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1 Introduction

TheElectron-IonCollider (EIC)will be theworld’s first collider of polarized electronswith polarized
protons and light nuclei. It will also be the world’s first collider of polarized electrons with heavy
nuclei. Its purpose will be to explore the quark and gluon structure of protons and nuclei, elucidating
the origins of nuclear spin and nuclear mass, and shedding light on emergent phenomena involving
dense systems of gluons.

A large international scientific community has grown around the EIC since its inception. The
EIC Users Group [1] was formed in 2016 to coordinate efforts toward developing the science
case and detector concepts required to realize the facility. It currently represents more than 1300
scientists worldwide.

The EIC is to be built at the Brookhaven National Laboratory and will be hosted jointly by
Brookhaven and the Thomas Jefferson National Accelerator Facility, bringing together two world
class laboratories with long standing expertise in building hadron and electron beam accelerators.
It will incorporate the existing Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider and will instrument two interactions
points, designated IP6 and IP8, providing locations for two detectors.

– 1 –



2
0
2
2
 
J
I
N
S
T
 
1
7
 
P
1
0
0
1
9

On March 6, 2021, the two host laboratories issued a Call for Collaboration Proposals for
Detectors at the EIC. The first detector is to be located at IP6 and falls within the scope of the
Department of Energy (DoE) funded project. The call stipulated that the project detector should be
based on the reference design developed by the EIC Users Group, which is described in a Yellow
Report [2] and was included in the EIC Conceptual Design Report (CDR) [3]. The project detector
must satisfy all the science requirements of the DoE “mission need” statement that was informed
by the EIC community White Paper [4] and the National Academies of Science (NAS) assessment
of EIC science [5]. Proposals for a second detector, to be located at IP8, could be complementary
in technology choices; optimized for particular areas of EIC science or address science beyond that
described in the White Paper and NAS report.

In response to this call, a kick-off meeting was held on March 12-13, 2021, with the aim of
forming a collaboration to design a novel, powerful, general-purpose detector that meets all the
science requirements within the given cost envelope. Originally named EIC@IP6, this effort was
joined by many EIC enthusiasts who had been instrumental in realizing the Yellow Report and the
CDR, and who had been active participants in the preceding Generic Detector R&D Program [6]. In
themonths that followed, this effort led to the formation of theATHENAcollaboration comprising 94
institutions from 13 countries, with 36% of participants fromNorth America, 34% fromEurope, and
30% from Asia. Design activities were organized around ten Working Groups (WGs). Six detector
WGs were established focusing on different aspects of the design, and four physics WGs evaluated
the detector performance against the science requirements. A separate software WG supported the
development of realistic simulations of the detector design in concert with the detector WGs. A
proposal committee formed of three subgroups: integration and global design, costing and editing;
was charged to distil this work into a coherent detector proposal. This article presents the outcome
of this combined effort, describing the design and performance of the proposed ATHENA detector.

1.1 EIC Physics Scope

The EIC will be a world-wide unique facility to address fundamental questions regarding visible
matter in the universe. The EIC Yellow Report [2] poses the overarching questions as follows:

• How do the nucleonic properties such as mass and spin emerge from partons and their
underlying interactions?

• How are partons inside the nucleon distributed in both momentum and position space?

• How do color-charged quarks and gluons, and jets, interact with a nuclear medium? How do
the confined hadronic states emerge from these quarks and gluons? How do the quark-gluon
interactions create nuclear binding?

• How does a dense nuclear environment affect the dynamics of quarks and gluons, their
correlations, and their interactions? What happens to the gluon density in nuclei? Does
it saturate at high energy, giving rise to gluonic matter or a gluonic phase with universal
properties in all nuclei and even in nucleons?

– 2 –
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Table 1. Different categories of processes measured at an EIC (Initial state: colliding electron (𝑒), proton
(𝑝), and nuclei (𝐴). Final state: scattered electron (𝑒′), neutrino (a), photon (𝛾), hadron (ℎ), and hadronic
final state (𝑋)). Key kinematic variables are indicated in magenta.

Neutral-current Inclusive DIS: 𝑒+ 𝑝/A −→ 𝑒′+𝑋; for this
process, it is essential to detect the scattered electron, 𝑒′, with
high precision. All other final state particles (𝑋) are ignored.
The scattered electron is critical for all processes to determine
the event kinematics. The key kinematic variable in this
process are 𝑥 and𝑄2where 𝑥 is themomentum fraction of the
quark (w.r.t. the nucleon) on which the photon scatters. 𝑄2

is the squared momentum transfer to the electron 𝑄2 = −𝑞2,
equal to the virtuality of the exchanged photon. Large values
of 𝑄2 provide a hard scale to the process, which allows one
to resolve quarks and gluons in the proton.

p

q

x
X

e eʹ

γ∗

⎫
⎬
⎭

Charged-current Inclusive DIS: 𝑒+ 𝑝/A −→ a+𝑋; at high
enough momentum transfer 𝑄2, the electron-quark interac-
tion is mediated by the exchange of a𝑊± gauge boson instead
of the virtual photon. In this case the event kinematic cannot
be reconstructed from the scattered electron, but needs to be
reconstructed from the final state particles. p

e ν

W

X
⎫
⎬
⎭

Semi-inclusive DIS: 𝑒 + 𝑝/A −→ 𝑒′ + ℎ±,0 + 𝑋 , which
requires measurement of at least one identified hadron in
coincidence with the scattered electron.

