POLITECNICO DI TORINO
Repository ISTITUZIONALE

Open-ended coaxial probe measurements of complex dielectric permittivity in diesel-contaminated soll
during bioremediation

Original

Open-ended coaxial probe measurements of complex dielectric permittivity in diesel-contaminated soil during
bioremediation / Vergnano, A., Godio, A., Raffa, C.M., Chiampo, F., Tobon Vasquez, J.A., Vipiana, F.. - In: SENSORS. -
ISSN 1424-8220. - ELETTRONICO. - 20:22(2020), pp. 1-16. [10.3390/s20226677]

Availability:
This version is available at: 11583/2858315 since: 2020-12-18T12:00:27Z

Publisher:
MDPI AG

Published
DOI:10.3390/s20226677

Terms of use:

This article is made available under terms and conditions as specified in the corresponding bibliographic description in
the repository

Publisher copyright

(Article begins on next page)

20 June 2026



Journal of Physics: Conference Series

PAPER « OPEN ACCESS You may also like
Background estimate in heavy-ion two-body Shiting nberka s e

. J M Sampaio, F Parente, C Nazé et al.

reactions measured by the MAGNEX spectrometer o
Equations

) X i S R Juarez W, P Kielanowski and L

To cite this article: S. Calabrese et al 2020 J. Phys.: Conf. Ser. 1643 012019 Vazquez M

- The 13th Data Release of the Sloan Digital
Sky Survey: First Spectroscopic Data from
the SDSS-IV Survey Mapping Nearby

View the article online for updates and enhancements g e 1
article online p : Franco D. Albareti, Carlos Allende Prieto,
Andres Almeida et al.

@ The Electrochemical Society
Advancing solid state & electrochemical science & technology

242nd ECS Meeting .@ S e—

Oct 9 -13, 2022 - Atlanta, GA, US

Abstract submission deadline: April 8, 2022

Connect. Engage. Champion. Empower. Accelerate.

MOVE SCIENCE FORWARD

This content was downloaded from IP address 192.135.30.141 on 28/02/2022 at 16:20


https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/1643/1/012019
/article/10.1088/0031-8949/2013/T156/014015
/article/10.1088/0031-8949/2013/T156/014015
/article/10.1088/0031-8949/2013/T156/014015
/article/10.1088/1742-6596/1540/1/012010
/article/10.1088/1742-6596/1540/1/012010
/article/10.3847/1538-4365/aa8992
/article/10.3847/1538-4365/aa8992
/article/10.3847/1538-4365/aa8992
/article/10.3847/1538-4365/aa8992
https://googleads.g.doubleclick.net/pcs/click?xai=AKAOjss1gyXgtLzFwgb_0pXr9OZjFRahjqZ3-55Fd3OEeNFrvVW45hoY8GrT8eXvP1XrlwOnc0Z2xUbv1GSKWg-d2xXS-l2I8vVAYbidoAfe7MNqpX0HBDw1CzhklDx2oA7rspXIR87bTMeaTN_-bQUjRpGuDeWuHOOLpcvy01JV8zQKrubuRf-8az1kH39CvmnSJsfgUReVobmAAEA_6Z6AKv5c7nWjutOOVwFdCjjJTJa4cKkvkhz7x9xpNcc_mq8TPgnPWp7ibMytp0Bb64Kz5QVY_jOgZp-fBCw&sig=Cg0ArKJSzFNWZHeDT9DZ&fbs_aeid=[gw_fbsaeid]&adurl=https://ecs.confex.com/ecs/242/cfp.cgi%3Futm_source%3DIOP%26utm_medium%3DBanner%26utm_campaign%3D242Abstract%26utm_id%3D242Abstract

27th International Nuclear Physics Conference (INPC2019) IOP Publishing
Journal of Physics: Conference Series 1643 (2020) 012019  doi:10.1088/1742-6596/1643/1/012019

Background estimate in heavy-ion two-body
reactions measured by the MAGNEX spectrometer

S. Calabrese!?, F. Cappuzzello'?, D. Carbone!, M. Cavallaro’,

C. Agodi', D. Torresi', L. Acosta?, D. Bonanno*, D. Bongiovanni',
T. Borello-Lewin®, I. Boztosun®, G. Brischetto!?, D. Calvo’,

I. Ciraldo'?, N. Deshmukh', P.N. de Faria®, P. Finocchiaro!,

A. Foti**, G. Gallo**, A. Hacisalihoglu!?, F. Iazzi"'?, R. Introzzi’,
G. Lanzalone''!, R. Linares®, F. Longhitano®, D. Lo Presti’>?,

