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Lepton Flavour Violation
Neutral LFV
✦ Neutrino oscillation.

✦ The Standard Model (SM) was extended.

Charged LFV
✦ Many experiments but no discovery

★ μ → eγ (MEG II)

★ μ → 3e (Mu3e)

★ μN → eN (DeeMe, Mu2e, COMET)

★ τ’s rare decays and many in the past…

✦ A clear signal of new physics
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Muon-to-Electron Conversion

A charged LFV process
✦ Muon decays to single electron with no neutrino.

★ Strongly suppressed in the SM  
                      including the neutrino oscillation

★ Branching ratio: BR(μN→eN) <  10-54

✦ Reach ~10-15 in several Beyond SMs.

★ SUSY-GUT,  Z’

✦ Model discrimination with μ→eγ and μ→eee
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Muon capture

Decay in Orbit

The History and Theory of Charged Lepton Flavour Violation (CLFV) 31

q

µ e

H0

q

(a) Exotic Higgs

q

µ e

Z ′

q

(b) Z-prime

q

µ− q

L

e−

(c) Leptoquarks

q

µ

N

e

γ
q

W−

(d) Heavy Neutrinos

q

µ e

H0

e

γ

qγ

q

(e) Exotic Higgs

q

µ

χ̃0

e

γ
q

l̃−

(f) Supersymmetry

Figure 1.6: Feynman diagrams that produce µ-e conversion through New Physics models. The
upper three diagrams ((a) to (c)) all connect to the nucleus via some massive
exchange particle, whereas the lower three diagrams ((d) to (f)) all connect
via an exchanged photon. In addition to interactions with the quarks, since
µ-e conversion interacts with the whole nucleus, there are also models where the
interaction involves external gluon lines.

1.3.2 Muon CLFV Channels

Fig. 1.6 shows a variety of Feynman diagrams for µ-e conversion involving new particles
and couplings predicted by many BSM theories. The large variety of models to which
µ-e conversion would be sensitive makes this a particularly attractive search channel for
New Physics [29].

It can also be seen how complementary the different muon CLFV channels will be.
In the case of leptoquarks for example, shown in Fig. 1.6c, one can expect µ-e conversion
to take place at tree level, whilst generating a signal in a µ+ → e+e−e+ experiment can
only occur via loop diagrams. Similarly, the relative sensitivities between µ+ → e+γ

searches and µ-e conversion searches can be used to pin down what the New Physics is
in the case of a positive observation, or heavily constrain numerous different models in
the case of a null measurement. This is apparent from the fact that New Physics can
be classed as photonic (such as the lower three diagrams in Fig. 1.6) or as a four-Fermi
contact interaction (as in the upper three diagrams in Fig. 1.6). The new physics, which
‘switches on’ at some new mass scale, is integrated away to leave an effective, low-energy
field theory.
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Fig. 1 Reach as a function of
(left) the angle θD , which
parametrizes the relative
magnitude of dipole and
four-fermion coefficients, and
(right) the variable
κD = cotan(θD − π/2). The
scale $ is defined in Eq. (2.1)
with the coefficients normalised
according to Table 2. The solid
region is currently excluded
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tors {êA}. This is expected since distinct observations at low
energy can measure the same high-scale NP coefficients. The
changing modulus of the basis vectors is simple to calculate
and include, and affects the reach. The changes in direction
can affect the complementarity of processes if the vectors
become more or less aligned (see Appendix C).

3 Illustrating experimental constraints

In this section, we illustrate the constraints on New Physics
from current and futureµ → e searches, and show how these
results can be combined to identify the allowed region of
coefficient space. We parametrize the coefficient space with
spherical coordinates [51] (Table 2) assuming that the vector
of coefficients C⃗ is normalised to unity at the experimental
scale. The reach of the various experiments in $LFV can
be calculated as a function of these angles and the branch-
ing ratios given in Eq. C.3. We stress that we are showing
(projected) exclusion curves, as opposed to “one-at-a-time”
bounds, since our EFT formulation should account for poten-
tial cancellations in the theoretical rate.

In deriving this parametrization, we approximate the oper-
ator coefficients as real numbers. This familiar simplifica-
tion reduces our coefficient space from six complex to six
real dimensions, replacing relative phases between interfer-
ing coefficients with a relative sign. Furthermore, we focus on
a four-dimensional subspace, corresponding approximately
to the four processes we examine, by suppressing two of
the three four-lepton directions (the four-lepton operators
can be distinguished by measuring the angular distribution
in µ → eēe [52,53]). The direction e⃗S associated to the
scalar four lepton operator interferes with none of the other
operators and receives negligible loop corrections, so it is
complementary by inspection. We also neglect a linear com-
bination of the vector four-lepton directions e⃗V R and e⃗V L ,
since their contributions to µ → eēe have similar form. A
judicious choice ensures the approximate orthogonality of

Table 2 Dimensionless operator coefficients expressed in the angular
coordinates. The radial coordinate is 1/$2

LFV , θI : 0..π and φ : 0..2π .
As discussed in Appendix 1, the e⃗V L × e⃗V R plane was projected to a
line, deviations from which are measured by θV . In general, the basis
vectors {eA} are not unit vectors, and their normalisation is given in
Table 5 and after Eq. (C.3) for the primed vectors

C⃗ · e⃗D |e⃗D | cos θD

C⃗ · e⃗S |e⃗S | sin θD cos θS

C⃗ · e⃗V L |e⃗′
V L | sin θD sin θS cos θV

C⃗ · e⃗V R |e⃗′
V R | sin θD sin θS cos θV

C⃗ · e⃗Alight |e⃗Alight | sin θD sin θS sin θV sin φ

C⃗ · e⃗Aheavy⊥ |e⃗Aheavy⊥| sin θD sin θS sin θV cos φ

the remaining four basis vectors. The full details are given in
Appendix C. Modulo these approximations, the parametri-
sation describes the experimentally constrainable space, so
we now plot various slices through the excluded region to
illustrate its shape.

We plot in Fig. 1 the reach of µ → eLγ , µ → eL ēe and
µAl → eLAl as a function of θD for θS = π/2, θV = π/4,
and φ = π/4. This corresponds to C⃗ · e⃗S = 0, so µ → eēe
induced by the C⃗ · e⃗D , C⃗ · e⃗V R and C⃗ · e⃗V L , and µA→ eA
probed by Al and Au. At θD = 0, the dipole coefficient is
only contribution to the rates. At θD = π/2, C⃗ · e⃗D vanishes
(so does µ → eγ ) and µ → eēe and µA→ eA are purely
mediated by four-fermion operators. For θD > π/2, C⃗ · e⃗D
is negative and µA → eA vanishes when the dipole contri-
bution cancels the remaining contributions. The rate drops
abruptly, indicating that the dipole contribution is relatively
small and the cancellation only occurs in a narrow region.
The valley is broader for µ → eēe, since the contribution
of C⃗ · e⃗D is more important, and the rate never vanishes
because µ → eēe independently constrains each coefficient
contributing to this process, so the rate only vanishes when
all the coefficients do (see Eq. 2.3); although the dipole inter-
feres with four-fermion contributions in the amplitude, the
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Experimental Principle
Signal & intrinsic BGs
✦ Signal: μ− + N → e− + N

★ Monochromatic energy of 105 MeV (Al)

✦ Dominant intrinsic backgrounds: decay-in-orbit (DIO)
★ Contaminate the signal region w/ a finite resolution.

★ Momentum resolution < 200 keV/c is required.

High intense muon beam & beam BGs
✦ World-class intensity proton beam @ J-PARC.

★ Gain high statistics of muons.

★ An effective transport line from π to μ is required.

★ Backgrounds arise from the proton and its secondaries.

❖ Antiproton, radiative pion capture, muon decay in flight, etc...

✦ Bunched beam structure

★ Delayed timing window for masking the beam BGs.

★ The fraction of residual protons between the bunches 
(extinction = n/N in the right fig.) < 10−10

5

the DIO electrons is presented in Section 17.2. In this study, the momentum cut of 103.6 MeV/c <
Pe < 106.0 MeV/c, where Pe is the momentum of electron, is determined as shown in Fig. 107 [61].
According to this study, the contamination from DIO electrons of 0.01 events is expected for a single
event sensitivity of the µ−N → e−N conversion of 3.1× 10−15.
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Figure 106: Left: Distributions of the reconstructed µ−N → e−N conversion signals and reconstructed DIO
events. The vertical scale is normalized so that the integrated area of the signal is equal to one event with its
branching ratio of B(µN → eN) = 3.1× 10−15. Right: The integrated fractions of the µ−N → e−N conversion
signals and DIO events as a function of the low side of the integration range and the high side of the integration
range is 106 MeV/c. The momentum window for signals is selected to be fro 103.6 MeV/c to 106 MeV/c so
that the DIO contamination would be 0.01 events.

