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ABsTRACT: In bubble-assisted Liquid Hole Multipliers (LHM), developed for noble-liquid radiation
detectors, the stability of the bubble and the electro-mechanical properties of the liquid-to-gas
interface play a dominant role in the detector performance. A model is proposed to evaluate the
static equilibrium configurations of a bubble sustained underneath a perforated electrode immersed
in a liquid. For the first time bubbles were optically observed in LAr; their properties were studied
in contact with different material surfaces. This permitted investigating the bubble-electrodynamics
via numerical simulations; it was shown that the electric field acts as an additional pressure term
on the bubble meniscus. The predictions for the liquid-to-gas interface were successfully validated
using X-ray micro-CT in water and in silicone oil at STP. The proposed model and the results
of this study are an important milestone towards understanding and optimizing the parameters of
LHM-based noble-liquid detectors.

Keyworbs: Noble liquid detectors (scintillation, ionization, double-phase); Charge transport,
multiplication and electroluminescence in rare gases and liquids; Cryogenics; Micropattern gaseous
detectors (MSGC, GEM, THGEM, RETHGEM, MHSP, MICROPIC, MICROMEGAS, InGrid,
etc.); Detector modelling and simulations II (electric fields, charge transport, multiplication and
induction, pulse formation, electron emission, etc).
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1 Introduction

In the last years, advancements have been reached in the field of noble-liquid radiation detectors
based on the bubble-assisted Liquid Hole-Multipliers (LHM) concept [1-5]. The original LHM
concept [6], presented in the context of rare-event searches, was proposed to perform a combined
detection of ionization electrons and primary scintillation photons generated by the interaction of
radiation within a single-phase noble liquids. In its present configuration, an LHM-based detector
consists of a Csl-coated perforated electrode (e.g. a Gas Electron Multiplier, GEM [7], or Thick
GEM, THGEM [8]) immersed in the noble liquid with a stable gas bubble formed and trapped
underneath. A typical LHM-detector layout is shown in Fig. 1. Radiation interaction in the
liquid induces prompt scintillation-photon emission (S1) and ionization electrons. The latter, under
appropriate electric fields, are focused into the holes and transferred from the liquid phase into
the gas bubble; they induce electroluminescence (EL) under an electric field applied across the
bubble, resulting in copious photon emission (S2) (e.g. 400 photons/e in Xe-LHM [9]. The S1
photons interacting with the Csl photocathode deposited on the electrode’s top surface, result in
photoelectrons emission; the latter are collected and transferred through the holes into the bubble,
where similarly to the ionization electrons they induce S1° EL photons. The emitted light can be
detected with an array of photo-sensors (PMTs, pixelated SiPMs etc.), to provide the event’s energy
and localization [4, 5]. For more details on the LHM concept and properties see [5, 9, 10].
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Figure 1: LHM operation principle - A bubble is formed using a set of heating wires placed underneath a perforated
electrode (GEM or THGEM). The electrode top is coated with a Csl photocathode. lonization electrons
focused into the holes, or S1 scintillation-induced photoelectrons emitted from Csl, create electroluminescence
photons after crossing the liquid-gas interface into the bubble. A position-sensitive photon detector (e.g.
SiPMs, PMTs), located underneath the wires, detects the resulting S2 and S1° photons. Typical dimensions
for a THGEM electrode employed in our setup are: electrode thickness 0.4 mm, hole diameter 0.3 mm and
hole pitch 0.7 mm.



In this work we address questions related to the nature of the bubble trapped underneath the

electrode. For example: which are the accessible equilibrium configurations for the bubble, what
are the properties of the liquid-gas interface within the electrode holes (shape of the meniscus,
protrusion) and how does the presence of an external electric field affect the bubble properties?
These could affect the electron transfer efficiency from liquid into the bubble [9] and the EL
processes occurring within the bubble - impacting thus on the final detector performance.
In Sec.2, we derived a theoretical model based on hydrostatic considerations for the equilibrium
configurations of a bubble trapped underneath an ideal single-hole electrode, without the presence
of electric fields. The model depends on the surface tension of the gaseous-liquid interface (LAr
and GAr in our case) and the contact angle associated with the gaseous-liquid-solid junction (liquid
and gaseous argon, and the solid-material substrate supporting the bubble). A measurement of the
latter is described in Sec.3 [11].