N. Medina®, A. Muoio!, J.R.B. Oliveira®, A. Pakou'?, L. Pandolal,
F. Pinna”'%, S. Reito?, G. Russo®?, G. Santagati', O. Sgouros®'?,
S.0. Solakci®, V. Soukeras''?, G. Souliotis'?, A. Spatafora'?,

S. Tudisco', V.A.B. Zagatto®

for the NUMEN collaboration

L INFN, Laboratori Nazionali del Sud, Catania, Italy

2 Dipartimento di Fisica e Astronomia, Universitd di Catania, Catania, Italy

3 Instituto de Fisica, Universidad Nacional de México, Mexico City, Mexico

4 INFN, Sezione di Catania, Catania, Italy

5 Departamento de Fisica Nuclear, Universidade de Sao Paulo, Sdo Paulo, Brazil
6 Departament of Physics, Akdeniz Universitesi, Antalya, Turkey

7 INFN, Sezione di Torino, Turin, Italy

8 Instituto de Fisica, Universidade Fluminense, Niterdi, Rio de Janeiro, Brazil
9 Institute of Natural Sciences, Karadeniz Teknik Ijniversitesi, Trabzon, Turkey
10 Dipartimento di Scienza Applicata, Politecnico di Torino, Turin, Italy

' Facolta di Ingegneria e Architettura, Universita di Enna ”Kore”, Enna, Ttaly
12 Physics Department, University of Ioannina, Joannina, Greece

E-mail: calabrese@lns.infn.it

Abstract. The MAGNEX magnetic spectrometer is nowadays used in the experimental
measurements of rare quasi-elastic reactions between heavy ions at intermediate energy within
the NUMEN project. The small cross sections involved in such processes under the large yields
due to competitive reaction channels have motivated an accurate control of the background
sources. In such view, the not ideal particle identification could introduce spurious contributions
which have been identified and evaluated in the present analysis.

1. Introduction

The MAGNEX large acceptance magnetic spectrometer, installed at Laboratori Nazionali del
Sud (INFN-LNS) in Catania, is a powerful device for the study of nuclear reactions in several
systems. It has been used in a variety of nuclear physics research projects at bombarding energies
between the Coulomb barrier and the Fermi energy [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8]. An accurate description
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of the facility and its operation procedure as well as the discussion of some relevant results
recently obtained is available in Ref. [9]. Today, its use is strongly connected to the NUMEN
project, whose experimental aims rely on the accurate absolute cross sections measurements of
heavy-ion induced double charge exchange (DCE) reactions as well as competitive quasi-elastic
processes. The main goal of the project, as widely discussed in Ref. [10], is represented by the
systematic study of the DCE reaction properties to explore the connection with the neutrinoless
double beta decay (Ovff) nuclear matrix elements. Due to the similarities between the two
processes [10], such approach would offer novel and model-independent constraints to the Ov3
nuclear matrix element values, which are still an open question. A general issue of the DCE
reaction studies is represented by the cross section suppression expected for such reactions,
tipically ranging from few to hundreds nb depending on the particular case [11, 12]. In order to
determine the experimental limit in the measurement of low cross section processes of the present
set-up, a sensitivity study is needed. It is essential also to address the technology in view of
the foreseen upgrade of the INFN-LNS facilities driven by NUMEN. Here, a method to estimate
unavoidable contributions affecting the absolute cross section measurement is presented. It has
been developed analyzing the 16Cd(?°Ne,2°0)!1Sn DCE reaction data at 15.3 AMeV for which
we have already shown promising results [13]. However, it can be directly applied to any other
projectile-target system or reaction channel explored with the same experimental set-up.

2. Particle Identification

In the experiment a beam of 2°Ne!%*t ions, extracted by the K800 Superconducting Cyclotron,
impinged at 306 MeV incident energy on a 13704140 pg/cm? 16Cd target coupled to a 9904100
pg/cm? natural C foil. The latter is introduced to minimize the contribution due to 8+ and
9+ beam charge states generated by the charge redistribution in the primary target [14]. This
solution, however, reduces only partially such background so that part of the MAGNEX focal
plane detector (FPD) [15] was shielded by a system of movable aluminum screens to stop such
ejectiles. The experiment was performed centering the spectrometer optical axis at 0, =
8° so the angular acceptance in the laboratory frame was 3° < 6;5 < 14°. Thanks to the
spectrometer large momentum acceptance, together with the (2°Ne,2°0) DCE reaction, also
one-proton (?°Ne,'F) and two-proton (*°Ne,'®0) transfer as well as single charge exchange
(SCE) (*°Ne,?F) reactions were simultaneously detected setting the same magnetic fields.