e eʹ

γ∗
h, …
⎫

⎬
⎭

p X

Exclusive DIS: 𝑒+ 𝑝/A −→ 𝑒′+ 𝑝′/𝐴′+𝛾/ℎ±,0/𝑉𝑀 , which
require the measurement of all particles in the event with
high precision. A key kinematic variable for this process is
𝑡 = (𝑝′− 𝑝)2, the invariant square of the momentum transfer
of the scattered proton or ion, which is crucial for all parton
imaging studies. p

e eʹ

γ∗

h,γ

pʹ

t
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The EIC facility is designed [3] to collide electrons with a variety of ions from protons up
to the heaviest stable nuclei at center-of-mass energies ranging from 20 to 140GeV. The colliding
beam electrons, protons, and light ions can be spin-polarized at the level of 70%. The luminosity
is expected to reach 1034 cm−2s−1 for electron-proton collisions. The interaction region will have
an integrated detector capable of nearly 100% kinematic coverage and the possibility of a second
interaction region is foreseen.

Core physics processes to address the above science questions are shown in table 1, which
also introduces their main kinematic variables. The main classes of observables are differential
production cross sections, correlations, and spin asymmetries, which in turn give insight into the
distributions of quarks and gluons and their dynamics. In the case of nucleon spin, for example, it
is well known that only a small fraction is accounted for by quark spins, leaving large gaps in the
knowledge and understanding of the roles of gluons and orbital angular momenta. The EIC will
enable a vast “tomography” program of inclusive, semi-inclusive, and exclusive DIS measurements
that will provide precision data sensitive to both, the spatial and momentum distributions of quarks
and gluons in nucleons and nuclei, including their spin dependencies. The capability to measure
collisions of electrons with a variety of ions over a wide range of center-of-mass energies will
offer unprecedented possibilities to study the quark and gluon structure of nuclear matter, hadron
formation in and transport through this environment, as well as tantalizing prospects to probe the
highly occupied gluon states of heavy nuclei at low-𝑥, where gluon self-interactions are predicted
to give rise to new degrees of freedom and phenomena.

We would like to refer the reader to refs. [7, 8], reporting on programs at the Institute for
Nuclear Theory dedicated to EIC physics, as well as the EICWhite Paper [4] and Yellow Report [2]
for comprehensive overviews of these and other EIC physics opportunities.

1.2 Detector Overview

As an entirely new detector, ATHENA has been designed to accommodate all necessary subsystems
without compromising on performance, while leaving room for future upgrades. Central to the
proposal is a new, large-bore magnet with a maximum field strength of 3 T. Particle tracking
and vertex reconstruction will be performed by a combination of next-generation silicon pixel
sensors and state-of-the-art micro-pattern gas detectors. The combination of magnetic field strength
and high resolution, low mass tracking technologies optimizes momentum resolution and vertex
reconstruction. The large bore of the magnet allows for layered, complementary, state-of-the-art
particle identification technologies. A novel hybrid imaging/sampling electromagnetic calorimeter
is proposed for the barrel region of the detector, along with a high resolution crystal calorimeter
in the electron-going direction. The hadron endcap will have calorimetry, tracking and Particle
Identification (PID) detectors that are optimized for high-momentum hadron identification and high-
energy jet reconstruction. We have striven for hermeticity by closely integrating the far-forward
and far-backward detectors with the central detector to achieve maximal kinematic coverage and to
optimize the detection of particles at small scattering angles. Careful choice between cutting-edge
and mature detector technologies achieves the necessary detector performance while minimizing
risk and providing a cost-effective solution that is achievable on the required timescale. Scalable
modern technology choices assure optimum performance for multi-year operation from day one.

– 4 –
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The integrated ATHENA detector is shown in figure 1. To achieve the required level of
performance, the inner subsystems must comprise very low-mass detectors and support structures.
This is accomplished by an inner tracking system (vertex layers, barrel layers and disks) based on
low-power consumption siliconMonolithic Active Pixel Sensor (MAPS) technology complemented
by cylindrical Micro-mesh Gas Detector (Micromegas) layers at larger radii in the barrel and
Gas Electron Multiplier (GEM) rings in the forward/backward direction. The required level of
particle identification is achieved with a wide range of complementary technologies comprising
a high-performance DIRC (hpDIRC) detector in the barrel augmented by an AC-coupled LGAD
(AC-LGAD) time-of-flight layer at smaller radii; a dual-radiator RICH (dRICH) in the forward
region and by a single-volume proximity-focusing RICH (pfRICH) in the electron endcap. In the
forward region, a micro-ResistiveWell (`RWell) tracker is positioned behind the dRICH to improve
tracking and pointing accuracy. In the barrel, tracking information behind the hpDIRC is provided
by silicon pixel sensors in the imaging part of the barrel Electromagnetic Calorimeter (bECal). The
bECal is a hybrid of imaging calorimetry employing silicon pixel sensors and sampling calorimetry
based on Scintillating Fibers (SciFi) embedded in lead. The complete barrel tracking and barrel
electromagnetic calorimeter subsystems are contained within the superconducting solenoid.