16.1.4 Time window for signals

The muons stopped in the muon-stopping target have the lifetime of a muonic atom. The lifetime
of muons in aluminium is about 864 nanoseconds. The µ−N → e−N conversion electrons can be
measured between the proton pulses to avoid beam-related background events. However, some beam-
related backgrounds would come late after the prompt timing, such as pions in a muon beam. There-
fore, the time window for search is chosen to start at some time after the prompt timing. As discussed
in Section 16.2, the starting time of time window of measurement of 700 nanoseconds is assumed,
although it would be optimized in the future offline analysis.

The acceptance due to the time window cut, εtime, can be given by,

εtime =
Ntime

Nall
, (9)

Ntime =
n∑

i=1

∫ t2+Tsep(i−1)

t1+Tsep(i−1)
N(t)dt, (10)

where Nall and Ntime are the number of muons stopped in the target and the number of muons which
can decay in the window, respectively, Tsep is the time separation between the proton pulses, t1 and t2
are the start time and the close time of the measurement time window, respectively, and n indicates
the window for the nth pulse. The time distribution of the muon decay timing N(t) is obtained by
Monte Carlo simulations. In our case, t1 and t2 are 700 nsec and 1100 nsec, respectively and Tsep is
1.17 µsec, and εtime of 0.3 is obtained.

16.1.5 Net Acceptance of signals

it is assumed that the efficiencies of trigger, DAQ, and reconstruction efficacy are about 0.8 for each.
From these, the net acceptance for the µ−N → e−N conversion signal, Aµ-e = 0.043 is obtained. The
breakdown of the acceptance is shown in Table 24.
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COMET Collaboration
International Collaboration
✦ 18 countries

✦ 50 institutes

✦ >200 collaborators

6

July 2023 @ KEK
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COMET Experiment
Searching for μ-e conversion at J-PARC
✦ The final goal: O(10-17) sensitivity.

★ 10, 000 times improved from the current limit.

✦ Building the facility and muon transport line.

✦ Two-staged plan

★ Phase-I and Phase-II

7

Phase-IIPhase-I

Main Ring
LINAC

✓ Sensitivity O(10-15)
✓ Physic measurement

by a cylindrical tracker ‘CyDet’

✓ Beam & BG measurement
by a tracker & calorimeter ‘StrECAL’

✓ Sensitivity O(10-17)
✓ Physic measurement

by StrECAL

Reused

COMET 
Facility
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Phase-I 
Sensitivity O(10-15)
✦ π→μ in the transport solenoid.

✦ CyDet combining with the muon stopping targets,

★ CDC: Cylindrical Drift Chamber (momentum)

★ CTH: Cylindrical Trigger Hodoscope (time and trigger)

Beam profile & beam-related BGs
✦ Measured by the Phase-II detector: StrECAL.

8

Pion production target

90 Degrees Muon 
Transport Solenoid

CyDet

CDC Cylindrical drift chamber 

CTH 
Cylindrical trigger 

 hodoscope

Target disks

μ−

e−

1T field

Proton beam
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Phase-II
Sensitivity O(10-17)
✦ Additional transport solenoid.

✦ Electron spectrometer suppresses  
  low momentum electrons and beam BGs.

✦ StrECAL combining

★ Straw Tube Tracker (measures momentum)

★ ECAL: Electromagnetic calorimeter (measures energy)

❖ Also as the trigger detector.

9

C-Shape Muon 
Transport Solenoid

Electron
Spectrometer

Target disks

StrECAL

e-

Proton beam

the spectrometer

Straw Tube Tracker

ECAL
 Electromagnetic 
 Calorimeter

* StrECAL works in Phase-I for
   the beam & BG measurement, too.
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2

Pulsed 8 GeV Proton Beam, Enabled by the J-PARC MR

To avoid antiproton-related backgrounds, 8 GeV proton, instead 
of 30 GeV, is required 
Pulse beam with ~1 µsec separation is essential  (cf. next slide) 

Bunch separation of J-PARC MR = 600 nsec 

➡  Customised operation mode is proposed;

RCS
h=2

(2 bunches)

4 batch

injection

0.6 �sec

MR
h=9

(8 bunches)

RCS
h=2

(1 bunch)

4 batch

injection

1.2 �sec

MR
h=9

(4 bunches)

* Normal Operation * * Customised Operation *

Hajime NISHIGUCHI (KEK)                                              ”8-GeV Commissioning & Extinction”  　                                        COMET CM34, online

Proton Beam
J-PARC Proton Beam for COMET
✦ 3.2 (56) kW for Phase-I (Phase-II)

✦ Bunched slow extraction 
 for the timing-window measurement 

✦ Accelerated up to 8 GeV

★ (1) To minimise antiprotons

★ (2) ‘Extinction’ < 10-10

✦ The measured extinction is < 1.0×10-10 
★ @ K1.8BR of the Hadron Facility (T78 exp. in 2021)

11

Bunched beam operation for COMET No inter-bunch contaminations in T78 exp.

6.4 Obtained Events 75
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Figure 6.9: Event distribution with forward-SBK.
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Figure 6.10: Event distribution with backward-SBK and low RF voltage.
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Figure 6.11: Event distribution with backward-SBK.

Extinction Study (SX)
w The extinction was measured by counting all secondary pions 

at the K1.8BR beamline of the J-PARC hadron experimental facility.
◦ In counting, the coincidence was taken with two beamline 

hodoscopes, the main detector, and two or three trigger counters.
⁃ The third trigger counter was added in the middle of beam time.

w Three independent TDC systems –– KC705, FCT, and HUL,
were used in parallel to guarantee measurement accuracy.

w All the planned operation modes were tested, 
and the extinction was successfully measured. 
◦ The improvement of extinction in the new operation 

(backward 600 ns) was confirmed.
w Run table (partial list)

COMET CM34, 5th July 2021 Kyohei Noguchi, Kyushu University, Japan3

K1.8BR
π beam

Ion chamber

Trigger Counters

Main Detector

Beamline
Hodoscopes

Injected Bunch Kicker Shift Other Setting # of spills

Rear No kicker shift 440
Front Forward 600 ns 1950
Front Forward 700 ns 7461
Rear Backward 600 ns 11982
Rear Backward 600 ns RF 15 kV 1252
Rear Backward 600 ns RF 7.5 kV 1222

TDC FCT KC705 HUL

Time
resolution 7.5 ns 5 ns 1 ns

TDC
length 24 bits 27 bits 19 bits

# of
boards 8 2 8

BGs
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COMET Proton Beam Line
COMET Beam Line (C-Line)
✦ Dedicated beam line for COMET

✦ Proton beam monitors are being developed.

★ Diamond, TiO2, and SiC: High radiation tolerance 

✦ 8 GeV SX commissioning succeeded.

★ COMET Phase-α (later)

12

Chapter 5

Proton Beamline

The COMET experiment will be built in the NP Hall, commonly called the ‘Hadron Hall’.
In addition to the existing beam line (A-line) from the MR, a new beam line is being built
(B-line). The B-line will serve both high-momentum (up to 30 GeV) experiments and COMET
(8 GeV) and will have two branches: one from the A-line, and a second between COMET and
the high-momentum experiments. During the standard high-momentum running the A-line
and B-line share the beam in the ratio of 10,000:1. In the low-momentum running for COMET
the entire beam is sent to the B-line. The schematic of the beam lines are shown in Figure 5.1.
It is noted that the proton beamline is common for COMET Phase-I and Phase-II.

A-line

B-line

COMET
Hall

Figure 5.1: The A and B-lines from the MR into the NP Hall. A schematic of the COMET experiment
is shown in the bottom right.

5.1. Branch between A- and B-line

To realize multiple operation modes, a Lambertson magnet followed by two septum magnets
will be deployed to provide the A/B-line branches. Figure 5.2 shows the cross section of the

27

Main Ring

COMET Facility

Beam line for COMET (red line)

The C-Line branching point

C-line

B-line
C-line

To COMET Facility

Preliminary
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Figure 7.1: Momentum distribution of pions exiting in the (a) forward and (b) backward regions of
tungsten and graphite targets bombarded by an 8 GeV proton beam. The spectra are generated using
Geant4 using the QGSP-BERT hadronisation model.

energy, therefore with proton beam power. Also it is seen that at a very high proton energy
(> 30 GeV), the pion production yield starts to become saturated.
The choice of proton energy can be determined by considering the pion production yield and
backgrounds. In particular, backgrounds from antiproton production are important. The
current choice of proton energy is 8 GeV, which is close to the threshold energy of antiproton
production.
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Figure 7.2: Yields per proton of forward pions and muons, left, and backward pions and muons, right,
from a graphite target in a magnetic field of 5 Tesla, as a function of proton energy.
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Proton to Stopped Muon (1)
13

8.4. Muon Beam Collimator System

In order to remove positive charged particles and high momentum particles that might con-
tribute to backgrounds, particularly pions, while retaining as many muons as possible, a muon
beam collimator system will be adopted. The system is required to remove particles traveling
8.5 cm above or 10 cm below the beam height. This can be realized by installing two plates
made of stainless steel at the exit of the muon transport system, as displayed in Figure 8.5
(Left). 1

0XRQ�&ROOLPDWRU

Figure 8.5: Location (Left) and the dimension (Right) of the muon beam collimator.