The equilibrium configurations of the bubble, in the LHM configuration (of Fig.1), in the pres-
ence of an external electric field are studied in Sec.4 using accurate COMSOL™[12] simulations.
A set of micro-CT scans of a perforated electrode immersed in silicone oil permitted to observe the
shape of the bubble-to-gas interface and its variation under electric field applied across the elec-
trode. These measurements are described in Sec.5. They permitted to validate the electrodynamical
model and enable modeling the bubble properties in noble liquids, and to design optimal electrode
and field configurations. This would allow optimizing both electron transfer into the bubble and the
electroluminescence yield.

2 Equilibrium of the gas bubble under a THGEM-electrode hole: theory

We examine the properties of a gas bubble formed and sustained under a THGEM-electrode. These
determine the shape of the resulting bubble, and the conditions for its eventual stability. In particular,
it is important to know whether the electrode’s hole contains gas or liquid and what is the shape of
the interface separating the two phases. We can then describe the electric field distributions in gas
and liquid, under potentials applied to the electrodes (shown in Fig.1), and discuss their role on the
bubble stability and their effect on the detector performance. Thus, we consider the forces acting
on the fluid, and examine the conditions that guarantee an equilibrium, taking into consideration
the materials and geometrical parameters. In the following we assume that the fluid’s gas and
liquid phases are in static equilibrium. In an LHM-based detector, we might have to consider
out-of-equilibrium conditions, responsible for the formation, the movement, the coalescence and
the escape of such bubbles, as well as convection and pressure fluctuations within the cryostat. The
treatment of all these dynamical effects is out of the scope of the present work.

We schematize the situation considering an ideal single-hole electrode with axial symmetry,
with a standing bubble formed underneath. For a matter of graphic convenience, a bubble protruding
from the top side of the electrode is illustrated in Fig.2 and discussed.
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Figure 2: Scheme of a bubble protruding from the top side of a bore including all the main forces responsible for the
dynamical equilibrium between the liquid-gas phase.

The bottom part of the bubble is considered flat and horizontal; its thickness H is imposed by
the amount of gas trapped and is considered fixed. The top part of the bubble is contained by the
lower face of the electrode plate; part of it may penetrate the hole, with or without protrusion out of
it - depending on the equilibrium configuration. The gas-to-liquid interface-meniscus (defined as
"meniscus") is the only material surface which we consider as dynamically free within the fluid, i.e.
it re-adjusts its shape in order to satisfy the prescribed balance of forces. At rest, all forces acting on
the fluid in its bulk and at its boundaries, are in equilibrium. The relevant forces are (see Fig.2): a)
the dielectrophoretic force F;, due to the presence of a local electrical field E and to different values
of the electrical permittivity # in the liquid, #;, and in the gas, #3; b) the Archimedean lift F,, due
to the different densities of the gas and the liquid phases; c) the containment forces exerted by the
solid support F, and d) the surface tension F;, acting only at the interface between the two phases.
Viscous forces, due to the differential motion of the fluid parcels, are absent in static conditions,
and do not require consideration here.

The dielectrophoretic force acts throughout all the volume and it is generally expressed as the
divergence of the Maxwell stress tensor, F; = ¥ T, where T = #E : E %Eza. We treat argon as
an ideal dielectric, with neutral volume charge, and no charge accumulation at its interfaces between
gas, liquid and solid boundaries. In this case, all terms related to the bulk drop out (see [13, 14]).
The only remaining contributions arise from boundary terms at the material interfaces:

E; = EEZ n 2.1

where 7 is the local normal at the domain boundaries.

We first discuss the stability conditions for the upper bubble meniscus, in the absence of
electrical field (F; = 0). In first approximation we can derive an analytical expression for the
meniscus position. The additional effect of the electrostatic field will be discussed later.



