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Abstract The KATRIN experiment aims to measure the
effective electron antineutrino mass my, with a sensitivity of
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4 e-mail: Ikippenb@uw.cdu 0.2 eV/c” using a gaseous tritium source combined with the
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MAC-E filter technique. A low background rate is crucial
to achieving the proposed sensitivity, and dedicated mea-
surements have been performed to study possible sources of
background electrons. In this work, we test the hypothesis
that gamma radiation from external radioactive sources sig-
nificantly increases the rate of background events created in
the main spectrometer (MS) and observed in the focal-plane
detector. Using detailed simulations of the gamma flux in the
experimental hall, combined with a series of experimental
tests that artificially increased or decreased the local gamma
flux to the MS, we set an upper limit of 0.006 count/s (90%
C.L.) from this mechanism. Our results indicate the effec-
tiveness of the electrostatic and magnetic shielding used to
block secondary electrons emitted from the inner surface of
the MS.

1 Introduction

The Karlsruhe Tritium Neutrino (KATRIN) experiment has
been designed to reach a sensitivity of 0.2 eV /c? (90% C.L.)
on the effective electron antineutrino mass msy, [1]. As the
successor to the Mainz [2] and Troitsk [3] experiments,
KATRIN will precisely measure the energy of electrons pro-
duced from tritium (3-decay and determine my, by fitting the
shape of the 3-spectrum near the endpoint energy (18.6 keV).
Reaching the sensitivity goal requires a thorough understand-
ing and mitigation of background sources along the entire
beamline of the experiment. Background electrons produced
in the main spectrometer (MS), the high-resolution MAC-E
filter [4—6] that analyzes the energy of the 3-particles, are of
particular importance. Several sources of background in the
MS have already been analyzed in detail, including cosmic-
ray muons [7] and radon decays [8].

X-rays and gammas can also contribute to the background
and have been previously studied with other MAC-E filter
spectrometers. The Mainz spectrometer [9] and the KATRIN
pre-spectrometer [10] were both irradiated using an X-ray
tube with a peak energy of Ex.;y = 70 keV. These tests
showed the effectiveness of the electrostatic and magnetic
shielding measures in place, which suppressed the back-
ground contribution caused by the X-ray tube by up to a factor
of 50. However, the total background was still strongly ele-
vated while the irradiation took place, indicating that gamma
radiation can potentially have a large contribution to the back-
ground rate for MAC-E filter spectrometers. In this paper, the
effect of environmental gamma radiation on the MS back-
ground rate is investigated through a combination of sim-
ulation and measurement data, and the effectiveness of the
shielding in the MS is demonstrated.

The experimental setup of the KATRIN experiment is
described in Sect. 2, focusing on the MS and the focal-plane
detector (FPD) system, which measures the electron rate at
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the exit side of the MS. Section 3 discusses the background
generation due to environmental gammas and gives details
about their simulation in the spectrometer hall. In Sect. 4,
the simulation results are compared to background measure-
ments under conditions of gamma enhancement and suppres-
sion. The contribution of environmental gamma radiation to
the KATRIN background rate is derived in Sect. 5, and some
final remarks on the MS background are provided in Sect. 6.

2 Experimental apparatus

The KATRIN experiment is located at the Karlsruhe Insti-
tute of Technology (KIT), Campus North, near Karlsruhe,
Germany. The approximately 70-m long beamline is shown
in Fig. 1. The windowless gaseous tritium source has
been designed to produce more than 10'! B-particles per
second [11]. Superconducting magnets adiabatically guide
emitted electrons through the differential [12] and cryo-
genic [13, 14] pumping sections, where the tritium flow must
be reduced by 14 orders of magnitude [1].

Two MAC-E filters are available to analyze the electron
energy. The smaller pre-spectrometer can be used as a pre-
filter to reflect low-energy 3-particles back toward the source
and only allow the highest energy electrons, close to the end-
point energy, to enter the MS. The precise energy filtering is
performed in the MS, which operates with an energy resolu-
tion of about 1 eV near the tritium endpoint [1]. Electrons that
pass through the MS are measured with the FPD system. Due
to their importance in studying the gamma-induced back-
ground, the MS and FPD system will be discussed in detail
in the following subsections.

2.1 Main spectrometer

The largest component of the KATRIN beamline is the MS
(see Fig. 1). The stainless steel vessel has an inner diameter of
9.8 m at its center and a total length of 23.3 m [1]. The walls
of the MS vary in thickness between 32 mm for the central
cylindrical region and 25 mm for the conical sections [1].
During standard KATRIN operation, the retarding voltage Uy
applied to the MS hull will be varied systematically around
-18.6 kV in order to analyze electrons with energies close
to the tritium endpoint energy. To prevent scattering with
residual gas, the MS is designed to operate under ultra-high
vacuum conditions, with a pressure close to 10~ ' mbar [15].

Superconducting solenoids placed at the entrance and exit
of the MS generate the magnetic flux tube that is responsible
for adiabatically guiding electrons through the vessel [16].
Air-coils surrounding the MS are used to fine-tune the mag-
netic field inside the vessel and compensate for the Earth’s
magnetic field [17,18]. By manipulating the magnitude and
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Fig. 1 The KATRIN beamline. From left to right: the rear section
(RS), the windowless gaseous tritium source (WGTS), the differen-
tial pumping section (DPS), the cryogenic pumping section (CPS), the

polarity of the air-coil currents, it is possible to create non-
standard magnetic field settings inside the vessel (see Sect. 4).

The magnetic field inside the MS acts as a passive shield
against charged particles emitted from the vessel surface; the
particles are deflected by the Lorentz force back toward the
walls of the vessel, or they follow magnetic field lines that
do not reach the detector. Additional shielding is provided by
a wire electrode system installed at the inner surface of the
MS [19]. The inner electrodes (IE) can be placed at an offset
potential AUg relative to the vessel (i.e. Ulg = Up + AUIg).
If AU is set to a negative value, most low-energy electrons
emitted from the vessel walls will be repelled by the wires
back toward the surface.