The forward (proton-going direction) calorimeters consist of aW/SciFi hadron-endcap Electro-
magnetic Calorimeter (pECal)) augmented by an iron-scintillator sampling hadron-endcap Hadron
Calorimeter (pHCal). The backward (electron-going direction) electromagnetic calorimeter (nECal)
has the most stringent resolution requirements since it must measure scattered electrons with high
precision. This is achieved by using lead tungstate (PbWO4) crystals in the inner part and Scin-
tillating Glass (SciGlass) in the outer part. This is completed by an iron-scintillator sampling
electron-endcap Hadron Calorimeter (nHCal). The barrel and endcap hadronic calorimeters sit
outside the solenoid and serve as flux returns for the magnet.

Table 2 lists the ATHENA subsystems in the central detector and serves as a reference for
section 2 where the technology choices and performances are discussed. Crucial to addressing
many of the science questions is the detection of both electrons and hadrons scattered at small
angles close to the beam. The arrangement and technology choices of far-forward and far-backward
detectors are also discussed in section 2.

1.3 ATHENA Capabilities

The performance benefits of theATHENAdetector design include: high resolution reconstruction of
the scattered electron, accompanied by effective electron/pion separation, to help optimize event-by-
event kinematics reconstruction; hadron endcap tracking and PID resolution optimized for forward
hadron and jet measurements; novel barrel electromagnetic calorimetry with superb resolution for
electrons and photons, providing high precision over a wide 𝑥 and 𝑄2 range; and an ability to run
with lower field to optimize acceptance at different center-of-mass energies. These are essential
for inclusive Deep Inelastic Scattering (DIS), Deeply Virtual Compton Scattering (DVCS), and
DeeplyVirtualMesonProduction (DVMP). ThisATHENAstrategy enablesmaking complementary
measurements in each of the key science areas with minimized systematic uncertainties, for example
by adding novel jet measurements to the Semi-Inclusive DIS (SIDIS) studies laid out in the Electron-
Ion Collider (EIC) White Paper.

– 5 –



2
0
2
2
 
J
I
N
S
T
 
1
7
 
P
1
0
0
1
9

hp
D

IR
C

bE
C

al

bH
C

al
bT

oF
SC

 C
oi

l

nH
C

al

In
ne

r n
EC

al

O
ut

er
 n

EC
al

pf
R

IC
H

Si
 V

er
te

x
Tr

ac
ke

r
Si

 In
ne

r 
Ba

rre
l T

ra
ck

er

pH
C

al M
PG

D
 

Tr
ac

ki
ng

 R
in

gs

Si
 T

ra
ck

er
 

D
is

ks

M
PG

D
 O

ut
er

 
Ba

rre
l T

ra
ck

er
 

dR
IC

H

M
PG

D
 L

ay
er

pE
C

al

BA
C

KW
AR

D
BA

R
R

EL
FO

RW
AR

D

Be
am

 D
ire

ct
io

ns
:

p/
A

e

Fi
gu

re
1.
C
ro
ss
cu
tv
ie
w
of
th
e
A
TH
EN
A
ce
nt
ra
ld
et
ec
to
r.
Th
e
de
te
ct
or
ac
ro
ny
m
sa
re
de
fin
ed
in
th
e
te
xt
an
d
ar
e
su
m
m
ar
iz
ed
in
th
e
G
lo
ss
ar
y.

– 6 –

J 

r 



2022 JINST 17 P10019

Table 2. Complete list of ATHENA subsystems in the central detector ordered from small to large radii (barrel) and increasing distance from the interaction
point (forward and backward regions). The PID range in momentum is quoted for 3𝜎 separation.

Detector Purpose Technology Acceptance PID Range (GeV/c)

Fo
rw

ar
d

(h
-g

oi
ng

)

Si-Tracker Disks Tracking 6 disks of MAPS 1.1 < [ < 3.75

Tracking Rings (MPGD) Tracking Planar GEMswith annular shape surrounding the Si-disks 1.1 < [ < 2.0

dRICH PID Dual RICH with aerogel and gas 1.2 < [ < 3.7 3 < 𝑝 < 60 (𝐾/𝜋)
0.85 < 𝑝 < 15 (𝑒/𝜋)

MPGD Layer Tracking Planar `RWell disk 1.4 < [ < 3.75

pECal e/m Calorimetry W-Powder/SciFi calorimeter 1.2 < [ < 4.0

pHCal Hadron Calorimetry Fe/Sci sandwich 1 < [ < 4.0

Ba
rr

el

Si Vertex-Tracker Tracking and Vertexing 3-layer MAPS −2.2 < [ < 2.2

Si Barrel-Tracker Tracking 2-layer MAPS −1.05 < [ < 1.05

bToF PID and Tracking AC-LGAD −1.05 < [ < 1.05
𝑝𝑇 > 0.23GeV/c @ 3T

𝑝 < 1.3 (𝐾/𝜋)
𝑝 < 0.4 (𝑒/𝜋)

Barrel Tracker (MPGD) Tracking 4 (2+2) layer cylindrical Micromegas −1.05 < [ < 1.05

hpDIRC PID DIRC with focusing elements and fine pixel readout −1.64 < [ < 1.25
𝑝𝑇 > 0.45GeV/c @ 3T