Mechanical design of muon beam collimator Two plates are placed 8.5 cm above and 10 cm
below the beam height so as to form “ceiling” and “floor”. The collimator has dimensions as
displayed in Figure 8.5 (Right). Each plate can separate into two parts, root and head. The
root part and the head part have thickness of 10 mm and 6 mm, respectively, in the current
design. The total length of the collimator is 578 mm. By replacing the head part, it is possible
to change the length and thickness of the collimator. The ceiling plate and floor plate are
mechanically supported each other by connecting them with vertical bolts. The collimator is
attached to the edge flange of the transport solenoid magnet. A total weight of about 30 kg of
the collimator is acceptable for being supported by the magnet. A heat load due to interaction
of beam particles with the collimator material is estimated to be much smaller than 1 W. It
is small enough, in comparison to the acceptable additional heat load of 30 W of the cooling
system of the magnet.

1It is noted that the mass production data of simulations (MC3) that were used for instance in the CyDet
noise hate studies were produced based on the old design of the muon beam collimator. The old design consisted
of eight vertical plates of 10 mm thick stainless steel from position of 55¶ from the entrance end of the muon
transport to 85¶, along the curved muon transport solenoids. It has been confirmed that the new and old
designs have similar performance. The next mass production (MC4) will include the current collimator design
described here, and when the MC4 data are available, the relevant plots will be replaced.
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Proton Target
✦ Graphite (Tungsten) for Phase-I (II).

Pion capture solenoid
✦ 5 T superconducting magnet

✦ Pions are extracted to backward.

★ Better collection of low-momentum pions

Simulation
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✦ The most crucial beamline component, installed in 2015.

✦ The helical trajectories centre drifts vertically.

★ Additional dipole magnetic field for compensation

★ Charge and momentum selection with optimum collimators

Al Muon Stopping Target
✦ 17 Flat circular disks 

★ 10 cm radius, 200 μm thickness, and 50 mm spacing.

✦ 4.7 × 10-4 stopping muons / proton for Phase-I 

Proton to Stopped Muon (2)
14

8.4. Muon Beam Collimator System

In order to remove positive charged particles and high momentum particles that might con-
tribute to backgrounds, particularly pions, while retaining as many muons as possible, a muon
beam collimator system will be adopted. The system is required to remove particles traveling
8.5 cm above or 10 cm below the beam height. This can be realized by installing two plates
made of stainless steel at the exit of the muon transport system, as displayed in Figure 8.5
(Left). 1

0XRQ�&ROOLPDWRU

Figure 8.5: Location (Left) and the dimension (Right) of the muon beam collimator.

Mechanical design of muon beam collimator Two plates are placed 8.5 cm above and 10 cm
below the beam height so as to form “ceiling” and “floor”. The collimator has dimensions as
displayed in Figure 8.5 (Right). Each plate can separate into two parts, root and head. The
root part and the head part have thickness of 10 mm and 6 mm, respectively, in the current
design. The total length of the collimator is 578 mm. By replacing the head part, it is possible
to change the length and thickness of the collimator. The ceiling plate and floor plate are
mechanically supported each other by connecting them with vertical bolts. The collimator is
attached to the edge flange of the transport solenoid magnet. A total weight of about 30 kg of
the collimator is acceptable for being supported by the magnet. A heat load due to interaction
of beam particles with the collimator material is estimated to be much smaller than 1 W. It
is small enough, in comparison to the acceptable additional heat load of 30 W of the cooling
system of the magnet.

1It is noted that the mass production data of simulations (MC3) that were used for instance in the CyDet
noise hate studies were produced based on the old design of the muon beam collimator. The old design consisted
of eight vertical plates of 10 mm thick stainless steel from position of 55¶ from the entrance end of the muon
transport to 85¶, along the curved muon transport solenoids. It has been confirmed that the new and old
designs have similar performance. The next mass production (MC4) will include the current collimator design
described here, and when the MC4 data are available, the relevant plots will be replaced.
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Figure 10.1: The zy distribution of a number of stopped muon (top), distribution of the number of
muons stopped projected on the x and y axis (middle) and radial distribution (bottom) are shown.

81

Distribution of 
stopping muons

 on the target disks

The Muon Beam at J-PARC

1 In the capture solenoid the pions
from the production target will be
captured by 5 T magnetic field.

2 After being captured, the momentum
direction has a broad dsitribution. To
make the beam more parallel to the
beam axis, the magnetic field is
decreased adiabatically.

z

pl

pt

1 In the C-shape muon beam line, the
curved solenoid will make charged
particles drift along verticle direction

1 The drift distance is proportional to
the momentum amplitude.

2 The drift direction is decided by the
charged of the particle.

2 With the help of a dipole field and
collimator, we can select the beam by
charge and momentum.

1 Muon with momentum smaller than
75MeV/c is preferable.

Chen Wu (NJU, IHEP, Osaka) COMET Experiment TAU2016 11 / 23

Trajectories in the transport solenoid
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Phase-α (1)
The 1st Commissioning of the COMET facility
✦ Proton Beam

★ SX pulsed 8 GeV proton beam at 260 W

★ Beam tuning was well performed.

★ Proton beam profile was measured.

15

Measured beam dimensionsPhosphor plate response
before and after beam tuning

Before Tuning

After Tuning

  

Horizontal
σ(tgt)=2.14mm

Vertical
σ(tgt)=3.88mm

  

Target Monitor
(CTM)

  How to measure these at Phase-I?

Vertical
σ(tgt)=3.88mm

Preliminary

Detectors

Pion Production Section

Proton beam
Target

Experimental area

Beam area

C/C-composite target

Beam-loss measuring 
stainless target

Proton beam

Secondary particles to be
 counted by a detector

Muon Transport Solenoid
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✦ The muon beam was  

successfully transported by  
the Muon Transport Solenoid.

★ The observed momentum spectrum 
is consistent with simulation.

Phase-α (2)
16

Muon Transport Solenoid

Detectors

Pion Production Section

Proton beam
Target

Experimental area

Beam area
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✦ Measure signal electrons’ momentum  

avoiding beam particles.

✦ Spatial resolution < 200 μm

Design
✦ ~5000 (Au plated W) sense wires in 20 layers

★ Stereo wire configuration for 
3-dimensional position measurement

✦ Chamber radius: 496 mm to 840 mm

★ Suppress hits by DIO electrons < 60 MeV/c 

✦ Gas: He : iso-C4H10 = 90:10

CDC Construction completed in 2016
✦ Commissioning ongoing

★ Performance evaluation with cosmic rays

★ Chain test of the front- and back-ends

18
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Figure 31: Residual distribution for a central layer at +1850 V, fitted with a double
Gaussian function.

influenced by the longitudinal diffusion of electrons. Additionally, near the cell
edges, distortion of the electric field emerges as a significant factor degrading
resolution.585
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Figure 32: Position resolution as a function of distance from a sense wire in a central
layer at +1850 V.

Hit efficiency for a single cell was assessed using tracks reconstructed without
incorporating a hit from the cell under examination. This efficiency is quantified
as the ratio of detected hits in a cell to the total number of tracks traversing
it. Figure 33 illustrates hit efficiency relative to the distance from a sense wire,

39
CDC being commissioned

Spatial resolution 
with cosmic rays

Cylindrical Drift Chamber
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Cylindrical Trigger Hodoscope

Requirements
✦ (Primary) trigger decision

✦ T0 measurement for tracking

Design
✦ 2×64 plastic scintillators  

                  installed at each end

★ Thickness: (inner) 5 mm (outer) 10 mm

★ Readout by MPPCs  
             through a plastic fibre bundle.

★ > 40 p.e. for a detection efficiency > 99%

✦ MPPCs operated < −36 °C 

✦ For reasonable trigger rate,

★ 4-fold coincidence

★ Inner lead shield to block gamma rays from inside

19

Lateral
View

Y. Fujii, CM43, 9 July 2024

Overview

2

CTH

CDC

Al µ Stop Target
µ-

1T
e-

×64
The latest realistic prototype

The support frame
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Trigger
✦ A central board (FC7) administers trigger and readout.

★ Both the CyDet and StrECAL system can share it.

★ FC7: general use FPGA board supporting gigabit data transfer (developed by CMS@CERN).

✦ CyDet trigger is being developed to achieve a trigger rate < 13 kHz.