2.2 Focal-plane detector

The FPD [20] is a monolithic, segmented silicon PIN diode
that detects particles emerging from the MS. These parti-
cles pass through an ultra-high vacuum system mated to the
exit of the MS. Charged particles can be further accelerated
using a post-acceleration electrode (PAE), with voltage Upag,
immediately preceding the detector wafer; this acceleration
helps distinguish signal electrons from background origi-
nating within the FPD system. A superconducting solenoid
focuses charged particles onto the wafer, which has a sen-
sitive area with a diameter of 90 mm [20]. The dartboard-
segmentation pattern of the wafer into 148 equal-area pixels
provides sensitivity to the transverse spatial distribution of
the particles. The wafer is divided into 12 concentric rings,
each with 12 pixels, and a central bullseye with four pixels.
The PIN diode is biased with a voltage Ubj,s; signals pass
through preamplifiers (located in vacuum) before readout.
Energy and timing for each event are analyzed online in
the data-acquisition system using a cascaded pair of trape-
zoidal filters. Energy calibration is provided by gammas
from an 2*! Am calibration source. The electron response is
characterized using a photo-electron source with adjustable
energy [20]. Each source can be inserted into the line of
sight of the FPD for a periodic, dedicated calibration run. An
energy resolution of 1.52 keV (full width at half-maximum,
FWHM) and timing resolution of 246 ns (FWHM) have been

CPS PS

FPD

pre-spectrometer (PS), the main spectrometer (MS) with surrounding
air-coils, and the focal-plane detector (FPD) system

achieved with the system using 18.6 keV electrons and a
6.4 s shaping time [20].

3 Environmental gamma radiation in the spectrometer
hall

During standard KATRIN operation, (3-particles that are
detected by the FPD must overcome the retarding poten-
tial applied to the MS. This potential reaches its largest value
near the middle of the vessel, approximately equidistant from
both ends of the MS. Because the value of the retarding poten-
tial will be scanned close to the endpoint energy, [3-particles
traveling through the middle region of the MS will have low
kinetic energies, below about 30 eV [1]. Because of the rel-
atively poor energy resolution of the FPD compared to the
MS, any low-energy secondary electrons produced in this
region cannot be energetically distinguished from the signal
[3-particles.

When passing through the MS steel, environmental
gamma radiation (i.e., primary radiation) can cause the
emission of secondary particles, including secondary elec-
trons. Of particular concern is the generation of “true-
secondary” electrons, which are defined to have energies
below 50 eV [21]. The inner surface of the MS provides a
large area for electron emission: 690 m? for the steel hull and
532 m? for the wire electrode system (although the effective
surface area for emission from the latter is reduced due to
the two-layer structure of the IE) [15]. Due to imperfections
in the magnetic and electrostatic shielding, secondary elec-
trons emitted from these surfaces may have a small probabil-
ity to enter the sensitive magnetic flux tube that connects to
the FPD. The validity of this background-generating mecha-
nism has been confirmed with other MAC-E-filter spectrome-
ters [9, 10]. Because of the increased size of the spectrometer,
there is the potential for a significant background contribu-
tion from gamma-induced surface electrons in the MS.

3.1 Radioactivity in the spectrometer hall

The MS was constructed using low-radioactivity materials
in order to limit background production from environmental

@ Springer
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Table 1 Specific activities (in units of Bq/kg) determined from radioas-
say measurements for materials in the KATRIN spectrometer hall. The
activity of the wall concrete was only measured for the basement walls;
for the upper walls, the same distribution of activities was assumed.
The steel activities were measured at the Oroville Low Background
Facility [22]

Isotope Wall concrete Floor concrete MS steel

40K 409 422 61+3 < (3 %1079
B8y 2345 6.0+0.7 50+£2.5x 1072
B2Th 18 +1 33403 <(12x1073)
85y 17405 0.640.1

0Co 1.8+£03x 1073

gammas. The central cylindrical portion of the MS vessel
was built from 32 mm-thick sheet metal, composed of type
316LN stainless steel. A sample of this metal, from the same
batch used for the MS vessel, was measured for radioiso-
topes; the results of this study are given in Table 1. However,
the primary source of gammas in the KATRIN spectrometer
hall is not the vessel itself but rather the intrinsic radioactivity
of the concrete used to construct the walls and floors.

The walls of the spectrometer hall are made of standard
concrete. To reduce the effect of ambient gamma radiation,
the floors were built using a low-activity concrete due to
their close proximity to the MS. During construction of the
hall, samples from every load of low-activity concrete were
monitored with a Nal detector to ensure the activity fell
within specifications. Additionally, the gamma spectra of
several samples of the concrete were measured at KIT using
a shielded HPGe detector. The concrete activities shown in
Table 1 were derived from these measurements. “°K was
found to be the largest contributor to the activity in the con-
crete, followed by the 233U and 23>Th decay chains.

3.2 Simulation of the gamma flux

To better understand the background due to environmental
gamma radiation, simulations of the gamma flux in the MS
were performed with the GEANT4 simulation toolkit [23-25],
version 10.4.p02. A simplified reproduction of the KATRIN
spectrometer hall was implemented; the geometry included
the steel MS vessel and the concrete walls and floors (Fig. 2).
Radioactive isotopes were uniformly created in the walls,
floors, and steel with the relative production rates determined
from the radioassay measurements given in Table 1. The
effect of 222Rn in the air was also included, assuming an
activity of 49 & 15 Bq/m?, which is the average indoor radon
level in Germany [26]. The decays of the isotopes and any
subsequent daughters were handled by the GEANT4 Radioac-
tive Decay Module, and secular equilibrium was assumed.
This module has recently been updated by the GEANT4

@ Springer

Fig. 2 The GEANT4 simulation geometry, consisting of the steel MS
(red), the concrete walls (gray) and floors (green), and, optionally, water
tanks (blue) and basin water (purple). The yellow sphere indicates the
position of the optional ®*Co source. The coordinate axes for the exper-
iment are also shown, where the z-direction (x-direction) corresponds
to due north (west). For orientation, the FPD is located north of the
spectrometer

Table 2 Simulated total gamma fluxes integrated at the inner surface
of the MS. For each component, the flux was calculated based on the
activities listed in Table 1, after summing the individual contributions
from the different radioisotopes. The errors are purely systematic and
indicate the uncertainty of the component activities

