each WOM are used to reconstruct the most
likely particle crossing point for the respective event. Error bars indicate the standard deviations
of the distributions. The dashed line is the reference value used for the correction. The cell wall
reflectivity in simulation is 65 % of the measured values.
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channels of each WOM were summed to reduce the fluctuation due to electronic noise. Afterwards,
a smoothing was applied and the time at which the summed signal reaches the 25 % of its maximum
was determined by interpolation (Fig. 34). From the resulting times, called 𝑇𝑑 and 𝑇𝑢, the average

Figure 34: Sum of the signals from the eight SiPM channels of one WOM for one event, after
baseline correction. The red line is the result of the smoothing procedure performed on the signal.
The green vertical line indicates the signal time at 25 % of the maximum of the summed signals.

Figure 35: Distribution of Δ𝑇𝑃𝑀𝑇 for the four test beam telescope scintillators used for triggering
the data acquisition of the WaveCatcher digitiser.

arrival time of the four trigger PMT signals,𝑇𝑃𝑀𝑇𝑖 , from the beam telescope,𝑇𝑡𝑟𝑖𝑔𝑔𝑒𝑟 =
∑

𝑖 𝑇𝑃𝑀𝑇𝑖/4,
was subtracted, also using for each PMT signal the CFD threshold of 25 %. Any variation in
the time offset from event to event, 𝑇0, cancels in this difference: 𝑇𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑟

𝑑
= 𝑇𝑑 − 𝑇𝑡𝑟𝑖𝑔𝑔𝑒𝑟 and

𝑇𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑟
𝑢 = 𝑇𝑢 − 𝑇𝑡𝑟𝑖𝑔𝑔𝑒𝑟 . The intrinsic time uncertainty of 𝑇𝑡𝑟𝑖𝑔𝑔𝑒𝑟 channels can be deduced from

the distribution of Δ𝑇𝑃𝑀𝑇 =
(𝑇𝑃𝑀𝑇1+𝑇𝑃𝑀𝑇2

2 − 𝑇𝑃𝑀𝑇3+𝑇𝑃𝑀𝑇4
2

)
/2, which is plotted in Fig. 35. From a
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Gaussian fit, the standard deviation of Δ𝑇𝑃𝑀𝑇 is found to be 0.1 ns. Fig. 36 shows for each particle
crossing point the mean value of the corresponding 𝑇𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑟

𝑢 and 𝑇𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑟
𝑑

distributions as a function of
the distance between the particle crossing point and the centre of the corresponding WOM, 𝑅𝑢 and
𝑅𝑑 , and as an error bar the corresponding standard deviation of the distribution as an estimate of
the single-event time resolution.

Figure 36: Signal arrival time at the WOMs as a function of the distance between particle crossing
point and the centre of the respective WOM. Left: WOM down, right: WOM up.

For each particle crossing point, the particle arrival time at the detector cell was estimated for
each event by calculating the average between the two times: 𝑇𝑢𝑑 = (𝑇𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑟

𝑢 + 𝑇𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑟
𝑑

)/2. The mean
and the standard deviation of 𝑇𝑢𝑑 for different particle crossing points are shown in Fig. 38. 𝑇𝑢𝑑

distributions are shown in Fig. 37 for selected points. As expected, the 𝑇𝑢𝑑 value depends much
less on the particle crossing point than the individual times 𝑇𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑟

𝑢 and 𝑇𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑟
𝑑

. Over all tested points,
𝑇𝑢𝑑 varies within a 2 ns time window.

For different positions, the standard deviation of the 𝑇𝑢𝑑 distributions varies between 0.4 ns
and 0.8 ns. These time uncertainties are significantly larger than the uncertainty on 𝑇𝑡𝑟𝑖𝑔𝑔𝑒𝑟 of
0.1 ns. As a result, we do not correct the standard deviation values of the 𝑇𝑢𝑑 distributions for the
uncertainty on 𝑇𝑡𝑟𝑖𝑔𝑔𝑒𝑟 .

Without any further correction, the intrinsic time resolution of the detector is ±1 ns, due to
the time variation in 𝑇𝑢𝑑 if the particle crossing point is unknown, plus a statistical uncertainty of
at most 0.8 ns, which could be improved in the future by increasing the light collection through a
higher inner cell wall reflectivity.

To study the possibility to reduce the intrinsic time variation of about ±1 ns, the difference
in arrival time between the two WOMs has been calculated: Δ𝑇𝑢𝑑 = 𝑇𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑟

𝑢 − 𝑇𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑟
𝑑

. The mean
values and standard deviations of Δ𝑇𝑢𝑑 for the same particle beam positions considered in Fig. 38
are shown in Fig. 39. As expected, the sign of Δ𝑇𝑢𝑑 allows one to distinguish easily whether the
particle crossing point is in the upper (𝑦 > 0) or in the lower half (𝑦 < 0) of the detector cell.
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Figure 37: Exemplary distributions of 𝑇𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑟
𝑑

, 𝑇𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑟
𝑢 , and 𝑇𝑢𝑑 for four selected particle crossing

points, as shown in bottom right. The distribution for each position contains 10000 events.

