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Abstract

We describe here an efficient machlearning based approach for the optimization of
parameters used for extracting the arriitae of waveforms in particula thosegeneratedy

the detection db11 keV annihilationo-raysby a60 cm? coaxialhigh purity germanium detector
(HPGe). The method utiizes a type of artificial neural network (ANN) calisel-organizing
map (SOM)to cluster the HP&waveforms based on the shape of their rising edgbs
optimal timing parametersor HPGe waveforms belonging to a particuiusterare found by
minimizing the time difference between the HP&gnal and asignal produced by &aF,
scintilation deteatr. Applying thesevariable timing parameters the HPGe signalschieved
ao-acoincidence timing resolution ef4.3 ns atthe 511 keV photo peédefined as 511 50
keV) and a timing resolution of 6.5 nsfor the entirea spectrund without rejecting ay valid
pulses This timing resolution approacheghe bestobtained by analog nuclear electronics,
without the correspondingcomplesxties of analog optimization procedures We further
demonstrate the universalty and efficacy of the machine learning approach by applying the
method to the generation of secondary electron tofdlight spectra following the

implantaion of energetic positrons on a sample.

1. Introduction

The time reslation of HPGe detectors are limited $everatens of nanosecond due to the
large variance in thehape of the rising front of the peenplified HP Ge signaand the electric
noise [1-5]. Therising front of the signateflects the point of interaction die o photonin the
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detectoy the number of interactionpero p h @g veeh as the charge transport dynamics
across the electrodedeading to an inverse relation between the volume of the HPGe
detectofthe energy of the photonand the timeresolution [1-25]. Most of the methods analog
or digitab that aim to improve the timing resolution of the HPGe detemtmize thetime
pick-off algorithm by determiningone set of time pickff parametersor all the HP Gedetector
waveshape® single set ofparameterdiowever lead to large spread in enpickoff and often
~1to 5 ns timing resolutionare attaineanly by rejectinga large fraction ofvaveshapethat
are responsible for the time broaden[i@-15. The rjection of signalsadverselyaffectsthe
experimental count rat@nd can lead to loss of valuable informadioespecially for events
involving low energyo photons[5]. We demonstratehat it is possible toattain good timing
resolutionwith minimal pulserejectionby utiizing time pickoff parameterghat depend othe
shape of the wavefosras describedh detail later

To obtain waveshape specific time pio parameterswe first cluster the pulsgsoduced
by a 60 cn? coaxial HPGe detectovia an artificial neural networKANN) with a self
organizing magSOM) architecture[26]. This clustering is followed by subprocedure that
minimizes the timing output variance efch cluster and is facilitated by the simultaneous
detection oforaysin an HPGe and a BaBetector. The optimal parameteigained through
the minimization are generalized: given the same detector and similaourcedetector
geometry, the optimization procedure produces parameters that can be used for all future
experinents. Implementing the optimal parameters yields a timing resolutior.8frsfor the
HP GeBaF, detector combinatiorplaced inside a constant magnetic fieldhout rejecting any
valid pulses (fAvalido merayddatectgn apdunbtdatsestriggens)a t
and including allo energiesfrom 40 keV up to 561 keVTiming resolution is a complex
function of the detector volume, detection geomeirgnergy,applied high voltageelectronic
noise in the experimental system, thye of preamplifier employed, and thenature of
algorithms employed.Here we have combined the clustering method withodified form of
the extrapolated leadirgdge timing (ELET) algorithm to obtain the time information from the
HPGe waveforms.The clusering method canhowever be combined withthe digital
implantation ofothertime pickoff techniquesor noise fiters[5, 13, or with shaping techniques
such asmoving window deconvolution 2[7, 28] to improve the timing and energy resolution
achievable for a givesemiconductor detection system