Component MS flux (gammas/s) Percentage
Concrete walls 2.06 £ 0.08 x 10° 80.2
Concrete floors 41402 x 10° 15.8

Air 9.0 £2.7 x 10* 35

Steel hull 1.14+0.5 x 10* 0.4

Total 2.56 £0.09 x 10°

collaboration to include newer versions of the Evaluated
Nuclear Structure Data File (ENSDF) datasets [27] and to
better ensure energy conservation for decays [25]. Available
physics processes were set by the Shielding EMZ physics
list, which uses the most accurate electromagnetic physics
models and is well-suited for shielding simulations [28].
The gamma fluxes determined from simulation are listed
in Table 2 for each geometrical component. As expected, the
concrete walls are the primary contributor to the gamma flux
inside the MS, followed by the concrete floors. The gam-
mas originating from the steel vessel and the air, combined
together, make up less than 4 % of the flux inside the MS.
Gamma spectra were measured at various locations in the
spectrometer hall using a HPGe detector. One of these spec-
tra, collected for the detector facing the western wall in the
basement of the hall, is shown in Fig. 3. The dominant con-
tributor to the gamma spectrum is the 1461 keV line from
the decay of 40K [29]. To compare with the measurement,
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Fig. 3 The energy spectrum measured by a HPGe detector in the spec-
trometer hall (grey), and the simulated spectrum for energy deposited
in a germanium crystal by gammas originating from a 0.6 m by 0.6 m
region of the concrete wall (red). The simulated spectrum has been nor-
malized to the measured spectrum, with a normalization factor of 5.8.
Prominent lines from 29T (332Th decay chain) and 40K are labeled for
reference

a very simple germanium detector was implemented in the
GEANT4 simulation. For reasons of computational expense,
only gammas from a small (0.6 m x 0.6 m) region of the con-
crete wall were simulated, and detector efficiencies were not
accounted for in the simulation. A scaling factor was there-
fore applied to match the measured rate. Nonetheless, the
simulated spectrum (see Fig. 3) qualitatively replicates the
important features of the measured gamma spectrum. Over-
all, the simulation is able to adequately approximate the spec-
trum of environmental gammas in the spectrometer hall.

4 Background measurements

During the summer of 2015, KATRIN proceeded with a mea-
surement phase with only the MS and the FPD system, lasting
several months. One of the primary goals of this commission-
ing campaign was to study background events originating
from the MS.

As described in the following subsections, the electron
rate was measured by the FPD for several configurations that
modified the flux of environmental gammas at the MS. The
voltage settings used for these measurements are given in
Table 3. The electron rates were measured for the energy
region of interest (ROI), which was defined as the range
between 3 keV below and 2 keV above the expected elec-
tron energy at the detector. An asymmetric energy window is
applied since the shape of the electron peak has a low-energy
tail. For an electron with initial energy Eg ~ 0 eV emitted at
the MS surface, the expected energy is set by the change in
the electric potential between the detector wafer and the MS
inner electrode:

Eexpected = Eo + e[Upag + Upias — Up — AUE], (1

Table 3 The voltage settings used during the gamma-induced back-
ground measurements

Component Voltage Value/range (V)

MS hull Uy — 18,500 to — 18,600
MS inner electrode AU 0to —100
Post-acceleration electrode Upag 10 000

Bias ring of detector wafer Ubjas 120

From the values given in Table 3, the expected electron
energy is ~ 28.7 keV. Due to a broken preamplifier mod-
ule in the detector readout, six FPD pixels (each located in
a different pixel ring) were not functional. The rate for each
detector pixel ring with a missing pixel is linearly scaled by
a corrective factor of %

Several magnetic field configurations were utilized when
studying the gamma-induced background. A symmetric
magnetic field, similar to the planned field for standard
KATRIN operation, is shown in the upper panel of Fig. 4. In
this setting, the vast majority of electrons emitted from the
MS surface should not reach the detector due to the inherent
magnetic shielding of the flux tube [30]. With this symmetric
field setting, a total background rate of 0.561 £ 0.005 counts
per second (cps) was measured.

In order to directly study electrons emitted from the sur-
face, an asymmetric field configuration can be used by adjust-
ing the currents applied to the air-coils surrounding the MS;
an example field is shown in the lower panel of Fig. 4.
Because the magnetic field lines directly connect the ves-
sel walls to the FPD, this setting allows a significantly larger
fraction of surface electrons to be detected. To ensure the
measured electrons are emitted from a well-defined surface
region of the MS, certain detector pixels are excluded from
the rate analysis. For the Asym. M configuration, the inner
16 detector pixels are excluded, while the inner 28 (4) pixels
are excluded for the Asym. U (Asym. D) configuration.

4.1 Enhancement of gamma flux

To increase the gamma-induced background, a °°Co source
with a total activity of 53.3 + 2.7 MBq was positioned in
the vicinity of the MS (Fig. 5). The source was originally
used for geological surveys along underground piping and
is therefore equipped with a shielded scintillator detector. It
is housed in a lead-shielded transport container that allows
convenient handling and transport when not in active use.
Measurements were completed with the source partially out-
side its lead shielding (“open” configuration) and completely
inside its lead shielding (“closed” configuration). The decay
of ®°Co primarily results in the cascade emission of two gam-
mas at 1173 keV and 1332 keV [31].

@ Springer
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Fig. 4 Symmetric (upper panel) and asymmetric (lower panel) mag-
netic field configurations inside the MS. The displayed magnetic field
lines (blue) intersect the FPD pixel rings, and are produced by the beam-
line solenoids (red) and air-coils (orange). This asymmetric configura-
tion is given the name “Asym. M” since the field lines intersect the
middle area of the MS (—2.4m < z < 1.6m). This z-range (as well as
the ranges for Asym. U and Asym. D, whose magnetic field lines are
not drawn) is shown by the labeled, colored line near the bottom of the
figure

Measurements of the electron rate with the FPD system
were performed with the source located at different loca-
tions near the MS. However, extended measurements with
the “closed” configuration were only performed at one posi-
tion: the ®*Co source located under the west side of the MS,
approximately equidistant from the ends of the vessel (see
Fig. 2). Therefore, only results from this position are pre-
sented here.