The performances guaranteed by the MAGNEX spectrometer for well identified events in terms
of momentum and angle resolutions are excellent [16]. Thus, the main contributions affecting
the overall spectrometer sensitivity come from the particle identification (PID) limits, due to
the finite detection resolution and background contaminations. The PID technique adopted
for MAGNEX is described in detail in Ref. [17]. For each ion detected by the FPD, one
determines the atomic number (Z), the mass number (A) and the charge state (¢). A and ¢
are deduced by adopting a correlation between the measured position at the focal plane in the
dispersive direction (X o) and the residual energy (Eyesiq) of the ejectiles. The two quantities

are proportional to the ion @ ratio. In the present experiment, the 2°0%* ions of interest have

similar @ ratio to 2°F8* and 2°Ne®t ones, being 0.55907, 0.55901 and 0.55891 respectively.
As a consequence, the events associated to the detection of such ejectiles share almost the same
position in the X fOC%ETeSZ-d plot resulting indistinguishable in such representation. Thus, a first
selection was done in the region where the three species are present in such representation.

Z is then selected exploiting the correlation between the energy loss in two different sections -
a proportional chamber (PC) and a drift one (DC2) - composing the FPD, corrected by the
path length in the gas depending on the incident angle (AEpc %ZAEpc2). In fact, by adopting
such correlation gated by this first selection makes it possible to identify the 2°O%* ions (see the
contour drawn in Fig. 1(a) for a single silicon detector). Finally, exploring again the X yoc % Eycsid
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correlation gated by the AEpc %AEpcs selection, the unambiguous identification of the 2003+
in A and ¢ is achieved, as shown in Fig. 1(b). Therefore, by adopting a logic AND condition
between the two described topological selections, the 2°0%+ PID is accomplished.
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Figure 1. Particle identification technique adopted in the present experiment. Panel (a):
selection in Z between 20F8+ 2008+ and 2°Ne®* in the AEpc ZAEpcs plot. Panel (b): selection
in A and ¢ in the X foc% E,.csiq representation gated by the contour drawn in panel (a).
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3. Estimation of the PID background

To estimate the purity of the described PID in the measurement of the DCE channel, the effect
of the topological selection defined for 2°08% ejectiles in the X foc %0 Eresia representation shown
in Fig. 1(b) was first studied. Such contour, in fact, selects not only the 2°08* ions but also
part of the 20F8F and 2°Ne®t ejectiles since the three species share almost the same position
in Xfoe%Eyesia correlation. Plotting the AEpc histogram gated by the mentioned topological
condition causes the three loci to separate. A best fit analysis of the obtained spectrum, assuming
Gaussian models for the peaks, was performed in order to distinguish the different contributions
corresponding to the 2008+, 20F8+ and 20Ne®t ions. In particular, the contribution of 20F8+
and 2°Ne®T events underneath the 2°08+ peak was estimated by integrating the tails of their
individual function in the 2°08+ region. The latter is defined as +30 from its centroid, consistent
with the typical PID graphical selection width. The relative impurity values compared to the
total identified 2°0%t events are ~ 0.1% from 2°F8t and < 107*% from the 2°Ne®*. Since the
contribution due to the 2°Ne®* events is considerably smaller than 2°F8* one, it can be neglected
hereafter.

About the A and ¢ identification purity estimation, an analogous procedure was followed. The
contour in the AEpc %ZAEpcs representation shown in Fig. 1(a) was adopted to explore the
selected events in the X ¢, B E,esiq correlation. Due to the better intrinsic resolution of both X foc
and E,.s;q compared to AEpce and AEpc [16, 17] it emerges that the impurity contribution
to the 2°08* events from the mass and charge identification procedure is much smaller (average
peak-to-peak distance of ~200) compared to the one coming from the atomic mass identification.
However, few and isolated events are present between the well-separated loci in the X o % Eesid
representation, not belonging clearly to any of them. Such spurious events do not appear to
be distributed according to a clear pattern. Thus, assuming a constant density distribution,
the amount expected underneath the peak corresponding to 2008+ jons in the X foc %o Eresid
representation was estimated. The latter is defined as the interval spanning +3¢ around the
center of gravity of the peak corresponding to 2°0%+ jons. Typical values in different silicon
detectors are < 0.3% over the total identified 2°08* ion number.

The described procedure can provide an estimation of the overall sensitivity of the cross section
measurements achieved with the MAGNEX set-up for two-body reactions.

4. Conclusion

We have presented a method to quantify the PID impurity and background of the MAGNEX
magnetic spectrometer, considering the 16Cd(?°Ne,?°0)!16Sn reaction data. They come from
the finite resolution in the energy loss measurements inside the gas chambers and from
uncorrelated events returned by the silicon detectors. From such analysis it will be possible
to estimate the minimum significant cross section measurable with the present MAGNEX set-
up, which is a crucial quantity for the aims and the future developments of the NUMEN project.

