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A bstract

Radiation dam age in lead tungstate crystals reducestheir transparency.The cali-

bration thatrelatestheam ountoflightdetected in such crystalsto incidentenergy

of photons or electrons is of param ount im portance to m aintaining the energy

resolution thedetection system .W ereporton testsoflead tungstatecrystals,read

outby photom ultipliertubes,exposed to irradiation by m onoenergetic electron or

pion beam s.The beam electronsthem selveswere used to m easure the scintillation

lightoutput,and a bluelightem itting diode(LED)wasused to track variationsof

crystalstransparency.W e reporton the correlation ofthe LED m easurem entwith

radiation dam age by the beam sand also show thatitcan accurately m onitor the

crystalsrecovery from such dam age.
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1 Introduction

Electrom agnetic calorim eters built ofthe lead tungstate (PbW O 4,PW O) scintillating

crystalswillbeused in severalhigh energy physicsexperim ents,such asALICE and CM S

attheCERN LHC [1{3].Thisworkwasdoneforstudiesoftheelectrom agneticcalorim eter

for BTeV at the FNAL Tevatron Collider [4].Unfortunately,BTeV was term inated by

theU.S.Dept.ofEnergy.

Over the last several years, the PW O crystals have been extensively studied at the

Institute forHigh Energy Physics (IHEP)in Protvino,Russia [5{10].In particular,the

studiescon� rm ed thatthePW O lightoutputdegradesunderirradiation by high-energy

electron orpion beam ofhigh intensity.Thelightlosshasatendency toexhibitsaturation

when thedoserateiskeptataconstantlevel.On theotherhand,thelightoutputchanges

whenevertheradiation ratechanges.Thus,theyhavetobem onitored continuouslyduring

operation to m aintain excellentenergy and spaceresolutionsofthecalorim eter.

M onte-Carlo study indicates that there would be enough electrons and positrons from

photon conversion neartheinteraction region and sem ileptonicB decaysto calibratethe

detector in-situ.The rates ofcollecting electrons/positrons for the calibration vary in

di� erentareasofthecalorim eter,ranging from lessthan 1 hourto aboutseveralhoursof

datatakingtoachievethecalibration accuracy of(0:2� 0:3)% .Any changesin thecrystal
lightoutputoverthistim escalem ustbem onitored usingthetransparencym easurem ents.

On the otherhand,the transparency m onitoring doesnothave to be stable over m uch

longertim escalelikea m onth sincetheelectron calibration takescareofthatpart.

W e presum e that the PW O light output degradation is caused by the changes in the

transparency sinceno evidenceofthescintillating m echanism dam agehasbeen found so

far [11].Thus,a highly stablereferencelightpulsersending lightthrough thecrystalcan

be used to m easure the transparency changes and predict the scintillation light output

changesfrom thePW O crystals.

W hen the coe� cientoflightabsorption changesby � �,the lighttransm ission changes

by a factorofe�� �� ,where� isthepath length thatlightm usttravelfrom thesourceto

thelightdetector.Itisexpected that� �� < 0:1 forseveralhoursofdata taking,and it

isrelevantto use a linearapproxim ation.Therefore the fractionallossisgiven by � ��.

Considering thatthepath lengthsforscintillation and m onitoring lightaredi� erent,the

fractionallossesforthetwoprocesseswillbedi� erent,butareexpected tobeproportional.

The dose rate pro� les induced by electron and pion beam s are signi� cantly di� erent

longitudinaly [8].This could potentially lead to di� erent proportionality constants for

electron orpion irradiation.Ourstudiesaddressed those issuesfordi� erentcrystalsand

underdi� erentconditions.A dedicated testbeam run took place atthe IHEP-Protvino

testbeam facility [6]in Novem ber-Decem ber2002.

Irradiation ofPW O crystalshasbeen done using high-intensity 34 GeV pion beam and
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23 GeV electron beam .Following the run,the crystalswere leftfora long-term natural

recovery for over a 3-m onths period.Their light transm ittance changes were m easured

with theLED m onitoring system [9].Resultsarepresented in thispaper.