However, there is no easy distinction possible between different 𝑥 values within the upper or lower
half of the cell. A simple correction of 𝑇𝑢𝑑 using only the measured Δ𝑇𝑢𝑑 to decrease the ±1 ns
variation over the detector cell is not straightforward. Therefore, we study a similar correction
strategy as already used in Section 7.6.

As with the integrated yield in Section 7.6, 𝑇𝑢𝑑 was corrected using an event likelihood-based
method. The distributions used to perform the correction are the same as before, with the addition
of using also the Δ𝑇𝑢𝑑 probability densities. Sample probability distributions of Δ𝑇𝑢𝑑 for the central
crossing point and a crossing point in the corner of the detector are shown in Fig. 40. Results of
the correction can be seen in Fig. 41. The distributions shown in Fig. 37 after the likelihood-
based correction are shown in Fig. 42. The corrected distributions lie much closer to 𝑇𝑢𝑑 of the
central point, while standard deviations are comparable to their pre-correction values. The variation
between 𝑇𝑢𝑑 for the centre of the cell and the farthest away particle crossing point is reduced from
about 2 ns before correction to 0.4 ns. Several points are over corrected such that for a much closer
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Figure 38: Estimated particle arrival time at the detector 𝑇𝑢𝑑 as a function of distance between
particle crossing point and centre of the cell. The dashed lines depict the time variation over the
whole box.

Figure 39: Δ𝑇𝑢𝑑 as a function of distance between particle crossing point and centre of the cell.

point the largest variation observed is about −0.7 ns in 𝑇𝑢𝑑 . One particular example of such a
particle crossing point has a 𝑅𝑐 value of 200 mm and is located on the connection line between both
WOM tubes (green colour code in Figs. 37). In about 2/3 of the events, the correction works very
well, whereas in 1/3 of the events the correction shifts by about −1.8 ns on average. As with the
integrated yield correction, this is expected to improve significantly with increased integrated yield
and with a machine-learning algorithm for reconstruction.

The simulation does not yet include waveforms, so no comparison between data and simulation
with respect to timing is possible. Studies are ongoing to implement a waveform into the simulation,
which would allow for a more in-depth comparison to data as is currently possible with the light
collection response.
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Figure 40: Δ𝑇𝑢𝑑 probability distributions for the central particle crossing point and a crossing point
in the lower left corner of the detector. Δ𝑇𝑢𝑑 is most probable around 0 ns for the central crossing
point, while in the corner crossing point, the highest probabilities are closer to 4 ns. This adds
additional discrimination capability to the likelihood-based position reconstruction.
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Figure 41: 𝑇𝑢𝑑 distributions after application of the likelihood-based correction for a beam incidence
angle of 0◦ and beam energy of 1.4 GeV. The measured fractions of integrated yield in each WOM
and in each SiPM group of each WOM, as well as Δ𝑇𝑢𝑑 , are used to reconstruct the most likely
particle crossing point for the respective event. The error bars show the standard deviations of the
distributions. The dashed line indicates the reference value used for the correction.
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Figure 42: 𝑇𝑢𝑑 distributions for selected points after likelihood-based correction. Colours refer to
particle crossing points as indicated in Fig. 37.

7.8 Reconstruction of the particle crossing point

If the WOMs in the LS detector cell register light produced by a charged particle crossing the cell
somewhere, the best estimate of the particle crossing point without any further information is the
centre of the cell assuming a uniform distribution of the particle crossing point coordinates in 𝑥 and
𝑦. As an uncertainty one could then assume the standard deviation of a uniform distribution, which
is the cell size in 𝑥 and 𝑦 divided by

√
12. For the cell dimension under study, this would correspond

to 80/
√

12 ≈ 23 cm for the 𝑥 coordinate and to 120/
√

12 ≈ 35 cm. As a result of the positioning of
the two WOMs at the same 𝑥 coordinates but at different 𝑦 coordinates, the collected light share and
the difference in signal arrival time between the two WOMs allows one to easily deduce whether
the particle crossing point has a positive or a negative 𝑦 value with respect to the centre of the cell.
Therefore, one would shift the best estimate for 𝑦 to the 𝑦 position of the corresponding WOM,
and the standard deviation for the 𝑦 coordinate would be divided by a factor of 2 resulting in about
17 cm. As already discussed and shown in Section 7.6, the light yield share between the two WOMs
together with the measured photoelectron distribution over the eight SiPM groups caries much more
information about the particle crossing coordinates using event likelihoods.

We present in the following a neural-network (NN) based analysis that uses the individual
integrated yields and signal arrival times in the eight SiPM groups of each WOM to estimate the
𝑥 and 𝑦 positions of the positron beam hitting the cell. The method significantly improves the bias
in the reconstructed position and its estimated uncertainty beyond the likelihood method applied in
Section 7.6.