✦ Machine learning-based trigger logic on FPGA 

★ Boosted decision tree for hit classification

★ Neural network for online tracking

20

FC7

CyDet Trigger Electronics

3CyDet trigger system
CDC

COTTRI CDC MB
FPGA : Kintex-7

x 1

Fast control board
x 7

Central trigger 
system

Hit info Digitized hit info

x 86Readout
48 ch/board

Hit classification 
by GBDT

Event classification 
based on hit sum cut

CDC trigger process

COTTRI CDC FE
FPGA : Kintex-7

x 10 CDC trigger

CTH trigger

CyDet trigger decision 
making based on CDC 
and CTH trigger

CyDet trigger and 
clock distributer

• Previous research outcomes
• 96 % signal retention efficiency while suppressing trigger rate 13 kHz

(CTH trigger rate ~ 90 kHz, Phase-I DAQ requirements 26 kHz)
• Latency : 3.2 μs ( phase-I requirements 6.5 μs)

https://doi.org/10.1109/TNS.2021.3084624
GBDT (Gradient Boosted Decision Trees) is one of the machine learning algorithms.
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Straw Tube Tracker
Requirements
✦ Momentum resolution < 200 keV/c

✦ Operation in a vacuum of < 100 Pa

Thin-wall straw tube
✦ 9.75 mmΦ straw with 20 μm thickness

★ 5 mmΦ with 12 μm in Phase-II 

✦ Ar:C2H6 = 50:50
✦ A prototype test showed a spatial resolution of ~ 110 μm.

★ Momentum resolution < 200 keV is achievable.

★ Succeeded operation in vacuum of < 0.1 Pa.

✦ The 1st station was commissioned in Phase-α.

★ The 2nd and 3rd stations are being constructed.

21

Y. Fujii @ CLFV2016

StrawTracker

• Straw Tube Tracker consists of ~2500 straw tubes
• Main tracker for Phase-I beam measurement / Phase-II 

physics measurement
• Operation in vacuum
• 20/12um thick, 9.8/5mmΦ straw tube for Phase-I/Phase-II
• Gas mixture candidates: Ar:C2H6=50:50, Ar:CO2=70:30
• Complete the mass production of Phase-I straw tube

22

1st straw plane (x1)

2nd straw plane (x2)

3rd straw plane (y1)

4th straw plane (y2)

gas manifold

gas manifold
front-end boards

front-end boards
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feedthrough

optical fibre-link
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gas outlet

gas inlet
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ECAL
Requirements
✦ Particle identification for the beam measurement.

✦ Energy resolution < 5%  
  to suppress trigger rate of DIO electrons.

LYSO Crystal Scintillators
✦ High density (7.1 g/cm3), high light yield 

   (70% NaI), and fast time response (40 nsec)

✦ Dimension of 2×2×12 cm3.

✦ Readout by 10×10 mm2 APD + FE electronics

✦ ~2000 crystals (~ 1 mΦ sensitive area.)

Prototype w/ 8×8 crystals
✦ Good performance at 105 MeV/c

★ Energy resolution of 3.9%
★ Position resolution of 7.7 mm
★ Timing resolution of 0.5 nsec

Detector construction beginning 
✦ Quality control of the crystal modules construction

22

ECAL prototype w/ 
8×8 crystal modules
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ਤ 4.2: Saint-Gobainࣾ੡ LYSO݁থɻ ਤ 4.3: APD S8664-1010ɻ

LYSO ݁থɺ൓ࣹࡐɺAPDɺLEDɺAPD ൘ɺεϖʔαʔج 1 ͔ͭͣͭΒͳΔɻ·ͨɺॎԣ

2 × 2ͷηάϝϯτݕग़ثͷ૊Λݕग़ثϞδϡʔϧͱݺশ͢Δɻ͜Ε͸ɺηάϝϯτݕग़ث 4

ͭɺԹ౓ܭ 1ͭɺηάϝϯτݕग़ثΛ·ͱΊΔ൓ࣹ͔ࡐΒͳΔɻޙ࠷ʹɺॎԣ 4× 4ͷݕग़ث

Ϟδϡʔϧͷ૊ΛεʔύʔϞδϡʔϧͱݺশ͢Δɻ

ΔͨΊɺਅۭνΣϯόʔ಺ʹઃ͢ڀݚΛ࡞ΕΔਅۭதͰͷಈ͞ٻཁ͍͓ͯʹػ͸ɺ࣮ػ࡞ࢼ

ஔ͢Δɻ͜ͷਅۭνΣϯόʔ಺෦ʹεʔύʔϞδϡʔϧΛઃஔ͢ΔɻϙϦςτϥϑϧΦϩΤν

Ϩϯ (PTFE: Polytetrafluoroethylene)੡ͷ࣏۩ʹΑΓɺεʔύʔϞδϡʔϧΛࠨӈͱ্ํ͔

Βԡ͚͑ͭͯ͞ݻఆ͢Δɻ֤ݕग़ثͷ৴߸͸ϑΟʔυεϧʔج൘Λ௨ͯ͠ɺਅۭνΣϯόʔ

֎ͷલஈ૿෯ثʹೖྗ͢Δɻલஈ૿෯͔ثΒग़ྗ͞ΕΔ৴߸͸ɺ೾هܗ࿥૷ஔΛ༻͍ͯه࿥

͢Δɻ

ҎԼͰ͸֤ύʔπʹ͍ͭͯड़΂Δɻ

LYSO݁থ

ECALʹ༻͍Δ LYSO݁থͱͯ͠ɺSaint-Gobainࣾͱ OXIDEࣾͷ੡඼͕ީิͱͳ͍ͬͯ

Δɻਤ 4.2ʹ Saint-Gobainࣾ੡ͷ LYSO݁থͷࣸਅΛࣔ͢ɻ྆ LYSO݁থͷαΠζ͸ɺ࣮

ͱಉ͡ػ 20 × 20 × 120 mm3 Ͱ͋ΔɻຊڀݚͰ͸྆݁থͷੑೳࠩʹ͍ͭͯධՁͨ͠ɻ͜Ε͸

ୈ 4.2ষʹ͓͍ͯड़΂Δɻ

ثग़ݕޫ

ͱͯ͠ɺ඿দϗτχΫεࣾ੡ثग़ݕޫ APD S8664-1010 [40]Λ࠾༻ͨ͠ɻ͜Ε͸डޫ໘ͷ

αΠζ͕ 10 × 10 mm2 Ͱ͋ΓɺLYSO ݁থͷγϯνϨʔγϣϯޫͷ೾௕ 420 nm ʹରͯ͠

70%Ҏ্ͷޮࢠྔ͍ߴ཰Λ࣋ͭɻ࢖༻ͨ͠ APDͷࣸਅΛਤ 4.3ʹࣔ͢ɻAPDͱ LYSO݁থ

͸ɺ1 mmްͷ Eljen Technologyࣾ੡γϦίϯΫοΩʔ EJ-560 [41]Ͱޫֶతʹ઀ଓ͢Δɻ

APD͸ɺԹ౓ܭͱ LEDͱಉҰͷج൘ (APDج൘)্ʹઃஔ͢ΔɻAPDͷ৴߸͸ɺπΠε

τέʔϒϧʹΑͬͯಡΈग़͢ɻECAL جड़ͷதؒޙͰ͸ɺ͜ͷέʔϒϧΛܭઃظͷॳػ࡞ࢼ

LYSO crystal

ECAL Support Frange

ECAL (2/2)
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A Study of the Performance of the Tracker 
and Calorimeter for the COMET Experiment

���

5タイプのシンボルロゴ

�タイプのシンボルロゴは、それぞれ十分検討したうえでシンボルとロゴを組み合せて

あります。原則として、これ以外のやり方で、シンボルとロゴタイプを組み合わせるこ

とはできません。

シンボルと和文ロゴタイプ、
および英文ロゴタイプを天地方向に組み合わせたタイプ

シンボルと和文ロゴタイプを
天地方向に組み合わせたタイプ

シンボルと和文ロゴタイプを
左右方向に組み合わせたタイプ

シンボルと英文ロゴタイプを
天地方向に組み合わせたタイプ

シンボルと英文ロゴタイプを
左右方向に組み合わせたタイプ

天地方向の組み合せ 左右方向の組み合せ

和
文
＋
英
文

和
文

英
文

なし

基本要素

Kou Oishi, Kyushu University, Japan, on behalf of the COMET collaboration
CLFV2019 : The 3rd International Conference on Charged Lepton Flavor Violation @ Fukuoka, Japan. 17th-19th June 2019

COMET Experiment

1. Crystal-segmented calorimeter
✦ ~2000 crystals (~1m diameter)

2. LYSO inorganic crystal scintillator
✦ High density (7.1 g/cm3), high light yield (70% NaI), and 

fast decay constant (40 nsec)

3. 10×10 mm2 APD photo sensor
4. Temperature monitor
5. LED calibration source

Performance of ECAL

   April, 2016

COMET&Phase,I

Technical&Design&Report&&
January,&2014July, 2016    

  All the requirements satisfied.