Pioneering works thatitlized analog processing methotts selectspecific pulse shapes

hadachievedafew ns (~ 1 nsjiming resolutionswith small volume or planar Gg.i) detectors
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[14, 15], andthus demonstrated theritical dependence of the timing resolution on waveform
shape. Complex and tirmnsuming optimization of the timing fitter glifier (TFA)T constant
fraction discriminator (CFD) combination was shown twam ~ 4 ns coincidence timing
resolution with large volume HPGe detectors (~ 60)dimat have~ 10% efficiency[2] and
thatutiize 2 photons only within 511+50 keVHowever, such optimization methods are system
specific and cannot be generalized to all semiconductor detector systems irrespective of the
type, shape or size of the detectors or the energy ofghetons detecte@ubsequent attempts
tried to addresse significant loss iefficiency by either designing shapempensated analog
methods(achieving ~ 10 ns at 1.3 MeV with a 1003d#P Ge)or resorting taffline time walk
correctionmethods employingnultiple ADCswith digital analysis(achieving ~ 3.4 nat 511
keV photopeakwith a 60 cra HPGe)[16, 17.

The availability offast digitizers have resulted in a slew of methtm#crease the timing
resolution of HPGe detectors, such @simiang the parameters of digital time pickf
algorithms b, 13 or implementing novel pulse shapdiscrimination techniques, which have
the additional benefit of being able determine the-ray interaction point in the detecttwr
tracking or to discriminate between single site or mudite interactions 3, 10, 1213, 18-25].

An example is the novel pulse shape analysis method by Crespi &8lalvhjch performed a

G2 compaison oftheinput HP Ge signato a matrix ofexperimentally derivetbasissignals The
basis signals were selectemrepresent all possibldime-shifted signalshapeshat can be
produced byhe singe siteinteractionof a o-raywith the HP Gadetector. This method yielded

a coincident time resolution df2ns with a coaxial HP Ge detectindincluded both thesingle

site and multisite interactionsof 1.17 MeV2 photons with the detectofhe SOM clustering
and the optimization methode describe here, in comparison to all the digital methods listed
above, is simple to implement and doed make any assumptions regarding the detector
geomety or thenature ofointeractionsanddoes not involveac o mp 2 reinimization routine

The clusteringof the pulse shapesasperformed using the default SOM algorithavailable

in the Deep.earning Toolbox of MATLAB 2019b and similar implementatiorare widely
available in all major Deep learning platfornSlustering using SOMalso has the advantage
that it producesan artificial neural networlyhich, after being trainedefficiently classifiesa
new input waveformnto the dusterwith which it hasmaximum similarity. Thismakes the
time pickoff processsufficiently fastusing a trained network amptimized parameters
Machine learning techniques have been previously applied for the analysis of HP Gebptilses

they were only utiized to discrimate pulses due to single site and multisite interaction of
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photons [2224]. To the best of our knowledgthis is the first attempt that combines machine
learning with timing algorithms

Achieving nanosecondhte resolutionwith HPGe detectaris critical in nuclear structure
experimentsusing irbeam o spectroscopythe improved resolution can result inefficient
background suppressioand selection of events that originate attheget[5, 12, 13. Pulse
shapediscriminatio® like the clustering method described hedecanaid in o-ray tracking
experiments witthigh-volume, segmented HPGe detecto25] 2§. An improvament inthe
HP Ge time resolution caisogreatly enhance positron annihilation spectroscopies that involve
timing with thesedetecbrs, such ashe AgeMomentum Correlation(AMOC) technique or the
measurement of the all threeomentumcomponents othe annihilating positrorelectron pair
[29-31].

Recently our grouphas shown[32, 33] that timing using anHP Ge detectowith ~ 20 ns
resolutiod when employing a conventional digital ELET algorithman lead to a novel
annihilation 9-e coincidence techniguthatcan provide unique surface electronic and chemical
structure information The 29-e coincidence technique, first demonstrated by Eshed, etral
Kim et al, [34, 35] combinesPositron annihilation induced AugeElectron Spectroscopy
(PAES)[36] with the measurement of the Doppler broadening of the annihilatidhe surface
sensitivity of PAES [37, 38] in combination with Doppld8roadening Spectroscopwill
provide a uniquemethod to experimentallydecanpose the Doppler broadened spectra
originating entirely from the annihilation of surface trapped positrombe experimental
decomposon of the Doppler broadened annihilatioro spectracan provide a valuable
benchmark fortheoretical calculationghat aim to simulate thenaihilation characteristics of
positronson surface$39. Additionally, it may be the first step in standardizitige newinner
surface characterizatiomethod entirely based on Doppler broadensgectroscopy [@ 41].