𝑝 < 6.5 (𝐾/𝜋)
𝑝 < 1.2 (𝑒/𝜋)

bECal e/m Calorimetry & Tracking Hybrid with Astropix imaging layers alternated with
Pb/SciFi layers followed by a set of Pb/SciFi layers

−1.5 < [ < 1.2

bHCal Hadron Calorimetry Fe/Sci sandwich −1.0 < [ < 1.0

Ba
ck

w
ar

d
(e

-g
oi

ng
)

Si-Tracker Disks Tracking 5 disks of MAPS −1.1 > [ > −3.8

Tracking Rings (MPGD) Tracking Planar GEMswith annular shape surrounding the Si-disks −1.1 > [ > −1.8

pfRICH PID Proximity focusing RICH with aerogel −1.5 > [ > −3.8 3 < 𝑝 < 11 (𝐾/𝜋)
0.85 < 𝑝 < 3 (𝑒/𝜋)

Inner nECal e/m Calorimetry PbWO4 −2.3 > [ > −4.0

Outer nECal e/m Calorimetry SciGlass −1.5 > [ > −2.3

nHCal Hadron Calorimetry Fe/Sci sandwich −1 > [ > −4

–
7
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ATHENA’s ability to measure with high resolution over a wide kinematic range will yield
significant advances in our knowledge of parton distributions in nucleons and nuclei. This translates
to early discovery potential at the EIC on the origin of spin in polarized 𝑒+p collisions, in the search
for gluon saturation, and measuring nuclear Parton Distribution Functions (nPDFs) at small 𝑥 in
𝑒+A collisions. Electro- and photo-production of vector mesons in 𝑒+p and 𝑒+A collisions are key
observables for saturation and origin of the nucleon mass; ATHENA’s momentum resolution allows
for good separation of resonance states. Insights into energy loss and transport properties in dense
gluonic matter will be enabled by precision measurements over a large 𝑄2 and 𝑥 range for SIDIS
including heavy flavor, jets and their substructure.

ATHENA will make, with high precision, the challenging measurements required to extract
Generalized Parton Distributions (GPDs) and Transverse Momentum Distributions (TMDs), which
encode the full structure of the nucleon and nuclei. Measurements of GPDs viaDVCS are enabled by
ATHENA’s excellent photon measuring capability. Novel TMD measurements to study the valence
region are facilitated by highly effective jet and hadron measurements, identification capabilities,
and complementary event reconstruction in the hadron-going direction.

Spectroscopy measurements are optimized by the superior tracking resolution and PID reach in
the barrel region. Hadronization studies utilize ATHENA’s comprehensive hadron PID capabilities
for jet fragmentation studies, along with precision measurements of jet substructure. Measurements
of long range correlations, of particular interest in 𝑒+A collisions, require high resolution tracking
over a wide range of rapidity and momentum, which is a key attribute of the ATHENA design.

1.4 Structure of the Proposal

In section 2 we present the detailed ATHENA Detector concept and motivate its design and
technology choices. Section 3 contains an assessment of the impact of ATHENA on EIC science.

The results presented in this article fall into three categories: 1) based on Analytical Calcu-
lations (AnaCal), 2) on full GEANT4 based simulations, where we implemented the complete
ATHENA baseline geometry, including the material needed for detector services and a realis-
tic reconstruction framework in a newly developed software environment (section 2.9) leveraging
modern developments from the HEP community (FullSim), and 3) from fast simulations based
on calculations or parameterized smearing of detector resolution validated by full simulations or
comparison with full simulation samples (FastSim). These acronyms are used in the text to refer
to the different approaches.

2 The ATHENA detector

2.1 Design considerations

The ATHENA detector will meet the goals of the EIC physics program over the full range of
center-of-mass energies from 20 to 140GeV with the largest acceptance practically possible. The
following principles guided the design:

Overall size: ATHENA benefits from using all the available space for experimental equipment at
Interaction Point 6 (IP6) and respects all constraints imposed by the existing detector hall. Our

– 8 –
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design accommodates all subsystems without compromising on performance, eases routing of
services and leaves room for future upgrades.

Acceptance: The central detector will deliver physics in the range of −3.8 < [ < 3.75 (approx-
imately 3◦ to 177◦), augmented by far-forward and far-backward detectors for maximum 𝑥 − 𝑄2
coverage and detection of small angle particles vital for the physics program.

Magnet: ASolenoidwith amagnetic field up to 3 Twith ample space to accommodate all ATHENA
subsystems and possible future upgrades.

Performance: ATHENA is designed to deliver the science detailed in the National Academies
assessment [5] and developed in the Yellow Report [2]. Careful consideration is given to alternative,
cutting-edge technologies where these offer substantially improved performance. The proposed
detector is designed to be both achievable and low risk. Its performance has been validated through
GEANT4 simulations.

Robustness: As the EIC Project has resources for a single general purpose detector, the design
must be robust. Robustness has been a key parameter in the technology choices by including an
adequate level of redundancy. Accessibility for maintenance has also been carefully considered by
the ATHENA integration engineers.

Upgrade capability: The detector design foresees room at strategic locations to facilitate future
upgrades should the first physics results suggest focusing on certain signals or processes that require
enhanced performance, for example expanded particle identification coverage.