Ibaraki, Japan

Main Ring
LINAC

e-

Straw Tube Tracker
Measures momentum w/ σP < 200 keV/c.

ECAL
 (Electron Calorimeter)

Measures energy and time-of-flight.
Triggers readout.

High intensity proton beam @ J-PARC
Phase-I (2022)

Sensitivity of ~ 10−15

Beam measurement programme to 
 investigate profiles of time,  
 momentum, and particle kinds.

Phase-II (202x)
Sensitivity of ~ 10−18

Very low branching ratio in the SM.

In physics beyond the SM,

 A clear signal of new physics
 Decay In Orbit is the most severe BG.
  → Good momentum resolution required

μ-e Conversion
Al

Muon Capture

νμ
νe

νμ
μ-e Conversion

105 MeV

104.5103.5
Momentum Spectrum of e−

(MeV/c)

the DIO electrons is presented in Section 17.2. In this study, the momentum cut of 103.6 MeV/c <
Pe < 106.0 MeV/c, where Pe is the momentum of electron, is determined as shown in Fig. 107 [61].
According to this study, the contamination from DIO electrons of 0.01 events is expected for a single
event sensitivity of the µ−N → e−N conversion of 3.1× 10−15.
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Figure 106: Left: Distributions of the reconstructed µ−N → e−N conversion signals and reconstructed DIO
events. The vertical scale is normalized so that the integrated area of the signal is equal to one event with its
branching ratio of B(µN → eN) = 3.1× 10−15. Right: The integrated fractions of the µ−N → e−N conversion
signals and DIO events as a function of the low side of the integration range and the high side of the integration
range is 106 MeV/c. The momentum window for signals is selected to be fro 103.6 MeV/c to 106 MeV/c so
that the DIO contamination would be 0.01 events.

16.1.4 Time window for signals

The muons stopped in the muon-stopping target have the lifetime of a muonic atom. The lifetime
of muons in aluminium is about 864 nanoseconds. The µ−N → e−N conversion electrons can be
measured between the proton pulses to avoid beam-related background events. However, some beam-
related backgrounds would come late after the prompt timing, such as pions in a muon beam. There-
fore, the time window for search is chosen to start at some time after the prompt timing. As discussed
in Section 16.2, the starting time of time window of measurement of 700 nanoseconds is assumed,
although it would be optimized in the future offline analysis.

The acceptance due to the time window cut, εtime, can be given by,

εtime =
Ntime

Nall
, (9)

Ntime =
n∑

i=1

∫ t2+Tsep(i−1)

t1+Tsep(i−1)
N(t)dt, (10)

where Nall and Ntime are the number of muons stopped in the target and the number of muons which
can decay in the window, respectively, Tsep is the time separation between the proton pulses, t1 and t2
are the start time and the close time of the measurement time window, respectively, and n indicates
the window for the nth pulse. The time distribution of the muon decay timing N(t) is obtained by
Monte Carlo simulations. In our case, t1 and t2 are 700 nsec and 1100 nsec, respectively and Tsep is
1.17 µsec, and εtime of 0.3 is obtained.

16.1.5 Net Acceptance of signals

it is assumed that the efficiencies of trigger, DAQ, and reconstruction efficacy are about 0.8 for each.
From these, the net acceptance for the µ−N → e−N conversion signal, Aµ-e = 0.043 is obtained. The
breakdown of the acceptance is shown in Table 24.
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B(µ�Al⇥ e�Al) � O(10�15)

B(µ�Al� e�Al) < O(10�54)

e−

μ−
μ−

μ−
e−

Decay 
in Orbit

StrECAL Detector

C-Shape Muon 
Transport Solenoid

Pion Production Target

Muon Stopping Target

Electron Spectrometer

Phase-II 
Geometry

Beam Measurement 
in Phase-I
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ਤ 4.2: Saint-Gobainࣾ੡ LYSO݁থɻ ਤ 4.3: APD S8664-1010ɻ

LYSO ݁থɺ൓ࣹࡐɺAPDɺLEDɺAPD ൘ɺεϖʔαʔج 1 ͔ͭͣͭΒͳΔɻ·ͨɺॎԣ

2 × 2ͷηάϝϯτݕग़ثͷ૊Λݕग़ثϞδϡʔϧͱݺশ͢Δɻ͜Ε͸ɺηάϝϯτݕग़ث 4

ͭɺԹ౓ܭ 1ͭɺηάϝϯτݕग़ثΛ·ͱΊΔ൓ࣹ͔ࡐΒͳΔɻޙ࠷ʹɺॎԣ 4× 4ͷݕग़ث

Ϟδϡʔϧͷ૊ΛεʔύʔϞδϡʔϧͱݺশ͢Δɻ

ΔͨΊɺਅۭνΣϯόʔ಺ʹઃ͢ڀݚΛ࡞ΕΔਅۭதͰͷಈ͞ٻཁ͍͓ͯʹػ͸ɺ࣮ػ࡞ࢼ

ஔ͢Δɻ͜ͷਅۭνΣϯόʔ಺෦ʹεʔύʔϞδϡʔϧΛઃஔ͢ΔɻϙϦςτϥϑϧΦϩΤν

Ϩϯ (PTFE: Polytetrafluoroethylene)੡ͷ࣏۩ʹΑΓɺεʔύʔϞδϡʔϧΛࠨӈͱ্ํ͔

Βԡ͚͑ͭͯ͞ݻఆ͢Δɻ֤ݕग़ثͷ৴߸͸ϑΟʔυεϧʔج൘Λ௨ͯ͠ɺਅۭνΣϯόʔ

֎ͷલஈ૿෯ثʹೖྗ͢Δɻલஈ૿෯͔ثΒग़ྗ͞ΕΔ৴߸͸ɺ೾هܗ࿥૷ஔΛ༻͍ͯه࿥

͢Δɻ

ҎԼͰ͸֤ύʔπʹ͍ͭͯड़΂Δɻ

LYSO݁থ

ECALʹ༻͍Δ LYSO݁থͱͯ͠ɺSaint-Gobainࣾͱ OXIDEࣾͷ੡඼͕ީิͱͳ͍ͬͯ

Δɻਤ 4.2ʹ Saint-Gobainࣾ੡ͷ LYSO݁থͷࣸਅΛࣔ͢ɻ྆ LYSO݁থͷαΠζ͸ɺ࣮

ͱಉ͡ػ 20 × 20 × 120 mm3 Ͱ͋ΔɻຊڀݚͰ͸྆݁থͷੑೳࠩʹ͍ͭͯධՁͨ͠ɻ͜Ε͸

ୈ 4.2ষʹ͓͍ͯड़΂Δɻ

ثग़ݕޫ

ͱͯ͠ɺ඿দϗτχΫεࣾ੡ثग़ݕޫ APD S8664-1010 [40]Λ࠾༻ͨ͠ɻ͜Ε͸डޫ໘ͷ

αΠζ͕ 10 × 10 mm2 Ͱ͋ΓɺLYSO ݁থͷγϯνϨʔγϣϯޫͷ೾௕ 420 nm ʹରͯ͠

70%Ҏ্ͷޮࢠྔ͍ߴ཰Λ࣋ͭɻ࢖༻ͨ͠ APDͷࣸਅΛਤ 4.3ʹࣔ͢ɻAPDͱ LYSO݁থ

͸ɺ1 mmްͷ Eljen Technologyࣾ੡γϦίϯΫοΩʔ EJ-560 [41]Ͱޫֶతʹ઀ଓ͢Δɻ

APD͸ɺԹ౓ܭͱ LEDͱಉҰͷج൘ (APDج൘)্ʹઃஔ͢ΔɻAPDͷ৴߸͸ɺπΠε

τέʔϒϧʹΑͬͯಡΈग़͢ɻECAL جड़ͷதؒޙͰ͸ɺ͜ͷέʔϒϧΛܭઃظͷॳػ࡞ࢼ

LYSO crystal

ECAL Prototype

Performance @ 105 MeV
Energy Resolution 3.9%
Position Resolution 7.7 mm

Time Resolution 0.53 nsec

Particle Identification (PID)

Electron
Negative Muon
Negative Pion

PI
D

 E
ffi

ci
en

cy
 (%

)

Beam momentum (MeV/c)Beam momentum (MeV/c)

Fr
ac

tio
n

   Different responses of ECAL to e/μ/π were measured @ PSI, 
Switzerland in 2015.
   PID efficiency > 90% is achievable by combining with time-
of-flight (TOF) variable, which is measured by the tracker + ECAL.