The Time-of-fight (ToF) PAES involves the measurement of the arrithade of the
annihilation 2 in coincidence with the arrival dhe electron whereas the measurementhef
Doppler broadening of the annihilatiominvolves measuring the energy of the annihilaton
with a high energy resolutiordetector A coincident measurement of all threecessary
guantities (time of 2, energy oband time ofe’) if performedusing three different detectors will
require coincident detection of th@o concurrently emittedntiparallel annihilation 2-raysin
coincidence with the positrenduced electrons. This rigid condition oud severely
compronmse the experimedtsount rate and will preclude processes that involve the formation

of ortho-Positronium (which annihilates predominantly via the emission of thrpleotons). A
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threeparametercoincidenceexperimentalso requires the employment dijital acquisition
systems with more than twiaput channels. We have overcome all these drawbacks by
consolidating the measurements afray timing and energyia asingle HPGedetector. The
method described in this papesslaiowed us taleterminethe arrival time o-rayswith greater
fidelty, thus improing the 2- e coincidencetechnique We provide a brief description of the
experimental system irBec 2, followed by a detailed discussion of the computational
methodologies adopted for timprovementof the HP Ge time resolution Bec 3. The results

of the technique along with its application in constructingtithe-of-fight spectra of positron

induced secondary electrons are discuss&en4.

2. Experimental Apparatus

A detailed description of the apparatus is provided32] and an overview of the data
analysis software can be found [B3]. A review is warranted here as the methods used to
collect the data are relevant to the following discussions. The apparatisgscprisiarily of a
variable energy positron beam, a sample chamber, and an electrafi-tiiget spectrometer.

In addition, the sample chamber is equipped with HP Ge angldgaéctors in an airparallel
arrangement (Fig. 1),0th of which areoperatedvithin a consant magnetic field of 50 Gauss.

A moncenergetic beam ofgsitrons (~17 eV) are incident upon a sample of zeolieat is
biased to-500 V, which results in two processest)(the implantation of the positron in the
material and its subsequenelastic scattering wil likely result in the emission of electrons
into the vacuumdte coincidence), and?] the eventual positrealectron annihilation creates
two antiparallel o rays,each with an energy of ~ 511 ketat are coincidentally detesd by

the HPGe and Bafeletectors 4-o coincidence). There are therefore three particles which may
be collected in tandem, buats described above we considenly 2-e coincidence and-o
coincidencein our experiments.

In o-e coincidence the annihilation o-rayis collected by the HPGe detector within a few
hundredpicosecondsof the initial positron implantation. The accompanying posinoluced
electrons are guided to the el pmeddvargng frathet ect o
~ 200 ns to 5 e€s, depending on the initial €
these electrons as the time difference betweenthe HPGe and electron detector pulses recorded
by the oscilloscope.

In 2-0 coincidence the two simultaneous®&mitted o-rays are collected by the HPGe and
BaF, detectors. The HPGe detector used this experiment is an Ortec GEM 10195 (detecting

5



volume of 60 cn¥) that lies along an axis additionally occupied by the corresponding BaF
detector.All the detectorsnentionedtransmit their pulses into a -t Lecroy HDO 4200

oscilloscope with a sampling rate of 2.5 GF#g).(1).