Cost effectiveness: Where possible, cost-effective technologies were chosen without compromis-
ing performance.

The ATHENA concept arises from almost a year of creative design by physicists and engineers,
building upon prior and ongoing detector research and development [2, 3, 6]. This represents
progress in several areas beyond the Yellow Report [2]:

Magnet design: Design of a large-aperture 3 T solenoid that satisfies the needs of field projectivity
in the forward region posed by the gaseous RICH, but also provides minimal practically achievable
material budget (∼1.3 nuclear interaction lengths _𝐼 ) in the radial direction.

Tracking system: Design and performance evaluation of a tracking subsystem, where services are
included and accounted for in the simulation.

Particle identification: (i) The implementation of PID in the forward region of the central detector,
where the large-angular-acceptance dRICH has an adequate length of the gas radiator to achieve
optimal optical focusing, (ii) the selection of PID devices in the forward and in the backward region
with a large overlap of technologies, (iii) a time-of-flight system using AC-LGAD technology
complementing the hpDIRC in the barrel to ensure PID over the complete momentum range of
interest, starting below 1GeV/c.

– 9 –



2
0
2
2
 
J
I
N
S
T
 
1
7
 
P
1
0
0
1
9

Calorimetry: Hybrid electromagnetic calorimetry in the barrel with imaging layers delivering
remarkable 𝜋/e separation at low momenta, a space point following the hpDIRC, contributing to
hadronic calorimetry, and with spatial resolution which improves 𝜋0/𝛾 separation.

Integration strategy: A set of subdetectors matching the physics needs, with a clear strategy for
mechanical supports, installation, and initial development of the related engineering model.

Software approach: An integrated simulation toolkitwith amodular structure using software pack-
ages such as the DD4hep detector description toolkit, the Gaudi event processing framework, and A
Common Tracking Software (ACTS) suite, which are supported by large international collaborative
efforts. The result is a software stack that scales to modern heterogeneous computing architectures,
leveraging current and future High-Throughput Computing (HTC) and High-Performance Comput-
ing (HPC) capabilities. This is a major step towards a modern software environment for the EIC.

Expertise: The expertise of existing and potential future collaborators and collaborating institutions
has been considered in the planning of ATHENA.

2.2 Magnet design

A key feature of ATHENA is a large-bore, superconducting solenoid with a maximum field strength
of 3 T. An inner bore diameter of 3.2 m and a coil length of 3.6 m are sufficient to provide the barrel
tracking with a uniform high-field region, while also containing the PID devices and the bECal.

To accommodate the magnet coil, the cryostat has an outer diameter of 4.11 m and a total
length of 3.84 m. For initial design studies, a simplified barrel was used to reduce the modeling
time. For magnetic analysis, only the hadron calorimeters have been considered as these are the
only subdetectors constructed from magnetic material. The HCals have three main components:
an electron-endcap HCal, a hadron-endcap HCal and a barrel HCal, as illustrated in figure 2.
The magnet center is shifted by 25 cm with respect to the center of the detector and the nominal
interaction point towards the electron endcap. This compensates for the different iron content and
location of the two endcap calorimeters, thereby reducing the axial forces on the magnet to enable
a solenoid design with minimum mechanical support. The current model assumes a generic B-H
curve; actual material properties will be incorporated into the model at a later date.

2.2.1 Field shape

Key design constrains for the magnet were the flat-field region, the shape of the magnetic field lines
in the volume of the dRICH in the forward direction, and limits on the tolerable stray field for the
accelerator components. The space for the dRICHextends from 𝑧 = +190 cm to 𝑧 = +330 cmwith an
angular range of 3.5◦ to 25◦. Ideally, the field lines in this region should be projective to minimize
distortions due to track bending in the gaseous volume of the dRICH (see section 2.5.1). This
requirement affects the uniformity achievable in the flat-field region and therefore requires careful
optimization. To make the effect of the solenoid on the accelerator tolerable, the requirement is for
a stray field smaller than 5G in the region 𝑧 = {7.4, 8.0} m and 𝑧 = {−5.3,−7.1} m, respectively.
The Rapid Cycling Synchrotron (RCS) is radially 335.2 cm from the magnet central axis where the
integral field requirement over the length of the detector is < 0.007 Tm. The currently achieved
fringe fields will be further improved in the next design phase.
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Figure 2. Dimensions of the cryostat and the hadron calorimeters.

The electromagnetic analysis was performed using the SIMULIA Opera simulation package.
The field in the coil and in the HCals is shown in figure 3 and the main design parameters are
summarized in table 3.

Surface contours: B
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Figure 3. Magnetic field in the coil and barrel and endcap HCals.

2.2.2 Choice of conductor

In order to minimize the material budget in front of the barrel HCal, a NiTi Rutherford cable with
a 5N AlNi1% stabilizer is chosen. The Rutherford cable is made up of 40, 0.84 mm diameter
Cu-(NbTi) strands. Preliminary calculations show that this conductor is a safe choice with a 1.96 K
temperature margin (see section 2.2.4), a 35% current margin, and approximately a 50 K hot spot
temperature in the event of a quench.
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Table 3. Magnet design parameters.