In purely hydrostatic conditions, the Archimedean lift F, is compensated everywhere in the bulk
of the fluid by the gradient of the local pressure p. We can therefore simplify the treatment, imposing
only the equilibrium of the boundary forces, and reason in terms of the pressure p at the boundaries.
On the solid immobile boundaries, a local constraint force balances the pressure, ensuring that the
boundary remains fixed there, and we do not need to consider it explicitly. The force F; acting on
the surface element of the gas-to-liquid interface is described as the Young-Laplace pressure

2
pL = pn = Tgn 2.2)

where g is the surface tension between the two phases and r the local radius of curvature of the
meniscus. To describe both concave or convex menisci, we adopt the convention r > 0 if the center
of curvature of the meniscus is above it, i.e. if the concavity is oriented upwards - and vice versa.
With this convention we consider py, as positive if the force acts upwards. Referring to Fig. 3, all
menisci depicted in green have » < 0, which implies downwards pressure forces and p; > 0. A
static meniscus implies

pPL=p1 P2 (2.3)

where p; is the relative hydrostatic pressure exerted by the liquid out of the bubble and p, is the
one exerted by the gas. At the bottom of the bubble, which we assumed flat, p; , = 0, and thus
P1p = p2,p- This in turn is equal to the hydrostatic pressure r;¢H evaluated at the bottom side (r;
being the density of the liquid and g the acceleration of gravity). Inside the bubble, the pressure
varies with height as p(z) = po), rgg(z + H). Here rg is the density of gas; it is treated in
first approximation as incompressible. The small vertical dimensions of the system and the small
variations of absolute pressure, when compared to the ambient pressure (the saturation pressure of
argon at the operating temperature, as described below in Sec.3) justify this approximation. The z
axis is drawn upward, with its origin at the bottom of the THGEM-electrode plate. At the top of
the upper meniscus (z¢) we have thus

pre= nigzt p(z) = (rg 1)g(z: + H) (2.4)

We interpret this as a condition imposing the radius of curvature of the meniscus as a function

of its height z;:
29
r= (2.5)
(rg )8z + H)

We note that even for the simple case of an axisymmetric meniscus within a circular vertical tube

(e.g. aclassical capillary rise problem), no general analytical solution for the actual shape of the
surface exists (a reference numerical solution is given by [15]). To further simplify, we neglect the
piezometric height differences along the meniscus. This is justified because in our case they are
small, of the order of the radius of the THGEM hole R, and typically smaller than the capillary
length /g/g(r;  rg). We thus approximate menisci as circular caps of homogeneous radius 7.
The location of the upper meniscus is determined by a further geometrical constraint, the
attachment line on the solid substrate at the hole’s rim. On this contact line the meniscus forms a
prescribed contact angle g (defined here in the liquid side, see Fig. 3) with the wall. This angle is
an intrinsic feature of the chosen materials, i.e. the gas, the liquid and the substrate material. Some



relevant measurements @fire presented in Sec. 3. Fig. 3 schematically shows possible meniscus
locations. To de ne the attachment point at the edge of the hole, the bore edges are considered
smooth. The meniscus settles on a position which, additionally to the presejilmrdsents a
downward concavity with the radius of curvature balancing the bubble pressure, and realizes a
stable equilibrium with respect to movements normal to the interface center.

An approach for solving Eq. (2.4) is presented in Appendix A.1. In summary,

~ for g < 90, two equilibrium con gurations are possible: the meniscus protruding from the
top of the hole, or pinned at the bottom edge;

" forq 90, only a solution with the meniscus protruding from the top is acceptable.

A derivation of the solutions to the problem and the experimental material parameters of ar-
gon are reported in Appendix A.1. As results, it was found that the bubble thickness evaluates to
O0mm < H < 7.7 mmifthe meniscusis pinned at the bottom edge aid3onm < H < 11.1mm
if the meniscus protrudes from the top of the hole.