The FPD rate was measured for several magnetic-field and
electrostatic shielding configurations; the rates can be found
in Table 4. The effect of the ®°Co source can clearly be seen
in the bottom-right portion of the detector wafer in the left
and center panels of Fig. 6 (asymmetric magnetic field), but
is absent in the right panel (symmetric magnetic field).

The measurements with the ®°Co source demonstrate the
effectiveness of the shielding inside the MS against gamma-
induced electron backgrounds. The background rate due to
the %°Co source under an asymmetric magnetic configura-
tion dropped from 231.7 4 0.9 cps to 26.8 £ 0.3 cps with the
addition of electrostatic shielding (changing AU from 0 V
to -100 V). A further reduction in the rate by at least three
orders of magnitude occurred when switching to the symmet-
ric magnetic configuration (0.005 % 0.006 cps, correspond-
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Fig. 5 The °°Co source used to increase the gamma radiation at the
MS. The upper panel is a schematic of the source (in the “closed”
configuration). In the bottom panel, the source can be seen installed
next to the air-coils, beneath the MS vessel

ing to less than 1 % of the total background rate). Though
a large number of %°Co-induced secondary electrons were
emitted from the MS surface, no significant rate effect was
observed with the nominal magnetic field setting.

A simulation of the gamma flux from the ®°Co source was
performed using the geometry described in Sect. 3.2. Table 5
shows the simulated fluxes for gammas traversing the inner
surface of the MS vessel. The presence of the °°Co source
increases the gamma flux through the entire MS surface by
about a factor of 8. The change in flux due to the open ®°Co
source is plotted as a function of axial position along the
MS in Fig. 7. The distributions for the measured electron
rate (asymmetric field setting) and the simulated gamma flux
exhibit similar shapes and peak at the same axial position.

4.2 Suppression of gamma flux

In an effort to reduce the gamma flux originating from the
bottom floor of the spectrometer hall, water shielding was
temporarily added below the MS. The basin beneath the MS
(24.1 m long by 5.6 m wide) was filled with water to a depth
of 20 cm. Additionally, a total of four flexible water tanks
(each approximately 6.5 m long by 3.2 m wide by 0.6 m
high) were installed next to the basin to increase the shielded
area. The water tanks can be seen in Fig. 8.
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Table 4 Results from the FPD measurements with the ©°Co source,
where the rates are measured in units of counts per second (cps). Rate is
the raw result from the detected counts and measurement duration Af,
while Rate* is corrected for the broken preamplifier module. The errors

on the rates are statistical. The magnetic field settings used are those
shown in Fig. 4. For the Asym. M measurements, all rates exclude the
inner 16 detector pixels

B-field Uy (kV)  AUg (V)  Source  Counts At (s) Rate (cps) ARate (cps) Rate™ (cps) ARate* (cps)

Asym. M —185 0 Open 1,500,629 1790 838.3 £0.7 222.44+0.9 871.9 £0.7 231.7+£0.9
Closed 1,102,527 1790 615.9+0.6 640.2 +0.6

Asym. M —18.5 —100 Open 164,532 1790 91.9+£0.2 25.8+0.3 95.6 £0.2 26.8 £0.3
Closed 118,376 1790 66.1 £0.2 68.8 £0.2

Sym. —18.5 —100 Open 18,254 33,500 0.545 +£0.004  0.005 £ 0.006  0.566 £0.004  0.005 £ 0.006
Closed 14,761 27,320 0.540 4 0.004 0.561 4+ 0.005

Ratio

Fig. 6 The ratio of the electron rate with the open ®*Co source to the
rate with the closed source, for each detector pixel, for three cases: with
no magnetic shielding and no electrostatic shielding (left panel), with no
magnetic shielding but with electrostatic shielding (center panel), and
with both magnetic shielding and electrostatic shielding (right panel).

Table 5 Total gamma fluxes through the interior of the MS as deter-
mined from simulations. @y is either the flux with the closed ®°Co source
(second column) or with no water shielding (third column). Similarly,
& is either the flux with the open %°Co source or with water shield-
ing. The flux includes all crossings (ingoing and outgoing) of the inner
surface. The errors include both statistical and systematic uncertain-
ties, although the latter only includes the uncertainty on the activity of
the gamma sources (see Table 1). Other systematic effects, such as the
accuracy of the included GEANT4 physics processes and the correctness
of the simulation geometry, were not calculated

Flux (10°gammas/s) 0Co Water

o) 2.8+0.1 2.564 £ 0.090
P 20.9+£0.9 2411 £0.088
D) — D 18.2+0.9 —0.153 £0.002

The background rates for measurements with and with-
out water shielding are shown in Table 6. Two asymmetric
field settings, with field lines intersecting different regions
of the MS surface, were implemented; similar reductions in
the electron rate due to the water shielding were found for
both (~ 0.4 %). For the symmetric magnetic field setting, the
shielding had no significant effect on the electron rate.

To investigate the effect of the shielding on the gamma
flux, water was added to the simulation geometry using the

= N W » 0 O

@

The detector is being viewed from the FPD end of the beamline. The
six white pixels were excluded due to a broken preamplifier module.
The total FPD rate with the closed source is 683.3 cps (73.7 cps) (0.540
cps) for the left (center) (right) panel

35

I Measurement (electron)
30

—— Simulation (gamma)

25

20

15

10

Change in measured rate (cps)

o by b b b by I R |
0 -0.5 0 0.5 1 1.5
z-position (m)

Fig. 7 The excess FPD rate measured with the Asym. M magnetic
field setting with the 9°Co source, as a function of the axial position z.
Each bin corresponds to a detector pixel ring which images a specific
axial region of the MS surface. Also shown is the simulated gamma
flux induced by the source at the inner surface of the MS, which has
been scaled to match the total measured rate. The error bars for the
measurement and simulation data are statistical only; each of the bin
errors for the simulation data is less than 0.4 % of the bin content, and
so the error bars are too small to be seen for most bins. The systematic
errors for the simulation data arising from the activity of the ®*Co source
are correlated bin-to-bin and are therefore not shown. The location of
the ®*Co source in the simulation geometry is marked by the dashed
line
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Fig. 8 Two of the four flexible water tanks placed beneath the MS
during the gamma suppression measurements

dimensions cited above (see Fig. 2). The simulated fluxes are
shown in Table 5. The addition of water shielding reduced
the gamma flux inside the MS by about 7 %. The change in
flux due to the water shielding is plotted as a function of axial
position along the MS in Fig. 9. The simulated gamma flux is
mostly flat across the measured range and roughly matches
the measured electron rate distribution (which is statistics-
limited).