Parameter Value Units

B in the solenoid centre 3.02 T
Peak field in the coil 4.19 T
Stored energy 175.5 MJ
B @ z = -5.6 m 10.5 mT
B @ z = 7.2 m 5.2 mT
Homogeneity in flat field area 27.5 %
Projectivity in the forward RICH area 10.4 T/Amm2

Axial force 37 kN

2.2.3 Mechanical design

The preliminary mechanical analysis has been carried out in 2-D. This analysis assumes the or-
thotropic behavior of the conductor and assumes a sliding contact between the magnet and the
support structure. The support structure is 50 mm thick aluminum. Calculations of both the cool
down and energization loads have been performed. In both cases, the stresses in the coil and the
support structure are well below the design limits. The peak stress at energization (worst case sce-
nario) is 63MPa in the coils and 73MPa in the support structure, while the design limits are 70MPa
and 135 MPa, respectively. The limits are based on two-thirds of the yield stress of the material.

2.2.4 Cryogenic design

The available cryogens for the magnet are supercritical helium at 4.5 K and 3.5 bar for the cold
mass and helium gas at 45 K and 15 bar for the shields. The return gas of the cold mass and the
shields are expected to be at 4.8 K at 1.28 bar and 80 K at 14 bar, respectively. The allotted power
budget for the magnet is 100 W at 4.5 K and around 400 W at 80 K. Based on the magnet size
and type, the magnet cooling will be done using the thermosiphon method. Preliminary heat load
calculations show that the load is well within the available limits.

2.3 Vertex and tracking system

ATHENAwill utilize siliconMAPS near the interaction point andMicro-Pattern Gaseous Detectors
(MPGDs) farther out. This configuration allows for a low material budget tracking system with
sufficient redundancy over a large lever arm, which is critical to achieve the required momentum
resolution. The layout of the vertex and tracking system is illustrated in figure 4. A compact inner
silicon barrel consists of three vertex layers and two barrel layers occupying a region that has a
maximum radius of 18 cm and a total length of 48 cm. The vertex layers are made of large-area,
wafer-scale, stitched sensors that are bent around the beam pipe, allowing the first vertex layer to
be placed very close to the interaction point at a radius of 33mm. The barrel layers comprise a
more traditional stave design that uses smaller stitched sensors. The two outermost barrel layers
will each comprise two closely-spaced 2-D layers of Micromegas with mean radii of approximately
49 cm and 76 cm, and maximum total length of approximately 200 cm.
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In the forward and backward directions, the vertex and tracking system consists of silicon disks
augmented by large-area GEMs. The silicon disks will use the same sensor technology as the vertex
and barrel layers. In an effort to minimize material in the backward (electron-going) direction, there
are five disks, while in the forward (proton/nucleus-going) direction there are six disks. They start
25 cm either side of the interaction point and extend to 145 cm in the backward direction and 165 cm
in the forward direction. The maximum outer radius of the disks is approximately 43 cm. The min-
imum radii are determined by the divergence of the beam pipe. Two triple-GEMs detectors with an
inner and outer radius of about 45 cm and 76 cm, respectively, are implemented near the two silicon
disks furthest from the IP to extend the acceptance for tracks and provide additional hit points for
track reconstruction in the pseudorapidity interval 1.1 < |[ | < 2.0. Finally, a `RWell detector, with
a radius of about 196 cm is located behind the dRICH detector in the forward direction. This detector
helps seed the dRICH ring finder and improves the momentum resolution in the forward direction.

Figure 4. ATHENA baseline hybrid tracking system comprising MAPS vertex and barrel layers and
forward/backward MAPS disks complemented by large-area Micromegas detectors in the outer barrel layers
and forward/backward GEM and `RWell disks.

2.3.1 Choice of technology

The silicon detectors will use the latest 65 nm MAPS technology that was identified in the Yellow
Report [2] as the best candidate to meet the stringent requirements on vertex and momentum
resolution. This technology is currently being developed for an upgrade of the inner tracking
system of the ALICE experiment at the LHC at CERN. The upgraded ALICE detector (ITS3) is
expected to be ready for installation during the next long LHC shutdown from 2026 to 2028.

The specifications of the proposed ITS3 sensor alreadymeet most, if not all, of the requirements
of the EIC.ATHENAplans to use the ITS3 sensor in all parts of its silicon trackerwith size optimized
for vertex layers with minimal material and for cost effective large area coverage in barrel layers and
disks. The overarching goal of ITS3 is to achieve a pixel pitch down to 10 μm while keeping power
dissipation below 20 mW cm−2 to construct a vertex detector with a space point resolution of better
than 5 μm for a material thickness of just 0.05% 𝑋/𝑋0 per layer. By comparison, the vertex layers
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in the current ALICE ITS (ITS2) have a pixel pitch of approximately 30 μm, dissipate 40 mW cm−2

and each have a material thickness of 0.35% 𝑋/𝑋0.
For the three innermost vertex layers of the tracking system, ATHENA will adopt the ALICE

ITS3 concept of large-area, wafer-scale stitched sensors, thinned to below 50 μm, bent around the
beam pipe and held in place using low mass carbon fiber support structures [9]. The low power
dissipation of the sensor will enable air cooling of the vertex layers, which is a key factor in
reducing the material thickness of the innermost tracking layers, crucial to achieve the required
vertex reconstruction resolution. The barrel layers and forward/backward disks will use more
conventional flat sensors, also stitched but not to wafer scale, mounted on flat support structures:
staves and half-disks. This leads to an estimate of 0.55% 𝑋/𝑋0 in each of the two barrel layers and
0.24% 𝑋/𝑋0 for the disks, based on the ALICE ITS2 [10] experience and the anticipated power
dissipation of the new 65 nm sensor.