2 Test beam apparatus and irradiation procedure

TheIHEP-Protvinotestbeam facility isdescribed in detailsin [7].Them ajorcom ponents

are m om entum tagging system and a prototype ofthe PW O crystalcalorim eter.The

prototype isa 5�5 m atrix ofcrystalsfrom two vendors,Bogoroditsk and Shanghai,and

isinstalled in a therm o-stabilized light-tightbox on a m oving platform .Allthe crystals

are rectangularin shape,with a 27�27 m m 2 cross-section and a 220 m m length.They

wereinstrum ented with 6-stageR5380Q Ham am atsu photom ultipliertubes(PM T).

Beforeirradiation,scintillation lightoutputofthecrystalswasm easured with theuseof

a low intensity electron beam .Allresultspresented in thispaperare norm alized to the

resultsofthisvery � rstcalibration.

Allcrystals received from 500 rad to 1.5 krad ofintegraldose over the entire studies.

During the electron irradiation runs,position of the electron peak itself was used to

m onitorthelightoutputcontinuously.During theirradiation by pions,data taking runs

alternated with calibration runsby low intensity electron beam ,tom onitorchangesin the

crystalslightoutput.Forthepulseheightanalysis,only electronsthathitthecentralpart

(2�2 m m 2)ofthecrystal’sfrontfacewereselected using thedata from driftcham bers.

Lighttransm ittance change in the crystalswasm easured continuously with the use ofa

blue(470 nm )LED.Optical� bersguided lightfrom theLED to thefrontside(opposite

from the end where the PM T wasattached)ofthe crystals.The typicalpath length of

LED lightin thecrystalapproxim ately equalsthelength ofthecrystal.Thelightcom es

outoftheoptical� berwith a characteristicfullanglespread of25�;thisangleisreduced

to 11� as the light enters the crystalfrom air.Thus,the path length ofthe light in a

crystalshould be increased by 1=cos11�,i.e.order of2% .As for the scintillation light

from incident particles,taking into account that this light is em itted isotropically and

thecrystaliswrapped with Tyvek (di� usere
 ecting m aterial),itsaveragepath length to

the photocathode islongerdue to the m ultiple re
 ections.In addition,the LED system

m onitors the transparency ofthe crystalat a speci� c wavelength (in our case,470 nm

waschosen partially dueto the availability ofblue LEDs)and thusdoesnotsam ple the

entirespectrum ofscintillation light.Theradiation dam agee� ectislesssevereat470 nm

than at430 nm ,which isthe centerofthePW O scintillation em ission peak.From these

considerations,we expectthatthe ratio,K ,ofthe lightlossfactorsforthe LED signal

and theparticlesignalshould belessthan 1.

3 Experim entalresults
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Fig.1.BlueLED vs.scintillation signalrelativechangesunderpion irradiation forShanghaiT9

crystal.Points representing the data ofthe calibration runs are � tted to a straight line.The

slope,K = 0:59,wasobtained with an accuracy of� 5% .

3.1 Data from calibration runs

The m ean pulse heightsofthe scintillation signaland ofthe LED signalwere obtained

using the data from the calibration runsand norm alized to the resultsofthe very � rst

calibration.Fig.1 shows an exam ple of the correlation between the relative changes

ofthe LED signalvs.relative changes ofthe scintillation signal.Points 1{4 represent

m easurem ents taken during the pion irradiation period;they � t very wellto a linear

function.Points5{6weretaken when thecrystalstarted torecover.By thiswem ean that

thehigh intensity pion beam m oved away from thiscrystaland onto othercrystals,thus

the dose rateon the spotdecreased signi� cantly and the lightoutputstarted to restore,

aswasm easured in the subsequent calibration runs.Ithasto be noted thatpoints5{6

agree very wellwith the sam e linear� tapplied to the data taken during the irradiation

period.The� tfunction isshown below:

1� y = K (1� x); (1)

where x and y are relative electron and LED signals,respectively.For this particular

crystal,the proportionality coe� cient was obtained to be K = 0:59 with an accuracy

of�5% .

The sam e calculationswere applied forallthe crystalsthathave been irradiated either

by electrons or pions.Distributions ofthe coe� cients obtained from a linear � t ofthe

LED vs.electron dependenciesforeach crystalarepresented in Fig.2for(a)pion and (b)

electron irradiation.Them ean valuesofthetwo distributionsarethesam ewithin errors.
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Fig.2.Linear� tcoe� cientsbetween the blue LED and electron signalsasa resultof(a)pion

irradiation;(b)electron irradiation.