Acknowledgments
This project has received funding from the European Research Council (ERC) under the
European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation program (grant agreement No 714625).

References
[1] J. R. B. Oliveira, F. Cappuzzello, L. C. Chamon, D. Pereira, C. Agodi, M. Bondi, D. Carbone, M. Cavallaro,
A. Cunsolo, M. De Napoli, et al., Journal of Physics G: Nuclear and Particle Physics 40, 105101 (2013).
[2] F. Cappuzzello, M. Cavallaro, C. Agodi, M. Bondi{, D. Carbone, A. Cunsolo, and A. Foti, Eur. Phys. J. A51,
145 (2015).



27th International Nuclear Physics Conference (INPC2019) IOP Publishing
Journal of Physics: Conference Series 1643 (2020) 012019  doi:10.1088/1742-6596/1643/1/012019

[3] M. J. Ermamatov, F. Cappuzzello, J. Lubian, M. Cubero, C. Agodi, D. Carbone, M. Cavallaro, J. L. Ferreira,
A. Foti, V. N. Garcia, et al., Phys. Rev. C 94, 024610 (2016).
[4] M. Cavallaro, C. Agodi, M. Assié, F. Azaiez, F. Cappuzzello, D. Carbone, N. de Séréville, A. Foti, L. Pandola,
J. A. Scarpaci, et al., Phys. Rev. C 93, 064323 (2016).
[5] D. Carbone, J. L. Ferreira, F. Cappuzzello, J. Lubian, C. Agodi, M. Cavallaro, A. Foti, A. Gargano, S. M.
Lenzi, R. Linares, et al., Phys. Rev. C 95, 034603 (2017).
[6] B. Paes, G. Santagati, R. Magana Vsevolodovna, F. Cappuzzello, D. Carbone, E. N. Cardozo, M. Cavallaro,
H. Garcia-Tecocoatzi, A. Gargano, J. L. Ferreira, et al., Phys. Rev. C 96, 044612 (2017).
[7] V. Soukeras, A. Pakou, F. Cappuzzello, L. Acosta, C. Agodi, N. Alamanos, M. Bondi, D. Carbone,
M. Cavallaro, A. Cunsolo, et al., Phys. Rev. C 91, 057601 (2015).
[8] F. Cappuzzello, D. Carbone, M. Cavallaro, M. Bondi, C. Agodi, F. Azaiez, A. Bonaccorso, A. Cunsolo,
L. Fortunato, A. Foti, et al., Nature Communications 6, 6743 (2015).
[9] F. Cappuzzello, C. Agodi, D. Carbone, and M. Cavallaro, Eur. Phys. J. A52, 167 (2016).
[10] F. Cappuzzello, C. Agodi, M. Cavallaro, D. Carbone, S. Tudisco, D. Lo Presti, J. R. B. Oliveira,
P. Finocchiaro, M. Colonna, D. Rifuggiato, et al., Eur. Phys. J. A 54, 72 (2018).
[11] F. Naulin, C. Détraz, M. Roy-Stéphan, M. Bernas, J. de Boer, D. Guillemaud, M. Langevin, F. Pougheon,
and P. Roussel, Phys. Rev. C 25, 1074 (1982).
[12] J. Blomgren, K. Lindh, N. Anantaraman, S. M. Austin, G.P.A. Berg, B.A. Brown, J.-M. Casandjian,
M. Chartier, M.D. Cortina-Gil, S. Fortier, et al., Physics Letters B 362, 34 (1995).
[13] S. Calabrese, F. Cappuzzello, D. Carbone, M. Cavallaro, C. Agodi, L. Acosta, D. Bonanno, D. Bongiovanni,
T. Borello-Lewin, I. Boztosun, et al., Acta Phys. Polon. B49, 275 (2018).
[14] M. Cavallaro, G. Santagati, F. Cappuzzello, D. Carbone, R. Linares, D. Torresi, L. Acosta, C. Agodi,
D. Bonanno, D. Bongiovanni, et al., Results in Physics 13, 102191 (2019).
[15] M. Cavallaro, F. Cappuzzello, D. Carbone, A. Cunsolo, A. Foti, A. Khouaja, M.R.D. Rodrigues, J.S. Winfield,
and M. Bondi, Eur. Phys. J. A 48, 59 (2012).
[16] F. Cappuzzello, D. Carbone, and M. Cavallaro, Nucl. Instrum. Methods Phys. Res. A 638, 74 (2011).
[17] F. Cappuzzello, M. Cavallaro, A. Cunsolo, A. Foti, D. Carbone, S.E.A. Orrigo, and M.R.D. Rodrigues, Nucl.
Instrum. Methods Phys. Res. A 621, 419 (2010).