The neural network utilises integrated yields of each SiPM group and timing information
as the input layer [33]. Each basic neural network consists of an input layer with 32 neurons,
followed by three hidden layers, each with Rectified Linear Unit (ReLU) activation functions, batch
normalisation layers, and dropout procedures to prevent overfitting [34]. The architecture embraces
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a deep ensemble model strategy [35], where three identical basic networks are trained, and their
outputs are concatenated and averaged to reduce bias induced by random initiating. A four-fold
cross-validation approach [36] is employed to enhance model robustness and minimise overfitting,
which partitions the dataset into training, validation, and test sets. A dataset with 10,000 events
when the beam was set to 5.4 GeV has been used to train the network. The test set contains 20 %
of the data and is excluded from training the network entirely. The rest of the dataset is used for
training and validating the model. Also, other datasets with different beam energies can play the
test set role to examine the model performance. In total, 12 basic models are trained through this
scheme. Hyperparameter tuning, vital for model optimisation, is carried out using the random
search method, seeking the best configuration to minimise the Mean Absolute Error (MAE), which
serves as the loss function for training the neural network. One note is that there are two different
models; one is trained and tested with MC simulation data, and the other is trained with the test
beam data. In this project, Keras, which is an open-source Python package, has been used. Keras
wraps the functionality of another package, TensorFlow [37].

The top plots in Fig. 43 show the two-dimensional positions obtained from the NN analysis
for five different particle crossing points with a beam angle of 0◦ and energy of 1.4 GeV for test
beam data (left) and MC simulation (right). The bottom plots in Fig. 43 show the projections of
the reconstructed 𝑥 and 𝑦 positions in the test beam data. We observe that the probability density
function of the reconstructed positions peak very closely to the true particle crossing point and that
the standard deviation for the reconstructed 𝑥 and 𝑦 position is at most 14 cm and hence significantly
smaller than the above quoted values for the standard deviations for a uniform distribution. At higher
positron energies, these uncertainties are further reduced thanks to the higher integrated yields in
the WOMs. While the reconstructed points in the data show for some of the particle crossing point
a larger spread than in the simulation, the central part of the reconstructed 𝑥 distribution is more
peaking in data than in the simulation. This is likely coming from the uneven distribution of rust
stains on the inner cell walls, which allows the NN to better distinguish between different particle
crossing points.

8 Summary and outlook

As a prototype detector for the SHiP Surrounding Background Tagger, we constructed a cell
(dimensions 120 cm×80 cm×25 cm) made from corten steel and filled with a LS made of LAB and
PPO that is equipped with two WOMs for light collection of the primary scintillation photons. Each
WOM consists of a PMMA tube dip-coated with WLS on its surface, employing an optimised dye
and dip-coating procedure. The secondary photons emitted from the WLS are guided via internal
total reflection to a ring-shaped array of 40 SiPMs for light detection. The readout of the 40 SiPMs
of each WOM is combined into eight channels of five SiPMs each.

The detector cell was tested at the DESY II test beam facility with positrons of energies
varying between 1.4 GeV and 5.4 GeV. Compared to previous test beam exposures with earlier
detector prototypes, the performance of the detector could be significantly improved in several
aspects: Using only one WOM, the detection efficiency over the whole detector cell was found
to be ≥99.3 % at 68 % confidence level, and ≥99.5 % at 68 % confidence level when requiring at
least one of the two WOMs to register a signal above the dark-count threshold. The granularity of
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Figure 43: Neural network-based reconstruction of five selected particle crossing points with a
beam angle of 0◦ and energy of 1.4 GeV. The coloured areas in the top plots show the probability
density of the reconstructed 𝑥 and 𝑦 coordinate values, with the true positions indicated by the blue
arrows. Top left: Test beam data. Top right: MC simulation. Bottom left: Reconstructed 𝑥 position
in test beam data. Bottom right: Reconstructed 𝑦 position in test beam data. The mean and the
standard deviation of the estimated coordinates are given in the legend.

the SiPM array coupled to the WOM tube furthermore allows for an innovative approach to gain
spatial information on the particle crossing point: After applying a likelihood-based correction
estimating the most likely particle crossing point, the energy response over the whole detector cell
varies between +25 % and −10 %. Using the signal arrival times in the SiPM arrays coupled to
both WOMs, a time resolution of O(1 ns) could be achieved, also profiting from a likelihood-based
correction. A neural network-based analysis taking into account the time response and collected
integrated yields in the SiPM readout channels of the two WOMs allowed to reconstruct the particle
crossing point with an uncertainty of better than 14 cm.

The cell wall reflectivity can still be improved, currently achieving only about 65 % of the
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optimal value due to unforeseen rust stains. This problem will be avoided in the future by the
application of a dedicated anti-rust primer, which is expected to significantly increase the collected
photon yield.

The next step in our R&D program for the SHiP LS-SBT will be the construction and test of
a multi-cell detector comprising 2 × 2 cells, studying muons in a dedicated test beam campaign.
With such a detector, further information can be inferred w.r.t. the particle crossing point and even
its incidence angle when it traverses more than one cell.
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