3.2 Continuouselectron calibration

Allelectronsincidentwithin 3�3 array ofthecrystalsand satisfying thecondition,that
theenergy depositover9crystalsin thisarray waswithin �10% ofthebeam energy,were

selected forthisanalysis.Theelectron irradiation data weresubdivided into sm allerdata

sets,each setcorresponded to 15 m in ofdata taking.Them ean signalsforthe9 crystals

in the array were calculated foreach ofthe subsets.A standard inverse m atrix iteration

procedureofcrystalcalibration required notm orethan 6 iterations.

Fig.3(a) shows the electron signaland the blue LED signalvs. tim e for one of the

crystalsduring theelectron irradiation period when theaverage doseratewas20 rad/h;

both signals have been norm alized to the light output m easured at the beginning of

the irradiation period.Fig.3(b) shows the correlation between relative electron signal

and relative blue LED signal.The linear � t coe� cient K = 0:596 is com puted with

m uch betteraccuracy of�0:3% than in the case ofdiscrete calibration runsin the pion

irradiation data.

Fig.4 dem onstrates how accurate the energy correction can be in a single crystalwith

theuseofa stablelightcalibration sourceifthecoe� cientK in form ula 1 isknown.The

results presented here were obtained over 35 hours ofdata taking.W hile the response

changed over each 15-m inutes period,the e� ect was corrected according to the change

in the LED signaland with the knowledge ofthe linear � t coe� cient thatis shown in

Fig.3(a).The corrected energy distribution � tted by Gaussian has � equalto 0.2% .

Fig.4(b) shows the distribution ofGaussian � com puted for 19 crystals with m ean at

0.25% and r.m .s.about0.07% .
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4 Long tim e crystals recovery

W e observed thatthe transparency ofthe crystalsrecovered upwardsto itslevelbefore

irradiation.Lightoutputfrom thecrystalswasconstantly m onitored with theblueLED
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Theparam etersa,b and c areasfollows:a= 0.855� 0.005,b= 0.097� 0.06,c= 0.048� 0.016.

during for m ore than 3 m onths.Fig.5 shows typicalrecovery process for one ofthe

crystals.Thiscrystalwasirradiated with thedoserateswhich varied from 15 to 30 rad/h

and accum ulated 2.2 krad absorbed dose.

Theexperim entalresultswere� tted with function:

f(t)= a+ b� (1� e
�t=� 1)+ c� (1� e

�t=� 2): (2)

Besidescontinuousm onitoring ofthechangesin thecrystalslighttransm ittancewith the

LED,attheend oftherecovery period ofm orethan 2200 hours,a calibration run with a

low intensity electron beam wastaken.Theresultsofthecalibration run werecom pared

to thosefrom thecrystalscalibration attheend oftheirradiation run.Fig.6 showsthat

on average the lightoutputfrom the crystalsdegraded to 86% ofitsinitiallevelatthe

end oftheirradiation run butnaturally recovered up to 98% .

5 C onclusions

Thegoalofthisstudy wasto con� rm thattheelectrom agnetic calorim eterm adeoflead

tungstate crystals read out by photom ultiplier tubes can be continuously calibrated to

therequired accuracy with theuseofLED-based m onitoring system within a period of1

day orshorter.

W e studied crystals behaviour under electron or hadron irradiation and whether the

changes in theirresponses to electrons would scale wellwith theirresponse to the blue

LED.

W efound thattherelativechangesoftheLED and electron signalscan beapproxim ated
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Fig.6.(a)afterirradiation;(b)afterthe2200 hoursrecovery.

by alinearfunction in both theelectron and pion irradiation studies.Theobtained linear

� t coe� cients are consistent with each other.This strongly suggests that in the real

experim entalenvironm ent,wherethecrystalswillbeirradiated by a m ixtureofhadrons,

gam m asand electrons,linear� twillbesu� cientforthecalorim eter’scalibration.

W hen the electron data were corrected forthe transm ission loss,which isdue to irradi-

ation,using the LED data,the corrected energy m easurem ents are constant to within

�0:25% . This satis� es one of the m ost im portant technical requirem ents of m odern

experim ents.

Overthe 3-m onthslong recovery period thatfollowed the irradiation run we found that

thelightoutputofthecrystalsrestored from an averageof86% to98% .Itwasalsofound

that,for a given crystal,correlations between electron signaland blue LED signalare

linearand arethesam eifm easured during irradiation orduring therecovery period.
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