Figure 3: Meniscus con gurations for Left) contact angie< 90 ; Right) contact angleg 90 . In green, several
acceptable equilibrium con gurations are shown. Dashed red lines represent non-equilibrium con gurations.

The electric eldE applied across the hole (see Fig.2) adds the term (2.1) to Eq.(2.3) and (2.4),
transforming them into

1
pL=pP1 P2 5(#GE% # E3) (2.6)

It thus requires a di erent value of the radius of curvatutia order to satisfy Eq.2.6.
Formally, the electric forc&y, which also acts normally to the interface, can be assimilated to
a local "electric” pressure force. In contrast to the piezometric term, the spatial dependence of the



electric eld is nontrivial for complex electrode geometries, and it is not as easy to de ne viable
analytical approximations as for pure hydrostatics. We therefore resort to numeric computation, as
described below in Sec.4.

3 Observation of captive bubbles in liquid Argon

The experimental characterizations of the bubble contact angles on di erent surfaces were conducted
in a dedicated LAr cryostat, WISArD (Weizmann Institute Liquid Argon Detector). With respect to
the previous experiments performed in [5], the cryostat system was modi ed to include 3 viewports
pointing at the inner experimental assembly; they were oriented perpendic@ar,and 60

with respect to the chamber axis. This cryostat was composed of an outer vacuum chamber (OVC)
and by an inner one (IVC); the latter, 800 mm in diameter and.50 mm height, was llable with

LAr (usually 250 ml). The two elements were separated by an interstitial gap kept under vacuum
to provide stable thermal insulation to the IVC. The detector assembly was suspended from the
topmost ange with an addional viewport.

The system was operated with LAr at the temperatur@@K, with saturated vapor phase
above, at a pressum,; = 1.365Bar The argon liquefaction process is described in details in [5].
In these conditions, the expected properties of argon are: liquid density1395.4 kg/m?, gas
densityr g = 1.784kg/m 3, surface tensiog = 11.83mN/m , dielectric coe cient of the liquid
phase# = 1.504 dielectric coe cient of the gaseous phasg = 1.00051416].

The experiments were prepared adopting the following methodology:

" Planar 1.5 mm thick, 7 mm in diameter slabs of di erent materials were prepared: Copper,
Epoxy Resin (FR4), Te on and Kapton. Surface nishing was realized using super- ne
sanding (600-grits) in order to grant an high-quality polishing. Prior to their installation,
the samples underwent an ultrasonic cleaning cycle in petroleum ether, acetone (whereas
possible) and ethanol;

~ A grid of resistive wires (Ni-Fe, 585m in diameter, 2 mm spacing) was xed at 5 mm below
the sample. The wires were powered to form bubbles in the noble liquid via thermal emission
(Joule e ect);

~ Bubbles were observed with a CALTEX VIP-50-HD60 camera via the viewport orthogonal
to the chamber axis; illumination was introduced through the other viewports (Fig. 4).



Figure 4: Scheme of the setup used to characterize the contact angles of bubbles trapped under di erent materials in
LAr.

A standard technique to measure contact angles is the so-called "captive bubble method" [17],
where the angles are reconstructed from the images of the bubbles trapped underneath a surface.
In order to reconstruct the contact angle formed between the bubble and the chosen substrate,
we recorded multiple sets of images (1000 frames/set); the camera operated in an automatic
acquisition mode (1 frame/second). The images were processed using a dedicated Python script
[18] (adjusting contrast and brightness, converting color into greyscale). Each set of images was
subsequently manually analyzed and, selecting 200 frames containing distinct bubbles. Each sample
was analyzed using the drop-shape analysis extension "DropSnake" [19] for the software ImageJ
[20]. The shape reconstruction was done with an interactive spline method where the knots (see
yellow dots in Fig. 5b, Fig. 5d) were placed by hand on the bubble interface [21]. This method
o ered us a rather straightforward and reliable way to reconstruct the bubble shape; it provided
us with two, left and right, values of the contact angle for each frame. Each resulting statistical
sample was thus composed of 400 angle values; these provided distributions, tted to the obtained
histograms by a dedicated Matlab script.
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