3.The Clustering andthe optimization procedure

We haveilustrated the machine learningased approackescribedin this paperas a
schematic in Fig. 2. The primary steps aredata collection (Fig. 2(a)), clustering and
optimization (Fig. 2(b))and application tm-2 and2-e coincidence (Fig. 2 (¢) We have
thereforecollected four data setDataset 1, 2 and 3verecollected usingd-2 coincidence and
Dataset 4vith 9-e coincidence. The clustering and optimizatistepsare applied only to the
HP Gedetector pulsesthe time pickoff algorithms for the Bak scintilation detector and the
electron detector wil benentionedin the appropriate sectiond he variousstepsin Fig. 2are

described in detail in sections 3.1, 3.2 and B8pectively

3.1 Pulse Clustering

To begin we cluster the HPGe detector pulgte input vectorsjising theSOM algorithm
provided byMATLAB @ [42]. A variety of topologes can be selectefbr the SOM network
from the Deep learning toolbox of MATLABNe have selected an architecture consisting of a
32x32 neuron network with a hexagortapdogy (Figure 2) This architecture was selected
based on theize of the training data, the network training time, and the multitudinous shapes
possible for the detector pulses. The netwwdstrained for 440 iterations with a data set
consisting of 255,000 HPGe detector puleataset 1 in Fig. 2)Prior to training, each pulse
was corrected for baseline offsetand croppedtoarange®@f ¢ s and +250 e€s (w
the oscilloscope trigger position) to focus on the rising edge of thedpiksethe region of the
pulse with the greatest shapariance. Fig3 exemplifies the pulse shapes prior to clustering,
Fig. 4 represents the SOM network topoloflyi . e . t h e affiesclustepirlg and Figi5t s 0 )
demonstrates the resuttf clustering

Fig. 4 is oneof the many visualization toolprovided by MATLAB for viewing the
clustering resultsin which the number ofpulsesassociated with each neuron in the 32x32
hexagonaltopology are given. After a sufficient number of training iteratignseighboring
neuronsin the SOMwil be activded by detector pulses (or input vectors)ith similar
characteristicsWe can clearly see this effect wiEg. 4 in whicha large proportion of the

input vectors are distributed infour distinct regions of the 2D space represented by the 32x32

6



network. Threeof the regions arelelimited by the purple, yellowandgreenshapesn Fig. 4
along withamore diffuse, unmarkedentral region The four clustersof pulsesshown in Fig
53 highlighted in redin Fig. 40 roughly typify these four different regions with 50
representativgulses comprising each panéhe pulsesin Fig 5(a) and 5(c) represent 511 keV
2 photons (identifiedby their amplitude)that induced detector pulse shapeth different rise
times, whereas Fig. 5(b) represents scattered annihilabppanel 5(d), however,represents
false triggers due toow amplitude electronic noiseor low amplitude photeinduced pulses.
The efficacy of the clusteringas exemplified by Fig. 5, indicatesthat the SOM clustering
algorthm may be usednot only for timing optimization but also for understanding the
interaction position of the-ray, as evidenced by its abilty to identifghape variations on the
rising edge of equamplitude pulsesLikewise, the clear demarcation of noise signals (Fig.
5(d)) auomatically fuffils the requirements ch noise filter for rejecting false triggers during
subsequent analys

We need to emphasize here that the data set used in the training of the clustering algorithm
is never again used in the remaining optimizatidio clarify, there are four altogether different
data sets that are used throughout the procedure: (1) clustering, (2) parameter optimization with
2-0 coincidence, (3)mplementationwith 29-2 coincidence, and (4) implementation witke
coincidence. Cdlcting these unique data sets for each steps validates the clustering and
avoi dst riaadwdantigeprocedurecto be compatible with only one particular set of data;
the resulting parameters are thus generalized and applicable for all fupemmextsin our

positron beam system for a giversourcedetector geometry

3.2 Initial Optimization
We use in our timing analysis an algorithm based on extrapolated leading edge timing
(ELETYi n which a straight line i1s fit to a reg
Aupper 0 Vv aalspeeific petcentageéwhiath are the time pickff parameters in our
method)of the pulse amplitude along the rising edgéhef HPGe detectgulse[1]d but with
a modification to the calculation of the pulse arrival time:
5 "Qp; ® f Q)
whereo is the extracted timing valuéQp is thefirst value in the linear fit vector (the lower
percentage of the amplituded is the slope, and is the yintercept. Conventionally, with
ELET, thetime axisintersectionof the extrapolatedstraightiine fit determins the pulse arrival