5 Gamma-induced background contribution

By combining the asymmetric magnetic field measurements
and simulation results, it is possible to compute two quanti-
ties of interest: the secondary electron yield for gamma radi-
ation traversing the inner surface of the MS, and the frac-
tion of secondary electrons caused by environmental gamma
radiation. The symmetric field measurements provide a way
to determine the gamma-induced background contribution
under standard operating conditions in future my, measure-
ments.

The relevant values used to calculate these quantities are
listed in Table 7. Three different rates are to be distinguished:

Table 6 Results from the FPD measurements with(out) the water
shielding. “Asym. U” and “Asym. D” indicate that the asymmetric mag-
netic field images the upstream (z = —3.9 mto — 1.0 m) and down-
stream (z = 1.3 m to 3.7 m) region of the MS surface, respectively (see

0.3
g— 0,2:— I Measurement (electron) Asym. U
= E magnetic field
2 0.1 —— Simulation (gamma)
© E
o = ]
o =
- [
& 01 ] 1 }
5} £
£ £
S 03 1 }
S F
g —0.4:—] 1
] S P A
-3.5 -3 -25 -2 -1.5 -1
z-position (m)
0.3 —
§' 02F I Measurement (electron) Asym. D
- E magnetic field
2 o1 - —— Simulation (gamma)
© o
f E
o E
2 E
@ 01K
0} £
€ _02FE
£ £
% —0.3:—
S =
£ o :]
—0.5:|“""'|w|--\.|..,|

3.5
z-position (m)

1.5 2 25 3

Fig. 9 The reduction in the electron rate at the inner surface of
the MS, caused by the water shielding, for two asymmetric mag-
netic field settings. The region shielded by the water tanks is roughly
z = —6.5 mto 6.5 m. The simulated decrease in the gamma flux is also
shown in each figure, normalized to the measured rate. The error bars
for the measurement and simulation data are statistical only

the measured FPD electron rate (R), the calculated gamma-
induced MS electron emission rate (S), and the calculated
gamma flux through the MS (®). The values of R, S, and @
can be defined as follows:

R = Reny + Rother,
S = Senv + Sot_her» (2)
D = Depy + Pother

Fig. 4). Rate is the raw result from the detected counts and measurement
duration At, while Rate™ is corrected for the missing detector pixels.
For the Asym. U (Asym. D) measurements, all rates exclude the inner
28 (4) pixels. The errors on the rates are statistical

B-field Up (kV) AUk (V) Shielding Counts At (s)  Rate (cps) ARate (cps) Rate™ (cps) ARate™ (cps)
Asym. U —18.6 0 No water 21,319,281 35,900 593.9+£0.1 —22+£0.2 620.1 £0.1 —23+£0.2
Water 21,241,447 35900 591.7+0.1 617.8 £0.1
Asym.D —18.6 0 No water 13,767,972 21,990 626.1 £0.2 —2.6+0.2 653.7+0.2 —2.84+0.2
Water 24,620,183 39,490 623.5+0.1 650.9 £ 0.1
Sym. —18.5 —100 No water 19,411 43,080 0.451+£0.003 0.0008 +0.0043 0.469 +0.003 0.0008 £ 0.0045
—18.6 — 100 Water 25927 57,440 0.451 £0.003 0.469 £ 0.003
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Table 7 Values used in the calculation of the secondary electron yield
(Y) and fraction of secondaries induced by environmental gamma radi-
ation (feny). See the text for details about each listed parameter. @eqy
and A @ differ for each asymmetric field setting (since different regions

of the spectrometer surface are measured for each setting), and these
values also differ from the values given in Table 5 (since the latter
considered the entire spectrometer surface)

0Co source %0Co source Water shielding Water shielding
Magnetic field Asym. M Asym. M Asym. U Asym. D
z-range (m) —2.44t01.58 —2.44t01.58 —3.88 to —0.99 1.32t0 3.70
AUg (V) 0 — 100 0 0
R (cps) 640.2 £ 0.6 68.8 £0.2 620.1 +0.1 653.7+0.2
AR (cps) 231.7+0.9 26.8+0.3 —-23+0.2 —2.8+£0.2
Deyy (107 gammas/s) 45+£0.2 45+0.2 33+0.1 2.7+0.1
AD (10° gammas/s) 86+ 4 86+4 —0.257 £ 0.004 —0.209 £ 0.003
Parrival (%) 8.8 +0.1 - 11.2+0.1 16.6 £ 0.1
Y (10~ e~/gamma) 31£0.2 - 79407 8.0+0.6
Fery(1072) 1.9+0.1 2.1+0.1 46+04 55405

where “env” indicates the contribution from environmental
gamma emitters (e.g. concrete) and “other” indicates the con-
tribution from other backgrounds (e.g. cosmic-ray muons).
Eq. 2 requires that the %°Co source is closed and no water
shielding is present.

The change in rate due to the ®°Co source is defined
to be

ARcobalt = Ropen — Recloseds 3)

while for water shielding the change in rate is

ARghielding = Rwater — Ruo water- 4
Identical formulations hold for AS and A®.

5.1 Secondary electron yield

The yield Y is the gamma-induced electron rate divided by
the gamma flux through the same surface. This can be com-
puted from the effect of the ©°Co source or water shielding
according to the following equation:

AS
Y=——. 5

Ve )
AS can be computed from AR after including electron trans-
port and detection efficiencies:

AR
AS= —— (6)

€ * Parrival '
where € = 0.950+0.028 is the FPD detection effi-
ciency [20] (ignoring the effect of backscattering from the

detector surface [32]) and Pyival 1S the average arrival prob-
ability for electrons.