ECAL response to e/μ/π PID efficiency evaluated w/ energy(data) + TOF(MC)

Bunched Proton Beam

ECAL Prototype 
& Vacuum Chamber

2×2 Crystals module
wrapped by Al mylar bag
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 / ndf 2χ  26.23 / 30
a         1.113± 20.77 

  mixb  0.1117± 0.9579 
c         293.7± 0.09992 

    1d  16.53± 90.55 
    2d  0.0507± 0.8322 
    3d  17.12± 0.0001046 

ECAL Energy Resolution BeamFluc.No0 in Mix Region

totσObserved 
symσObserved 

 w/ Term (d)symσFitted 
 w/o Term (d)symσFitted 

Fitted Stochastic Term (a)
asymσ

 w/o Term (d)totσExtracted 

★ The tracker & ECAL prototypes were tested 
together. (Tohoku Univ. 2017 March)

★ All the detector and electronics worked 
properly.

★ Achieved a vacuum pressure < 1 Pa.
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਺ͷ૿ՃΛট͕͘ɺLEDͷۦಈʹ໰୊͕ੜͨ͡৔߹Ͱ΋ɺӨڹΛड͚Δνϟϯωϧ͕ 4νϟ

ϯωϧͷΈͰࡁΉͱ͍͏ར఺͕͋Δɻ

LEDΛۦಈͤ͞Δࠩಈ৴߸Λ࣮͢ݱΔͨΊʹɺύϫʔτϥϯδελΛ࢖༻͍͕ͯͨ͠ɺ֤

ૉࢠͷݸମ͔ࠩΒ̎ۃͷλΠϛϯάΛଗ͑Δࣄ͸೉͔ͬͨ͠ɻͦ͜ͰɺࠩಈΞϯϓΛ༻͍ΔΑ

͏มͨ͠ߋɻҎલʹࠩಈΞϯϓΛ࢖༻͢ΔҊ΋͕͋ͬͨɺ64νϟϯωϧ෼ͷిྲྀ͸څڙͰ͖

ͳ͍ͱͯ͠ഇҊͱͳ͍ͬͯͨɻલड़ͷ௨Γɺѻ͏ LED਺Λ 4ͭʹมࣄͨ͠ߋͰɺLEDυϥ

Πόʹର͢Δిྲྀڅڙೳྗͷཁ͕ٻ؇࿨͞ΕɺࠩಈΞϯϓΛ࢖༻͢Δӡͼͱͳͬͨɻ

8.2 ϏʔϜݧࢼ

2017೥ 3݄ʹɺࠓճͷϏʔϜݧࢼͱಉ͡౦๺େֶిޫࢠཧֶڀݚηϯλʔʹͯɺϏʔϜࢼ

Λ༧ఆ͍ͯ͠Δɻ͜͜Ͱલड़ͷվྑΛՃ͑ͨݧ ECALػ࡞ࢼͷੑೳධՁΛ͏ߦɻ·ͨɺετ

ϩʔνϡʔϒඈ੻ݕग़ثͱ૊Έ߹Θͤͨݧࢼ΋͏ߦɻܭࡏݱը͍ͯ͠ΔϏʔϜݧࢼͷηοτ

Ξοϓͷ໛ࣜਤΛਤ 8.3ʹࣔ͢ɻ̎୆ͷ BDCɺετϩʔνϡʔϒඈ੻ݕग़ثɺECALΛɺશ

ͯಉҰͷਅۭϘϦϡʔϜ಺ʹઃஔ͠ϏʔϜݧࢼΛ͏ߦɻ͜ͷ BDC͸ɺਅۭதͰͷಈ࡞ʹରԠ

ͨ͠όʔδϣϯͰ͋Γɺࡏݱ։ൃதͰ͋Δɻ

ਤ 8.3: 2017೥ ෺࣭Ͱ͋ΔײͷηοτΞοϓͷ໛ࣜਤɻ༗ݧࢼըதͷϏʔϜܭʹ3݄ BDCͷ

ϓϥενοΫγϯνϨʔγϣϯϑΝΠόʔɺετϩʔνϡʔϒඈ੻ݕग़ثͷετϩʔνϡʔ

ϒɺECALͷ LYSO݁থΛਫ৭Ͱදͨ͠هɻ

ECAL

Fiber counter

Straw
Tracker
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Points are shifted slightly for easy to see.
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ECAL

Energy resolution

Time resolutionPosition resolution

The position resolution of the straw tube was 
evaluated and achieved the requirement of < 200 μm. 
The gas mixture of Ar:C2H6 showed a better 
performance.
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Figure 11.33: Full-scale prototype; (Left) Partially completed without vacuum wall, (Right) Whole
view of the completed full-scale prototype

2016, with the various momentum electron beam. The setup for the beam test is schemati-
cally shown in Figure 11.34 (Left), and its photo is also shown in Figure 11.34 (Right). Here

Figure 11.34: Test-beam setup; (Left) Schematic view of the setup, (Right) Photo of set up viewing
from the upstream.

“BDC” means the “beam-difining counter” which consists of bidirectional 1-mm-thick scinti-
fibre counters, and “FC” means the “finger counter” which consists of finger-size 1-mm-thick
thin plastic schintillator counters. Trigger signal is made by the coincidence between two FCs
and “TC” (Timing Counter) which consists of high light yield plastic scintillator with the fast
fine-mesh PMT to provide the precise timing measurement. The electron beam momenta is
varied between 50-300 MeV/c.
Figure 11.35 shows the measured detection e�ciency for the gas mixture of Ar/C2H6(50/50) as
a function of applied HV. Straw single e�ciency is measured by counting the number of proper
hits in layer-2 and counting the number of tracks in layer-2 which is reconstructed by the hits
in layer-1 and layer-3. As shown in Figure 11.35 (Left), high enough HV, higher than 1800
V, guarantees the full e�ciency. However, due to the small but finite gap between each straw
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Y. Fujii @ CLFV2016

StrawTracker

• Straw Tube Tracker consists of ~2500 straw tubes
• Main tracker for Phase-I beam measurement / Phase-II 

physics measurement
• Operation in vacuum
• 20/12um thick, 9.8/5mmΦ straw tube for Phase-I/Phase-II
• Gas mixture candidates: Ar:C2H6=50:50, Ar:CO2=70:30
• Complete the mass production of Phase-I straw tube

22
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Phase-I straw tubes Full-scale straw tracker prototype

StrECAL Combined Test

Straw Tracker Prototype
1. Full-scale Phase-I straw tube chamber w/ 20 μm thickness

✦ In Phase-II, more thinner tubes (12 μm) will be used.

2. 16 straw tubes (3 layers) / axis
3. Operated in a vacuum chamber.
4. Two candidate gas mixtures

✦ Ar:C2H6 (50:50) and Ar:CO2 (70:30)

Performance of Straw Tracker
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A Study of the Performance of the Tracker 
and Calorimeter for the COMET Experiment

���

5タイプのシンボルロゴ

�タイプのシンボルロゴは、それぞれ十分検討したうえでシンボルとロゴを組み合せて

あります。原則として、これ以外のやり方で、シンボルとロゴタイプを組み合わせるこ

とはできません。

シンボルと和文ロゴタイプ、
および英文ロゴタイプを天地方向に組み合わせたタイプ

シンボルと和文ロゴタイプを
天地方向に組み合わせたタイプ

シンボルと和文ロゴタイプを
左右方向に組み合わせたタイプ

シンボルと英文ロゴタイプを
天地方向に組み合わせたタイプ

シンボルと英文ロゴタイプを
左右方向に組み合わせたタイプ

天地方向の組み合せ 左右方向の組み合せ

和
文
＋
英
文

和
文

英
文

なし

基本要素

Kou Oishi, Kyushu University, Japan, on behalf of the COMET collaboration
CLFV2019 : The 3rd International Conference on Charged Lepton Flavor Violation @ Fukuoka, Japan. 17th-19th June 2019

COMET Experiment

1. Crystal-segmented calorimeter
✦ ~2000 crystals (~1m diameter)

2. LYSO inorganic crystal scintillator
✦ High density (7.1 g/cm3), high light yield (70% NaI), and 

fast decay constant (40 nsec)

3. 10×10 mm2 APD photo sensor
4. Temperature monitor
5. LED calibration source

Performance of ECAL

   April, 2016

COMET&Phase,I

Technical&Design&Report&&
January,&2014July, 2016    

  All the requirements satisfied.

Ibaraki, Japan

Main Ring
LINAC

e-

Straw Tube Tracker
Measures momentum w/ σP < 200 keV/c.

ECAL
 (Electron Calorimeter)

Measures energy and time-of-flight.
Triggers readout.

High intensity proton beam @ J-PARC
Phase-I (2022)

Sensitivity of ~ 10−15

Beam measurement programme to 
 investigate profiles of time,  
 momentum, and particle kinds.

Phase-II (202x)
Sensitivity of ~ 10−18

Very low branching ratio in the SM.