time [28]. This works well when one uses time pickoff parame®ve points) which are very
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nearthe pulse baseline. Howevegn issue arises when fitting the straight line to a region well
above the pulse baselinsmall variations in the slope of the fit induce significant variations in
the extrapolated crossover val(tee very reasogonventional ELET utilizes two points very
close to the base lineTo counter this effect, wind the horizontalintersectionas defined by
Eq. linstead

The next stepis to discover the two optimal amplitude percenfiegethetime pickoff
parametersthrough which the straight line is fit for each neural network cluster. We do this by
creating multiple matrices (within a single
differences between the HPGe and BdEtector pulsesqf). Each matrix caesponds to a
single neural network clusi@rthat is, only gt calculated usingHPGe detector pulsethat
belong to a particular cluster are saved within each matrix, resulting in 1024 matrices
corresponding to the 1024 neurons in the SOM netwiBakchcolunm vector of each matrix
represers a gd spectrumthat was constructed with particular pair of amplitude percentage
values (lower and upperjo find the arrival time of the HPGe detector pulsand te timing
information from the coincident BaF2 pulsess calculatedoy applying Eg. 1 after a straight
ine fit between a single pair of amplitude percentage vald®s 9%). This was performed
over a data setomprisedof 50,000 HPGe/Bak coincidence eventfataset 2 in Fig. 2and
with ~ 200 amplitude percentage pairBhe lower of the two (pl) was varied fratfei 20% in
steps of2%, with the upper valueraried througha range fronpl + 2%to pl +30% in steps of
4%.

Finally, histograms are created of thg values for each amplitude percegaapair
within each neuron cluster matrix. Each histogram is subsequently fit to a Gaussian to calculate
the FWHM for every amplitude percentage p#ie pair with the minimum FWHM value is
determined, as well as the centroid value of the correspondingsi@a fit, which are then
saved in yet another matrix. We have now ascertained the optimal parameters (the amplitude
percentage pairs and the Gaussian centroid values) for each neural network cluster and can

apply them to another unique data Setction3.1 and 3.3s represented ifrig. 2 (b).

3.3 Implementation

Implementing the optimal parameters into the timing analysis afi¢heset of-2 or o-&
coincidenceis relatively straightforward (i) the HPGe detectompulse in the 2-2 or o-e
coincidencedatumis first analyzed by the@reviously trainedheural network and the cluster to

which thepulse belong is determined (i) the optimal amplitude percentagdsained for that
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clusterduring the optimization proceduege inserted into the timingxtraction algorithmand

(i) the extracted timérom the HPGe detector pulseshifted by the Gaussian centroid values
assigned to the same cluster. The shift performed in the finablgap the time spectrum of
the HPGe detector pulses with the refee time obtained using the Baletector. Section 3.3

representshe steps shown in Fig. 2(c).

4. Results and Discussion
We obtained he 9-2 coincidence timing resolution reported heyeanalyzing Dataset 3 via

the trainedSOM network and by applg the optimal time pick off parameteiar each pulse;
ikewise, we evaluatethe applicability of thgorocedure for use itime-of-flight spectroscopy
by using it to generate the timef-fight spectra of positrainduced secondary electrons

(Dataset 4). These results are discussed in detail below.

4129 coincidence

The histogram of theneasuredime difference ( gpbejween theguses produced by the
BaF, detector and the HP Ge detecioprovidedin Fig. 6. In this histogramwe have included
all detector pulses that were inducedabge positec energy ofgreater thaO keV(including
Compton scattering eveptsind we definehie 9-2 coincdence timing resolution dakse FWHM
of thehistogramobtainedfrom a Lorentzian fit.The typical timing resolution ofaBaF, detector
is within the subnanosecond regime [43]; therefdige 2-0 coincidence timing resolution,
which is a quadrature sum of the individual detector resolutions, is deterpminedily by the
timing resolution of the HP Gestkctor.