Because of the magnetic mirror effect, electrons emitted
from the MS surface have a small probability to reach the
FPD, which depends on their initial energy and emission
angle relative to the magnetic field direction. Pypiva; Was cal-
culated using KASSIOPEIA [33], the particle-tracking simula-
tion software developed by the KATRIN collaboration. For
each magnetic field configuration, 1.6 x 107 electrons were
started on the MSS surface with emission angles sampled from
a cosine angular distribution [21,34,35]. The electron energy
spectrum was assumed to have the following form [35-37]:

F(E) @)

E
X 7,
(E+W)4

where E is the electron energy and W = 3.5eV [38] is the
work function of the MS surface. The energy spectrum for
true-secondary electrons is treated independently of the pri-
mary particle energy; the shape of the spectrum is known
not to vary significantly with respect to the incident pho-
ton energy [34,35]. The validity of these assumptions on the
electrons’ initial properties was shown in the context of the
background analysis of cosmic-ray muons [7].

Using the ®°Co measurement, one finds Y=3x 10~%~ /y.
However, the yields derived from the water-shielding mea-
surements give consistent values which are a factor of 2.6
larger than the 60Co result (see Table 7). One can attempt to
explain the discrepancy between the two measurements by
recognizing that although the shape of the secondary electron
spectrum is independent of the gamma energy, the scaling
factor for the electron spectrum is energy dependent [39].
Because the gammas emitted from the °Co source and the
gammas blocked by the water shielding have ostensibly dif-
ferent spectral shapes, an accompanying disparity in electron
yields would be expected. However, an analysis of the sim-
ulation results does not substantiate this expectation; inside
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the spectrometer, the gammas from the °*Co source and those
blocked by the water shielding have very similar average
energies (676 keV and 674 keV, respectively).

The difference in measured yields is likely the result of
an incorrect value for A@® obtained from simulations; the
tension can be alleviated by decreasing the simulated effect
of the °*Co source or by increasing the simulated effect of the
water shielding. The latter possibility would entail that the
gamma emission from the concrete floor is underestimated
in the simulations.

5.2 Fraction of secondary electrons induced by gammas

The fraction of secondary electrons emitted from the MS
surface which are caused by environmental gamma radiation
can be computed in the following manner:

Senv ~ Reny
~ .

fenv = T R (8)

Assuming that Repy is proportional to the flux of gammas in
the MS, the following relation applies:

AR
—— Peny. )

RCIlV ~ A@

The gamma-induced fraction can thus be obtained by com-
bining Eqgs. 8 and 9:

Bopy AR
e ¥ 36 R

(10)

Table 7 shows the values of f.,y calculated from the 0Co
measurements under the two electrostatic shielding condi-
tions, as well as from the gamma suppression measurements
with water shielding. The results indicate that less than 6 % of
secondary electrons emitted from the MS surface are induced
by environmental gammas. However, the values from the
%0Co and water shielding measurements differ by a factor
of 2.5. The scale of this discrepancy is equivalent to the
difference in the electron yields between the two types of
measurements, as discussed in the previous section.

5.3 Gamma-induced background rate under standard
conditions

Similar to the asymmetric field measurements, it is possi-
ble to use Eq. 9 to determine the effects of environmental
gamma radiation under symmetric field conditions. Apply-
ing the measured and simulated rates listed in Table 8, one
finds that Repy = 0.7 0.9 meps (millicount per second),
which is consistent with zero. Assuming the rate is Gaus-
sian, one can follow the unified approach [40] and set an

@ Springer

Table 8 Background rate Ry induced by environmental gamma radi-
ation under standard conditions (symmetric magnetic field and AU =
—100 V). The relevant values used to calculate this rate are also listed;
the values of A® and ®.,, come from Table 5. A corrective factor of
2.6 was applied to the upper limit on Repy for the %0Co source

60Co source Water shielding

A®D (105y/s) 18249 —1.53+£0.02
Peny (10°/5) 256+09 256409
AR (mcps) 5+6 0.8+£4.5
Reny (mcps) 0.7£0.9 —13+75
Upper limit (90 % C.L.) on Reny (mcps) 5.6 110

upper limit on the gamma-induced background rate, obtain-
ing Repy < 2.2 meps (90% C.L.).

However, one must account for the discrepancy in the
results between the ®°Co source and water shielding measure-
ments, as mentioned in the previous sections. A conservative
approach is to allow for the possibility that the simulation
overestimates the flux of gammas through the MS from the
%0Co source by a factor of 2.6. In this case, one finds

Reny < 5.6 meps (90% C.L.) (11)

Given a nominal rate of 561 mcps, this result indicates that
less than ~ 1 % of the MS background rate can be attributed
to environmental gamma radiation.

A similar procedure was followed with respect to the water
shielding data, giving a limit of Repy < 110 meps (90 %C.L.),!
which is a significantly weaker limit than that obtained from
the ®°Co measurements. The weaker limit obtained with the
water shielding configuration is a result of the small sim-
ulated value of A® and the large measured uncertainty on
AR. Therefore, the measurements with the °°Co source are
more sensitive to the effect of environmental gammas than
the water shielding measurements.

6 Discussion and conclusions

Low-energy background electrons produced inside the MS
are indistinguishable from signal [3-particles. Thus, it is nec-
essary to understand and limit the various sources of elec-
trons in the MS. Measurements using the asymmetric mag-
netic field, combined with simulation, indicate that less than
6 % of secondary electrons emitted from the MS surface are
induced by environmental gammas.

The measurements with the ®°Co source show that the
electrostatic and magnetic shielding are highly effective in

' Here, a corrective factor of (2.6) ! (which accounts for the possibility
that the simulation underestimates the effect of the water shielding) was
not applied, in order to obtain a conservative result.
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mitigating the effect from secondary electrons. Changes in
the flux of environmental gammas have little if any effect on
the MS background rate under standard operating conditions.
When combined with simulation, the results indicate that
less than 5.6 mcps (90 % C.L.) of the MS background rate
is gamma-induced, corresponding to less than ~ 1 % of the
total rate.

The remaining (and much more dominant) background
rate seems to be caused by the ionization of Rydberg
atoms [41,42]. These atoms are highly excited neutral atoms
which can penetrate the electromagnetic shielding imple-
mented in KATRIN. Furthermore, thermal radiation at room
temperature is energetic enough to ionize these atoms and
create background electrons. The production of these Ryd-
berg atoms is thought to primarily originate from the decay
of 219Pb within the MS walls [43]. Plans to mitigate this
background are currently being studied.