In physics beyond the SM,

 A clear signal of new physics
 Decay In Orbit is the most severe BG.
  → Good momentum resolution required

μ-e Conversion
Al

Muon Capture

νμ
νe

νμ
μ-e Conversion

105 MeV

104.5103.5
Momentum Spectrum of e−

(MeV/c)

the DIO electrons is presented in Section 17.2. In this study, the momentum cut of 103.6 MeV/c <
Pe < 106.0 MeV/c, where Pe is the momentum of electron, is determined as shown in Fig. 107 [61].
According to this study, the contamination from DIO electrons of 0.01 events is expected for a single
event sensitivity of the µ−N → e−N conversion of 3.1× 10−15.
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Figure 106: Left: Distributions of the reconstructed µ−N → e−N conversion signals and reconstructed DIO
events. The vertical scale is normalized so that the integrated area of the signal is equal to one event with its
branching ratio of B(µN → eN) = 3.1× 10−15. Right: The integrated fractions of the µ−N → e−N conversion
signals and DIO events as a function of the low side of the integration range and the high side of the integration
range is 106 MeV/c. The momentum window for signals is selected to be fro 103.6 MeV/c to 106 MeV/c so
that the DIO contamination would be 0.01 events.

16.1.4 Time window for signals

The muons stopped in the muon-stopping target have the lifetime of a muonic atom. The lifetime
of muons in aluminium is about 864 nanoseconds. The µ−N → e−N conversion electrons can be
measured between the proton pulses to avoid beam-related background events. However, some beam-
related backgrounds would come late after the prompt timing, such as pions in a muon beam. There-
fore, the time window for search is chosen to start at some time after the prompt timing. As discussed
in Section 16.2, the starting time of time window of measurement of 700 nanoseconds is assumed,
although it would be optimized in the future offline analysis.

The acceptance due to the time window cut, εtime, can be given by,

εtime =
Ntime

Nall
, (9)

Ntime =
n∑

i=1

∫ t2+Tsep(i−1)

t1+Tsep(i−1)
N(t)dt, (10)

where Nall and Ntime are the number of muons stopped in the target and the number of muons which
can decay in the window, respectively, Tsep is the time separation between the proton pulses, t1 and t2
are the start time and the close time of the measurement time window, respectively, and n indicates
the window for the nth pulse. The time distribution of the muon decay timing N(t) is obtained by
Monte Carlo simulations. In our case, t1 and t2 are 700 nsec and 1100 nsec, respectively and Tsep is
1.17 µsec, and εtime of 0.3 is obtained.

16.1.5 Net Acceptance of signals

it is assumed that the efficiencies of trigger, DAQ, and reconstruction efficacy are about 0.8 for each.
From these, the net acceptance for the µ−N → e−N conversion signal, Aµ-e = 0.043 is obtained. The
breakdown of the acceptance is shown in Table 24.
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B(µ�Al⇥ e�Al) � O(10�15)

B(µ�Al� e�Al) < O(10�54)

e−

μ−
μ−

μ−
e−

Decay 
in Orbit

StrECAL Detector

C-Shape Muon 
Transport Solenoid

Pion Production Target

Muon Stopping Target

Electron Spectrometer

Phase-II 
Geometry

Beam Measurement 
in Phase-I
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ਤ 4.2: Saint-Gobainࣾ੡ LYSO݁থɻ ਤ 4.3: APD S8664-1010ɻ

LYSO ݁থɺ൓ࣹࡐɺAPDɺLEDɺAPD ൘ɺεϖʔαʔج 1 ͔ͭͣͭΒͳΔɻ·ͨɺॎԣ

2 × 2ͷηάϝϯτݕग़ثͷ૊Λݕग़ثϞδϡʔϧͱݺশ͢Δɻ͜Ε͸ɺηάϝϯτݕग़ث 4

ͭɺԹ౓ܭ 1ͭɺηάϝϯτݕग़ثΛ·ͱΊΔ൓ࣹ͔ࡐΒͳΔɻޙ࠷ʹɺॎԣ 4× 4ͷݕग़ث

Ϟδϡʔϧͷ૊ΛεʔύʔϞδϡʔϧͱݺশ͢Δɻ

ΔͨΊɺਅۭνΣϯόʔ಺ʹઃ͢ڀݚΛ࡞ΕΔਅۭதͰͷಈ͞ٻཁ͍͓ͯʹػ͸ɺ࣮ػ࡞ࢼ

ஔ͢Δɻ͜ͷਅۭνΣϯόʔ಺෦ʹεʔύʔϞδϡʔϧΛઃஔ͢ΔɻϙϦςτϥϑϧΦϩΤν

Ϩϯ (PTFE: Polytetrafluoroethylene)੡ͷ࣏۩ʹΑΓɺεʔύʔϞδϡʔϧΛࠨӈͱ্ํ͔

Βԡ͚͑ͭͯ͞ݻఆ͢Δɻ֤ݕग़ثͷ৴߸͸ϑΟʔυεϧʔج൘Λ௨ͯ͠ɺਅۭνΣϯόʔ

֎ͷલஈ૿෯ثʹೖྗ͢Δɻલஈ૿෯͔ثΒग़ྗ͞ΕΔ৴߸͸ɺ೾هܗ࿥૷ஔΛ༻͍ͯه࿥

͢Δɻ

ҎԼͰ͸֤ύʔπʹ͍ͭͯड़΂Δɻ

LYSO݁থ

ECALʹ༻͍Δ LYSO݁থͱͯ͠ɺSaint-Gobainࣾͱ OXIDEࣾͷ੡඼͕ީิͱͳ͍ͬͯ

Δɻਤ 4.2ʹ Saint-Gobainࣾ੡ͷ LYSO݁থͷࣸਅΛࣔ͢ɻ྆ LYSO݁থͷαΠζ͸ɺ࣮

ͱಉ͡ػ 20 × 20 × 120 mm3 Ͱ͋ΔɻຊڀݚͰ͸྆݁থͷੑೳࠩʹ͍ͭͯධՁͨ͠ɻ͜Ε͸

ୈ 4.2ষʹ͓͍ͯड़΂Δɻ

ثग़ݕޫ

ͱͯ͠ɺ඿দϗτχΫεࣾ੡ثग़ݕޫ APD S8664-1010 [40]Λ࠾༻ͨ͠ɻ͜Ε͸डޫ໘ͷ

αΠζ͕ 10 × 10 mm2 Ͱ͋ΓɺLYSO ݁থͷγϯνϨʔγϣϯޫͷ೾௕ 420 nm ʹରͯ͠

70%Ҏ্ͷޮࢠྔ͍ߴ཰Λ࣋ͭɻ࢖༻ͨ͠ APDͷࣸਅΛਤ 4.3ʹࣔ͢ɻAPDͱ LYSO݁থ

͸ɺ1 mmްͷ Eljen Technologyࣾ੡γϦίϯΫοΩʔ EJ-560 [41]Ͱޫֶతʹ઀ଓ͢Δɻ

APD͸ɺԹ౓ܭͱ LEDͱಉҰͷج൘ (APDج൘)্ʹઃஔ͢ΔɻAPDͷ৴߸͸ɺπΠε

τέʔϒϧʹΑͬͯಡΈग़͢ɻECAL جड़ͷதؒޙͰ͸ɺ͜ͷέʔϒϧΛܭઃظͷॳػ࡞ࢼ

LYSO crystal

ECAL Prototype

Performance @ 105 MeV
Energy Resolution 3.9%
Position Resolution 7.7 mm

Time Resolution 0.53 nsec

Particle Identification (PID)
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   Different responses of ECAL to e/μ/π were measured @ PSI, 
Switzerland in 2015.
   PID efficiency > 90% is achievable by combining with time-
of-flight (TOF) variable, which is measured by the tracker + ECAL.

ECAL response to e/μ/π PID efficiency evaluated w/ energy(data) + TOF(MC)

Bunched Proton Beam

ECAL Prototype 
& Vacuum Chamber

2×2 Crystals module
wrapped by Al mylar bag
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★ The tracker & ECAL prototypes were tested 
together. (Tohoku Univ. 2017 March)

★ All the detector and electronics worked 
properly.

★ Achieved a vacuum pressure < 1 Pa.
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਺ͷ૿ՃΛট͕͘ɺLEDͷۦಈʹ໰୊͕ੜͨ͡৔߹Ͱ΋ɺӨڹΛड͚Δνϟϯωϧ͕ 4νϟ
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Λ༧ఆ͍ͯ͠Δɻ͜͜Ͱલड़ͷվྑΛՃ͑ͨݧ ECALػ࡞ࢼͷੑೳධՁΛ͏ߦɻ·ͨɺετ
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ͯಉҰͷਅۭϘϦϡʔϜ಺ʹઃஔ͠ϏʔϜݧࢼΛ͏ߦɻ͜ͷ BDC͸ɺਅۭதͰͷಈ࡞ʹରԠ

ͨ͠όʔδϣϯͰ͋Γɺࡏݱ։ൃதͰ͋Δɻ

ਤ 8.3: 2017೥ ෺࣭Ͱ͋ΔײͷηοτΞοϓͷ໛ࣜਤɻ༗ݧࢼըதͷϏʔϜܭʹ3݄ BDCͷ
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Points are shifted slightly for easy to see.
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The position resolution of the straw tube was 
evaluated and achieved the requirement of < 200 μm. 
The gas mixture of Ar:C2H6 showed a better 
performance.
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Figure 11.33: Full-scale prototype; (Left) Partially completed without vacuum wall, (Right) Whole
view of the completed full-scale prototype

2016, with the various momentum electron beam. The setup for the beam test is schemati-
cally shown in Figure 11.34 (Left), and its photo is also shown in Figure 11.34 (Right). Here

Figure 11.34: Test-beam setup; (Left) Schematic view of the setup, (Right) Photo of set up viewing
from the upstream.