Fig. 6 (a) demonstrates the improvementming resolutionof the HP Ge detectarchieved
by the slight modification of thé&ELET algorithm as described by Eq, With respect to the
original algorithm given in Ref. [33]; but both of the histgis were constructedith the
straight line fiton the rising edge of the puld®tween 7% to 9% of theulse amplitude I t 6s
clear from the figure that the unmodified version of the algorittesultsin a skewing of the
peaktowardsthe left {.e. towards morenegative times)likely due to pulses with relatively
longer rise time. The timing resolution of the histogram constructed with the unmodified ELET
algorithm is ~ 122 ns. We have found empirically that bgdefining the ELET algorithmas
given byEg. 1, we were able toeduce the skewness of the histogravhile improving the

resolutionto ~ 10.1 ns.



The spread in thept h i s b dug todhe fact that a singlmir of timing parameters
(e.0.7% to 9% of amplitude) cannobrrectfor all of the vaious line shapeseven wien the
parameters fit the straight line very near the baselinalme thebaselinenoise In the timing
optimization procedure, however, we selg¢ioting parametes optimized for each pulse
shap® with different pise shapesdéntified by SOM clustering The result is a 35%
improvement in timing resolutiora FWHM of 6.5 nsTo clarify, the discovery of the optimal
timing parametes for eachindividual cluster reduces the time variance withirat cluster, but

applying different timing parameters f@ach clusteresults in a large time variance between

clusters. Thiseffectis reduced byshifting thet hi st ogr adieachmdividwal but i or

cluster by the timeshift parameterdptained via thé&aussian certid) assigned to each cluster
during the optimization step. Thismply alignsall of the individual cluster contributions to the
pt h i sto thegreferance time gsovided by the BaF2letector.The applicion of this
optimization procedureesults m a symmetricppt  h i sthabisgffeetively centered at zero.
In literature, the coindence timing resolution is neamdways reported for thephotopeak of
interest and to coincide withindustry standasi[2], we provide appt h i s(Fig é(c)a m
constructed bgonsidering only those HPGe detector pulses that represayenergieswvithin

a window of 511 50 keV. The timng resolution improves significantlto ~ 4.3 nswhen
selectingonly theo photopea& comparable to the leadiniming resolutionreportedso farat

511 keV using a large volume HPGe detector [2, 17].

4.2 3-e coincidence
To assesthe universality of theptimization proceduréor our experimental systenwe

apply it to the analysis of Datat 4 in which the HRGe detector pulses were collected in

coincidence with positremduced scondary electrons. We compare tqgt  hi s bfogr am

positrorinduced secondary electrorie first analyzedvith the conventionaELET algorithm,
and the second witthe newmachine @arningbased ELETalgorithm (Fig. 7). The higher gt
values on the horizontadxis correspondo low-energy electronsand, ikewise,the smaér gt
valuescorrespond to higher energy electroiiel ower e n e r gdgein(eachpgdke r
correspond toelectrors that were emitted fronthe sample with zero energy aadcelerated
by the sample bia&500 V in this case)The exponentiadecay apparent on the higher energy
(lower pt ) part of is dua to thecarelation of the detected electron with the
incident postron that was reemitted from the sample as gptgironium eventually decaying

exponentially viathreegammaannihilation. This is reflected in theslectron timeof-flight
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spectraas an exponential tailhe shape of both spectrareconsistent with what has been
previously reported bypur group [44];andthe spectrumconstructedvia the clustering and
optimization proceduras distinguished by muchiimproved shapeat the highergt values,
characterizingthe improved timing resolutionThis improvement si also evident by the clear
separation of theexponentially decaying tafrom the primary portion of th@eakin the