Acknowledgements We acknowledge the support of Helmholtz Asso-
ciation (HGF), Ministry for Education and Research BMBF (5A17PDA,
05A17PM3, 05A17PX3, 05A17VK2, and 05A17WO3), Helmholtz
Alliance for Astroparticle Physics (HAP), and Helmholtz Young
Investigator Group (VH-NG-1055) in Germany; Ministry of Edu-
cation, Youth and Sport (CANAM-LM2011019), cooperation with
the JINR Dubna (3+3 grants) 2017-2019 in the Czech Republic;
and the Department of Energy through grants DE-FG02-97ER41020,
DE-FG02-94ER40818, DE-SC0004036, DE-FG02-97ER41033, DE-
FGO02-97ER41041, DE-AC02-05CH11231, DE-SC0011091, and
DE-SC0019304 in the United States.

Data Availability Statement This manuscript has no associated data
or the data will not be deposited. [Authors’ comment: Requests for data
can be made by contacting the authors directly.]

Open Access This article is distributed under the terms of the Creative
Commons Attribution 4.0 International License (http://creativecomm
ons.org/licenses/by/4.0/), which permits unrestricted use, distribution,
and reproduction in any medium, provided you give appropriate credit
to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Creative
Commons license, and indicate if changes were made.

Funded by SCOAP3.

References

1. KATRIN collaboration, FZKA scientific report 7090 (2005).
https://publikationen.bibliothek kit.edu/270060419

2. C. Kraus et al., Eur. Phys. J. C 40(4), 447 (2005). https://doi.org/
10.1140/epjc/s2005-02139-7

3. V. Aseev et al., Phys. Rev. D 84, 112003 (2011). https://doi.org/
10.1103/PhysRevD.84.112003

4. G. Beamson, H. Porter, D. Turner, J. Phys. E 13(1), 64 (1980).
https://doi.org/10.1088/0022-3735/13/1/018

5. V. Lobashev, P. Spivak, Nucl. Instrum. Methods A 240(2), 305
(1985). https://doi.org/10.1016/0168-9002(85)90640-0

6. A. Picard et al., Nucl. Instrum. Methods B 63(3), 345 (1992).
https://doi.org/10.1016/0168-583X(92)95119-C

7. K. Altenmiiller et al., Astropart. Phys. 108, 40 (2019). https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.astropartphys.2019.01.003

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

217.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

. KATRIN Collaboration, Radon-induced stored-particle back-

ground in the KATRIN main spectrometer (in preparation)

. B. Flatt, Voruntersuchungen zu den Spektrometern des KATRIN-

Experiments. Ph.D. thesis, Johannes Gutenberg-Universitit Mainz
(2004). http://nbn-resolving.de/urn:nbn:de:hebis:77-7154

M. Lammers, Untersuchung der Untergrundrate des KATRIN Vor-
spektrometers im Bereich hoher Feldstéirken. Diploma thesis, Karl-
sruher Institut fiir Technologie (KIT) (2009)

M. Babutzka et al., New J. Phys. 14, 103046 (2012). https://doi.
org/10.1088/1367-2630/14/10/103046

A. Kosmider, Tritium Retention Techniques in the KATRIN Trans-
port Section and Commissioning of its DPS2-F Cryostat. Ph.D. the-
sis, Karlsruher Institut fiir Technologie (KIT) (2012). http://digbib.
ubka.uni-karlsruhe.de/volltexte/ 1000028959

W. Gil et al., IEEE Trans. Appl. Supercond. 20(3), 316 (2010).
https://doi.org/10.1109/TASC.2009.2038581

A. Jansen, The cryogenic pumping section of the KATRIN
experiment-design studies and experiments for the commission-
ing. Ph.D. Thesis, Karlsruher Institut fiir Technologie (KIT) (2015).
https://publikationen.bibliothek.kit.edu/1000047146

M. Arenz et al., (KATRIN Collaboration). JINST 11(04), P04011
(2016). https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/11/04/P04011

M. Arenzetal., JINST 13, TO8005 (2018). https://doi.org/10.1088/
1748-0221/13/08/T08005

F. Gliick et al., New J. Phys. 15(8), 083025 (2013). https://doi.org/
10.1088/1367-2630/15/8/083025

M. Erhard et al., JINST 13(02), P02003 (2018). https://doi.org/10.
1088/1748-0221/13/02/P02003

K. Valerius, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 64(2), 291 (2010). https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.ppnp.2009.12.032

J. Amsbaugh et al., Nucl. Instrum. Methods A 778, 40 (2015).
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2014.12.116

M.A. Furman, M.T.E. Pivi, Phys. Rev. ST Accel. Beams 5, 124404
(2002). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevSTAB.5.124404

A.R. Smith et al., Phys. Procedia 61, 787 (2015). https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.phpro.2014.12.101

S. Agostinelli et al., Nucl. Instrum. Methods A 506(3), 250 (2003).
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(03)01368-8

J. Allison et al., IEEE Trans. Nucl. Sci. 53(1), 270 (2006). https://
doi.org/10.1109/TNS.2006.869826

J. Allison et al., Nucl. Instrum. Methods A 835, 186 (2016). https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2016.06.125

World Health Organization. International radon project: survey on
radon guidelines, programmes and activities (2007). http://www.
who.int/ionizing_radiation/env/radon/IRP_Survey_on_Radon.
pdf

National Nuclear Data Center. Evaluated Nuclear Structure Data
Files. http://www.nndc.bnl.gov/ensdf

Geant4 Collaboration. Guide For Physics Lists, Release
10.4 (2017). http://geant4-userdoc.web.cern.ch/geant4-userdoc/
UsersGuides/PhysicsListGuide/fo/PhysicsListGuide.pdf

J. Chen, Nucl. Data Sheets 140, 1 (2017). https://doi.org/10.1016/
j-nds.2017.02.001

N. Wandkowsky, Study of background and transmission properties
of the KATRIN spectrometers. Ph.D. Thesis, Karlsruher Institut
fiir Technologie (KIT) (2013). http://nbn-resolving.org/urn:nbn:
de:swb:90-366316