“BDC” means the “beam-difining counter” which consists of bidirectional 1-mm-thick scinti-
fibre counters, and “FC” means the “finger counter” which consists of finger-size 1-mm-thick
thin plastic schintillator counters. Trigger signal is made by the coincidence between two FCs
and “TC” (Timing Counter) which consists of high light yield plastic scintillator with the fast
fine-mesh PMT to provide the precise timing measurement. The electron beam momenta is
varied between 50-300 MeV/c.
Figure 11.35 shows the measured detection e�ciency for the gas mixture of Ar/C2H6(50/50) as
a function of applied HV. Straw single e�ciency is measured by counting the number of proper
hits in layer-2 and counting the number of tracks in layer-2 which is reconstructed by the hits
in layer-1 and layer-3. As shown in Figure 11.35 (Left), high enough HV, higher than 1800
V, guarantees the full e�ciency. However, due to the small but finite gap between each straw
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StrawTracker

• Straw Tube Tracker consists of ~2500 straw tubes
• Main tracker for Phase-I beam measurement / Phase-II 

physics measurement
• Operation in vacuum
• 20/12um thick, 9.8/5mmΦ straw tube for Phase-I/Phase-II
• Gas mixture candidates: Ar:C2H6=50:50, Ar:CO2=70:30
• Complete the mass production of Phase-I straw tube
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StrECAL Combined Test

Straw Tracker Prototype
1. Full-scale Phase-I straw tube chamber w/ 20 μm thickness

✦ In Phase-II, more thinner tubes (12 μm) will be used.

2. 16 straw tubes (3 layers) / axis
3. Operated in a vacuum chamber.
4. Two candidate gas mixtures

✦ Ar:C2H6 (50:50) and Ar:CO2 (70:30)
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Cosmic Ray Veto
Requirements
✦ Detection efficiency > 99.99%

★ CR is one of the most crucial BG sources.

Design
✦ Top&side: plastic scintillating stripes

★ 4 layers on each side

★ readout by MPPCs through wavelength-shifting fibres

✦ Front&back: Glass Resistive Plate Chamber strips
★ A module with 2D-aligned GRPC strips

★ 5 to 7 layers on each side

1st module of the side CRV
✦ Being commissioned with cosmic rays 

to evaluate the detection efficiency 
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1st Module being 
commissioned

C. Cârloganu           CM38, 16.11.2022                                     

Proposal for GRPCs as possible technology for bridge-CRV

Single gap GRPC
• avalanche mode
• mm intrinsic segmentation
• ns intrinsic time resolution

Graphite 
Float glass 
Peek

3.6 mm

• ~90-95% efficiency
• gas:  98% TFE, 2% SF6

A tracker module: 5 to 7 detector modules Segmentation and number of chambers to be defined 
by physics simulations & measured performance

• layered PCB with x,y  strips readout on opposite sides
• ~ 1,2 m / 1,5 m  strips
• two GRPs/ module
• <25 mm thick

A detector module: two single gap GRPCs with common readout 

float glass

PCB

1.2 mm gap

Al Honeycomb cassette

Baseline: 10  mm pitch

ASIC # ASIC/
module

# ASIC / CRV

5 layers

# ASIC / CRV

7 layers

PETIROC 144 720 1008
LIROC 40 200 280

Top and side CRV module

GRPC module
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Phase-I Sensitivity
Single Event Sensitivity (SES)
✦ Estimated 3×10-15 for 150 days operation.

★ Nμ = 1.5×1016 : the number of muons stopped in the target 

★ fcap = 0.61 : the fraction of captured muons to total muons on target

★ fgnd = 0.9 : the fraction of μ-e conversion to the ground state in the final state

★ Aμ-e = 0.041 : the net acceptance for the μ-e conversion signal (see below)
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20.1.5 Net Signal Acceptance

Thus the net acceptance for the µ≠e conversion signal of Aµ-e = 0.041 is obtained for T1 = 700
ns and T2=1170 ns, where appropriate numbers of the online event selection (see Section 16.1.3),
the o�ine track finding e�ciency (See Section 13.5.1) and DAQ e�ciency (assumed) are con-
sidered. The breakdown of the acceptance is shown in Table 20.2.

Event selection Value Comments
Online event selection e�ciency 0.9 Section 16.1.3
DAQ e�ciency 0.9
Track finding e�ciency 0.99 Section 13.5.1
Geometrical acceptance + Track quality cuts 0.18
Momentum window (Ámom) 0.93 103.6 MeV/c < Pe <106.0 MeV/c
Timing window (Átime) 0.3 700 ns < t < 1170 ns
Total 0.041

Table 20.2: Breakdown of the µ≠e conversion signal acceptances.

20.1.6 Single Event Sensitivity

The single event sensitivity (SES) aimed by COMET Phase-I and the required running time
are described. The current upper limit on gold from SINDRUM-II is 7 ◊ 10≠13 [1]. The goal
of COMET Phase-I is an improvement of a factor of 100 on aluminium over the current limit,
namely,

B(µ≠ + Al æ e≠ + Al) = 3 ◊ 10≠15 (as SES) or (20.3)
< 7 ◊ 10≠15 (as 90 % C.L. upper limit). (20.4)

The SES is given by

B(µ≠ + Al æ e≠ + Al) = 1
Nµ · fcap · fgnd · Aµ-e

, (20.5)

where Nµ is the number of muons stopped in the target. The fraction of captured muons to
total muons on target fcap = 0.61 is taken, while the fraction of µ≠e conversion to the ground
state in the final state of fgnd = 0.9 is taken [22]. Aµ-e = 0.041 is the net signal acceptance.
To achieve SES=3 ◊ 10≠15, Nµ = 1.5 ◊ 1016 is needed. By using the muon yield per proton
of 4.7 ◊ 10≠4 in Section 8.5., a total number of protons on target (POT) of 3.2 ◊ 1019 is
needed. With the proton beam current of 0.4 µA, the measurement requires about 1.26 ◊ 107

seconds, corresponding to about 146 days. Note that that the pion production yield may have
an uncertainty of a factor of two or three, as shown in Section 8.1.2. The estimated running
time might be uncertain accordingly.

20.2. Background Estimation with CyDet

The potential background sources in the search for the µ≠N æ e≠N conversion are grouped
into four categories. These categories are intrinsic physics backgrounds, beam-related prompt
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Summary & Schedule
COMET experiment will search for μ-e conversion at J-PARC.
✦ Aims at single event sensitivity:  3×10-15 (Phase-I) and O(10-17) (Phase-II).

✦ Perform a direct measurement of the beam profile and backgrounds in Phase-I.

✦ The facility & beam line construction is getting completed.

✦ The detector construction is also progressing.

★ CyDet, StrECAL, and Cosmic Ray Veto

✦ We will start with low-intensity (~10% power) commissioning & data taking runs.
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2024 2025 2026 2027 2028~
Beam line & Solenoids
Detector Preparation

Low-intensity
Runs

Data taking
→ Phase-II

Phase-I Sensitivity of 10−15
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• P-147 Manabu Moritsu 
• “A study to suppress a sneaking cosmic muon background in the COMET experiment”

• P-154 Alex Miles 
• “Quality Control of Multi-Pixel Photon Counters Using the MPPC Integrated Light Evaluation System for the 

COMET Experiment”
• P-160 Kenya Okabe 

• “Performance evaluation of SiC muon beam monitor for COMET experiment”
• P-162 Masaaki Higashide 

• “Construction and basic performance evaluation of the straw tube tracker for the COMET experiment”
• P-167 Ryo Nagai 

• “Status of the COMET Cylindrical Drift Chamber at J-PARC”
• P-168 Ryoka Sasaki 

• “Performance test towards the construction of Cylindrical Trigger Hodoscope in COMET Phase-I”
• P-171 Takahiro Mizuno

• “Development of MPPC cooling system for COMET trigger counter”
• P-274 Chihiro Yamada

• “CyDet Trigger System for COMET Phase-I”
• P-283 Hiroyuki Shidara 

• “3D-Printed Aluminum Alloy Beam Window for COMET Project in Phase-1”
• P-286 Yusuke Uchiyama 

• “Radiation Shielding System for the COMET Pion Capture Solenoid”
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