spectrum constructed using the clustering and optimization method

4.3 Applicatiors ofthe machine learning approach

We now present thbenefits and some potentiapplications of the proposed procedure.
There is first the simplicity of implementatiorthere is no need for tming fiter ampilifier,
digital or analog;there areonly two parameters to optimize (the upper and lower ampltude
percentages); anthere are potentiallya multitude of optimization algorithms that can be
applied once the pulses have been clusteféd@ simplicity and versatiity othe SOM
clustering of the deteair pulses endows any usesith reasonable computingpower the
potential to greatly improve the mdgtion of their detectorfs without the implementation of
complex statistical analysig-or example,in our casethe clusteringand theoptimization
routineswere runon a single PC equippedith anintel Xeon E31240 v5, 3.5 GHz processor
with 64GB RAM. We would also like to emphasizhatnone of the algorithms were optimized
to reduce the computational tinaandyet both training and optimizaon werecompleed in a
reasonable timgless than a weekA secondary advantage is the rangeoanergies that
provide timing information with little loss in resolutiod from ~ 40 keV to %0 keV.

The modified ELET algorthm and the described optimization procedurecargngular
in their ability to discover the optimal timing parameters; for example, a method involving a
oneparameter optimization (such asnetant fraction discrimination)in tandem with a
significantly larger clustering network may be usedtead as therewould be no
combinations of parameters to analyas there are in ELEST and the single parameter can be
quickly optimized throughout a wideangeof valuesfor each cluster. The procedure described
here represents only one route that may be takeards the improvement @iming resolution
in semiconductor detectr

We additionally propose some alternate applications of the clustering meéthashe
example, the exact clustering and optimization procedure describethaigbe applied tdahe
optimization ofthe timing resolution of a Nal detector with respect to a;Blekector This can

potentially partially correct forthe inverse scaling @hetiming resolution with increasindjlal
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crystalvolume and may have applicatisrin TORPET [4]. As a secondxample, improvement
in theenergy resolution of an HPGe deteatmy be achievetly optimizing the paramete of

a given shaping algorithm, suchrasving wndow deconvolution 38, based on pulse shape.
The clustering approach coultso be applied too-raytracking by idetifying the interaction
locations within the detectdrased on the pulse shape.

Finally, the potential for increasing the timing or energy resolution of particle detector
pulses acquired with less expensive acquisit@quipment was a primary motivator of this
inttial work; and we believe thatwith the evetincreasing availabiity and simplicity of open
source machine learning packagegsearchers with otherwise limited resources may be able
to improve their results aciged with various particle detectors by applying such optimization

procedures as those described here.

5. Conclusiors

We have developed a neapproacHor improving the timing resolution of a semiconductor
detector by findingthe time pickoff parameterghat work best for a particular shape of the
detector outpupulse. Variouspulse shapes were identified and clustered usmgNN that
was initially trained viaunsupervised learning. The apgion of the trained network to the
clustering of pulse sip@s enabled the discovery agdtimal time pickoff parametersresulting
in significant improvement in the timing resolution of a high volume (6€) cwaxial HPGe
detector This approach has achieved, thuséaroo coi nci dence t43msng
at 511 50 keV (for anHP Gedetectorin coincidence with a BaFletector)without theneed
for any complex data acquisition methods or complex statistical analysisurther assessed
the general applbiity of the new timing methodby applying it to the time-of-flight

measuremendf positrorinduced secondary electrons
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ExB ExB
Plates Plates
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1.25GS/s
200 MHz
Lecroy Osc.