The EIC Silicon Consortium has grown out of the EIC generic detector R&D program
(eRD16/eRD18/eRD25) and its leadership is made up of members of the ATHENA collabora-
tion. The EIC Silicon Consortium will co-develop with ALICE-ITS3 the wafer-scale sensor for the
vertex layers, while also developing an EIC-specific, stitched but not wafer-scale version of the same
sensor for the barrel layers and disks, together with support structures and services (see section 2.11).

MPGD technologies such as GEMs, Micromegas and `RWell detectors are a cost-effective
solution for large-area tracking systems requiring a lowmaterial budget. GEMs andMicromegas are
both mature technologies and have been used in many nuclear and high-energy physics experiments
including COMPASS and the upgrades of ATLAS, CMS, ALICE, and LHCb at CERN; SBS,
CLAS12, and PRad at Jefferson Lab; as well as the STAR Forward GEM Tracker and PHENIX
Hadron Blind Detector at BNL. In general, MPGDs are gaseous devices for electron amplification
with a high granularity strip or pad anode readout to provide good 2-D space point resolution
(< 100 μm), fast signals (∼ 10 ns), high rate capability (up to 1 MHz cm−2), low material budget,
radiation hardness and large area coverage. Through the EIC generic detector R&D program
(eRD3/eRD6 [11–22]) advancements towards low material and large-area MPGD detectors with
low channel counts and high granularity readout structures have been made. Each Micromegas
layer in the barrel and each of the forward/backward triple-GEM disks has a material thickness well
below 1% 𝑋/𝑋0. The addition of a Time-of-Flight (ToF)-layer based on AC-LGAD in the barrel
will improve the pattern recognition and tracking performance at higher 𝑝𝑇 . In the evaluation of
the tracker performance discussed in the following this device was not taken into account.

2.3.2 Requirements and subsystem performance

The combined silicon and gaseous detector technology design, illustrated in figure 4, has been
chosen after careful consideration of tracking and vertex reconstruction performance, cost, ease
of integration, and with the overarching aim of minimizing material. The solution allows the
services to the central silicon barrel to be routed along the conical/cylindrical support structure that
encapsulates the silicon disks.

The overall performance of the chosen vertex and tracking system is illustrated in figure 5 and
figure 6, which shows the reconstructed relative momentum resolution (𝑑𝑝/𝑝) as a function of
momentum (figure 5) and the transverse distance of closest approach (DCAT) to the primary vertex
(pointing resolution) as a function of transverse momentum (figure 6) for primary pions generated

– 14 –



2
0
2
2
 
J
I
N
S
T
 
1
7
 
P
1
0
0
1
9

in three bins of pseudorapidity. The dashed lines represent the corresponding performance require-
ments from the EIC Yellow Report. The relative momentum and transverse pointing resolutions
were obtained from full GEANT4 simulations and have been parameterized by fitting the same
functional forms as the Yellow Report requirements. The fits were performed in bins Δ[ = 0.5 and
then combined to match the binning found in the Yellow Report. The results are summarized in
table 4 presenting a side-by-side comparison of the achieved performance and detector requirements
as a function of pseudorapidity.
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Figure 5. ATHENA momentum resolutions versus momentum of generated pions compared to the Yellow
Report requirements (dashed lines) for selected [ bins. (FullSim).

Table 4. Comparison of performance and Yellow Report requirement parameterizations for relative momen-
tum and transverse pointing resolutions as a function ofmomentum for theATHENAbaseline tracking system.

Momentum resolution 𝝈( 𝒑)/ 𝒑 Transverse pointing resolution 𝝈(DCAT)

Performance Requirements Performance Requirements
-3.5 < [ < -2.5 ∼ 0.04% × 𝑝 ⊕ 1.5% ∼ 0.1% × 𝑝 ⊕ 0.5% ∼ 80/𝑝𝑇 ⊕ 10 μ𝑚 ∼ 30/𝑝𝑇 ⊕ 50 μ𝑚
-2.5 < [ < -1.0 ∼ 0.01% × 𝑝 ⊕ 0.5% ∼ 0.05% × 𝑝 ⊕ 0.5% ∼ 50/𝑝𝑇 ⊕ 5 μ𝑚 ∼ 30/𝑝𝑇 ⊕ 20 μ𝑚
-1.0 < [ < 1.0 ∼ 0.05% × 𝑝 ⊕ 0.4% ∼ 0.05% × 𝑝 ⊕ 0.5% ∼ 30/𝑝𝑇 ⊕ 5 μ𝑚 ∼ 20/𝑝𝑇 ⊕ 5 μ𝑚
1.0 < [ < 2.5 ∼ 0.01% × 𝑝 ⊕ 0.5% ∼ 0.05% × 𝑝 ⊕ 1% ∼ 50/𝑝𝑇 ⊕ 5 μ𝑚 ∼ 30/𝑝𝑇 ⊕ 20 μ𝑚
2.5 < [ < 3.5 ∼ 0.02% × 𝑝 ⊕ 1.5% ∼ 0.1% × 𝑝 ⊕ 2% ∼ 80/𝑝𝑇 ⊕ 10 μ𝑚 ∼ 30/𝑝𝑇 ⊕ 50 μ𝑚