E. Browne, J. Tuli, Nucl. Data Sheets 114(12), 1849 (2013). https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.nds.2013.11.002

P. Renschler, KESS—a new Monte Carlo simulation code for low-
energy electron interactions in silicon detectors. Ph.D. Thesis, Karl-
sruher Institut fiir Technologie (KIT) (2011). https://publikationen.
bibliothek kit.edu/1000024959

D. Furse et al., New J. Phys. 19(5), 053012 (2017). https://doi.org/
10.1088/1367-2630/2a6950

@ Springer


http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://publikationen.bibliothek.kit.edu/270060419
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s2005-02139-7
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s2005-02139-7
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.84.112003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.84.112003
https://doi.org/10.1088/0022-3735/13/1/018
https://doi.org/10.1016/0168-9002(85)90640-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/0168-583X(92)95119-C
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.astropartphys.2019.01.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.astropartphys.2019.01.003
http://nbn-resolving.de/urn:nbn:de:hebis:77-7154
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/14/10/103046
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/14/10/103046
http://digbib.ubka.uni-karlsruhe.de/volltexte/1000028959
http://digbib.ubka.uni-karlsruhe.de/volltexte/1000028959
https://doi.org/10.1109/TASC.2009.2038581
https://publikationen.bibliothek.kit.edu/1000047146
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/11/04/P04011
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/13/08/T08005
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/13/08/T08005
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/15/8/083025
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/15/8/083025
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/13/02/P02003
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/13/02/P02003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ppnp.2009.12.032
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ppnp.2009.12.032
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2014.12.116
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevSTAB.5.124404
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.phpro.2014.12.101
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.phpro.2014.12.101
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(03)01368-8
https://doi.org/10.1109/TNS.2006.869826
https://doi.org/10.1109/TNS.2006.869826
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2016.06.125
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2016.06.125
http://www.who.int/ionizing_radiation/env/radon/IRP_Survey_on_Radon.pdf
http://www.who.int/ionizing_radiation/env/radon/IRP_Survey_on_Radon.pdf
http://www.who.int/ionizing_radiation/env/radon/IRP_Survey_on_Radon.pdf
http://www.nndc.bnl.gov/ensdf
http://geant4-userdoc.web.cern.ch/geant4-userdoc/UsersGuides/PhysicsListGuide/fo/PhysicsListGuide.pdf
http://geant4-userdoc.web.cern.ch/geant4-userdoc/UsersGuides/PhysicsListGuide/fo/PhysicsListGuide.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nds.2017.02.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nds.2017.02.001
http://nbn-resolving.org/urn:nbn:de:swb:90-366316
http://nbn-resolving.org/urn:nbn:de:swb:90-366316
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nds.2013.11.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nds.2013.11.002
https://publikationen.bibliothek.kit.edu/1000024959
https://publikationen.bibliothek.kit.edu/1000024959
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/aa6950
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/aa6950

807 Page 12 of 12

Eur. Phys. J. C (2019) 79:807

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

B.L. Henke, J.A. Smith, D.T. Attwood, J. Appl. Phys. 48(5), 1852
(1977). https://doi.org/10.1063/1.323938

H. Seiler, J. Appl. Phys. 54(11),R1 (1983). https://doi.org/10.1063/
1.332840

M.S. Chung, T.E. Everhart, J. Appl. Phys. 45(2), 707 (1974).
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1663306

D.C. Joy, M.S. Prasad, H.M. Meyer, J. Microsc. 215(1), 77 (2004).
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.0022-2720.2004.01345.x

J.D. Behrens, Design and commissioning of a mono-energetic pho-
toelectron source and active background reduction by magnetic
pulse at the KATRIN spectrometers. Ph.D. Thesis, Westfilische
Wilhelms-Universitidt Miinster (2016). http://www.katrin.kit.edu/
publikationen/phd_behrens.pdf

M. Grudskii, N. Roldugin, V. Smirnov, A. Adadurov, V. Lazurik,
Nucl. Instrum Methods A 227(1), 126 (1984). https://doi.org/10.
1016/0168-9002(84)90110-4

@ Springer

40.

41.

42.

43.

G.J. Feldman, R.D. Cousins, Phys. Rev. D 57, 3873 (1998). https://
doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.57.3873

N. Trost, Modeling and measurement of Rydberg-State medi-
ated Background at the KATRIN Main Spectrometer. Ph.D. The-
sis, Karlsruher Institut fiir Technologie (2018). https://doi.org/10.
5445/1R/1000090450

FM. Fraenkle, J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 888(1), 012070 (2017). https://
doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/888/1/012070

F. Harms, Characterization and Minimization of Background Pro-
cesses in the KATRIN Main Spectrometer. Ph.D. Thesis, Karl-
sruher Institut fiir Technologie (KIT) (2015). https://doi.org/10.
5445/1R/1000050027


https://doi.org/10.1063/1.323938
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.332840
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.332840
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1663306
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.0022-2720.2004.01345.x
http://www.katrin.kit.edu/publikationen/phd_behrens.pdf
http://www.katrin.kit.edu/publikationen/phd_behrens.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/0168-9002(84)90110-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/0168-9002(84)90110-4
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.57.3873
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.57.3873
https://doi.org/10.5445/IR/1000090450
https://doi.org/10.5445/IR/1000090450
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/888/1/012070
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/888/1/012070
https://doi.org/10.5445/IR/1000050027
https://doi.org/10.5445/IR/1000050027

	Gamma-induced background in the KATRIN main spectrometer
	Abstract 
	1 Introduction
	2 Experimental apparatus
	2.1 Main spectrometer
	2.2 Focal-plane detector

	3 Environmental gamma radiation in the spectrometer hall
	3.1 Radioactivity in the spectrometer hall
	3.2 Simulation of the gamma flux

	4 Background measurements
	4.1 Enhancement of gamma flux
	4.2 Suppression of gamma flux

	5 Gamma-induced background contribution
	5.1 Secondary electron yield
	5.2 Fraction of secondary electrons induced by gammas
	5.3 Gamma-induced background rate under standard conditions

	6 Discussion and conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	References