Fig. 1 Schematic of the experimental setuged in the data collectian A beam of

monoenergetigositrons (blue dashed line) nsagnetically transported from the source to the
sample. The positrons abentaround the electron detector (MCP) using a set«d plates.
The positron annihilates with an electron of the samplsulting in two antiparallel 511 keV
annihilation o-rays that aresimultaneously detected by the BaFand the HPGe detector
Electrons (red dotted line) that are ejectenfithe sample as a resultpafsitron inplantation
travel the length of th@ime-of-fight (ToF) tubeuntil being drifted intothe electrondetector
(MCP). The 9-0 coincidencesetupproceeds by connecting the outputs of the Bafd HP Ge
detectors to the osciloscope. The Baennection is rdaced by the MCPRoutput foro-e

coincidencemeasurements.
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Fig. 2 A series of flow diagrams to elucidate the workings ofdlustering and optimization
procedureln panel (a), we begin by collecting four dseés: three-0 coincidence sets and one
2-e coincidence set. (A)he first dataetis used to train the SOMudtering networkThe input
vectors @s shown inFig. 3) for training the SOM network are selected portionghef HP Ge
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output pulses of Dataset The result is a traine@OM (as shown inFig.4) that can then be
used for identifying pulses in futurdatasets. This SOM then finds its application the
optimization procedure, in which the pulses from Dsd#2 are identified an example of
clustered pulses iprovided in Fig. B using the SOM Then, for each clustepptimal time
pick-off parameters andtime shiftare foundusing the optimization routingc) TheSOM and
optimal timing parameters are applied to both Bat&(in coincidence with the Balfo] pulse9
to obtain the coindence timing resolution (see Fig. 6), and Batal (in coincidencavith the
MCP [e] pulses)to obtain the timeof-flight spectrum of positremduced secondary electrons
(seeFig. 7).

18



1 .o [S T T T
Representative

| Portion of Entire

0.8 | pata Set

0.6

0.4

Normalized Magnitude

100 50 0 50 100 150 200
Time (ns)
Fig. 3 A representative portion of théPGe detetor pulses (67 pulses) that compribe input
vectors to the SOM neural network. The wide variation in the rise times of the output of the
pre-amplified pulses can be seendéefhe SOM network undergoessupervised training to

cluster similar waveforms according to the spedafi@ractestics of their individual shaps.
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|Fig. 4A dimple hit®  pof tbet32x32 seli-organizing map neural networkhe sample hits
represent a type of SOM visualization, in whitte number of pulses associated with each
neuron in the 32x32 hexagonal tamy are givenThe group of neurons highlighted in purple
consist of pulses with relatively fastrise times, whereas the neurons highlighted in green consist
of pulses with slowerise times. The yellow region consists primarily of eac#@nd very low
ampltude pulses, anté rather diffuseunmarked white region consists of pulses that represent
inelastically scatteregtrays within the detectoilhe red neurons were randomly esgéd to be
roughly representative of each group of clusters, and their corresponding pulses are provided
in Fig. 5.
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Fig. 5 Examples of pulse clusters corresponding to four different neuron hits (50 pulses in each
panel).(a) 511 keV annihilationo-rays (identified byamplitude) thainduced a relativelffast
rising pulse (b) Detector pulses that wemroducedby the nelastic scattérg of incident
annihilation o-rays in the detector(c) 511 keV annihilationa-raysthat induced a relatively
slow-rising pulse.(d) A cluster that correspond® either false triggersor extremely low

amplitude pulses
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Fig. 6 HPGeBaF, coincidence peakd:or the creation of the-o coincidence peaks afl
enggies from 40 keV to 561 keV wergiized unless otherwise specifiefihe FWHM of the
coincidence peaks @ovided next to each peakepresentinghe coincidence timing resolution.
(a) The grey peak wabtainedby applying the conventionalamplitudebasedELET algorithm

to the HPGe ath Bak, pulses The larger FWHM and asymmetric distortion result from the
variety ofHPGe pulse shapels. contrast, lte violet peak was created withe modified ELET
algorithm described in Section 3.2) A comparison of the aforementioned peak consdict
with the modified ELET algorithm violet) and thepeak resulting from this same modified
ELET algorithm in tandem with thANN clustering procedureréd). (c) The 2-0 coincidence
spectra obtained by applying the madifi ELET with ANN clustering(red) mmpared to the
coincidence peak obtainedlith the same algorithm buwtonsidering only those-rayenergies
that lie within the 511 keV photopeallefined a$11 50 keV(cyan).
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