The tracking performance meets or exceeds the momentum resolution requirements stated in
the Yellow Report, except for the most backward pseudorapidities. One way to improve this would
be to further increase the 𝐵 · 𝑑𝑙 of the tracking system. However, a significantly larger field value
is impractical, the tracking lever arm cannot be extended further due to spatial constraints in the
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Figure 6. Transverse DCA resolution versus transverse momentum of generated pions compared to the
Yellow Report requirements (dashed lines) for selected [ bins. (FullSim).

current ATHENA detector configuration, and adding silicon disks to the proposed array would
worsen the momentum performance because of the additional material they would introduce. The
backward momentum resolution requirement in the Yellow Report can thus not be met by current
detector technology. Achieving the science will require the combination of tracking information
with that from the high resolution crystal electron-endcap Electromagnetic Calorimeter (nECal) to
improve the electron measurement, further minimization of the material inside the backward disk
array, a different trade-offwith the PID subsystem in the associated acceptance region, an alternative
analysis approach, or a combination of these factors.

2.4 Calorimetry

2.4.1 Electron endcap electromagnetic calorimeter

The electron-endcap Electromagnetic Calorimeter (nECal) is a high-resolution electromagnetic
calorimeter designed for precision measurements of the energy of scattered electrons and final-state
photons in the region −4 < [ < −1.5. Based on the Yellow Report [2], the required high energy
resolution is driven by inclusive DIS where precise measurement of scattered electrons is critical to
determine the event kinematics. The inner part of the nECal consists of 1976 PbWO4 crystals, each
of size 20× 20× 200 mm3 (∼ 22 𝑋0) [23, 24]. The expected energy resolution for PbWO4 crystals
is 2%/

√
𝐸 ⊕ 1% [2]. The outer part of the nECal consists of 1104 SciGlass blocks, each of size

40× 40× 550mm3 (∼ 20 𝑋0) [25, 26], with expected energy resolution of 2.5%/
√
𝐸 ⊕ 2.0%. Both

the PbWO4 and SciGlass blocks will be read out with arrays of Silicon Photomultipliers (SiPMs).
The technology choice and overall design concept of the nECal is the same as in the Yellow

Report. Since the Yellow Report, the design has been further developed by the EEEMCAL
consortium [27].
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Figure 7. Left: the mechanical design of hybrid crystal/glass calorimeter nECal. Right: expected nECal
performance for the stand alone calorimeter, the energy resolution curves for inner PbWO4 (∼ 22 𝑋0) and
outer SciGlass (∼ 20 𝑋0) regions (FullSim).

The nECal calorimeter concept was developed as part of the EIC generic detector R&D
program [28]. The team collaborated closely with producers of PbWO4 crystals and SciGlass to
establish robust QA protocols at all stages of production, ensuring the highest quality of blocks.
R&D for SciGlass will continue under the auspices of the EIC Project to show the feasibility of
production scale up. In the event that SciGlass R&D is delayed, the fallback technology is lead glass.

A detailed design of the nECal is underway among the collaborating institutions of EEEMCAL,
focussing on mechanical design, scintillator, readout, and software/simulation development. Pre-
design activities, in particular for the support structure have started in 2021. The mechanical
integration of this detector is shown in figure 7. This concept is based upon existing detectors the
team has constructed, and in particular, the Neutral Particle Spectrometer at Jefferson Lab [29].
The final assembly of the detector will be performed at BNL.

2.4.2 Barrel electromagnetic calorimeter

The barrel Electromagnetic Calorimeter (bECal) will detect scattered and secondary electrons and
separate them from pions, detect and reconstruct full kinematic information for photons, and provide
sufficient spatial resolution to identify neutral pions from 𝜋0 → 𝛾𝛾 decay at high momenta. The
proposed design is hybrid, using light-collecting calorimetry based on SciFi embedded in Pb and
imaging calorimetry based on AstroPix monolithic silicon sensors [30]. The imaging of particle
showers is achieved by six layers of silicon sensors interleaved with five Pb/SciFi layers, followed
by a thick layer of Pb/SciFi calorimeter resulting in a total radiation thickness of about 20 X0.
The barrel is composed of 12 staves, as shown in figure 8 presenting the geometry of the barrel
calorimeter used in the current ATHENA simulations. The inner radius of the barrel is 103 cm.
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The first (closest to the beam) six layers are imaging layers with a width of 55.2 cm and length of
405 cm. Each imaging layer is separated by a Pb/SciFi layer that is about 1.59 cm thick. Because
of ATHENA’s geometry, the bECal not only functions as the barrel calorimeter, but also provides
significant coverage in the electron-going direction for the overall ECal system.

Energy D
eposit (M

eV)

φ 
(m

ra
d)

η

Figure 8. Left: the bECal as included in detector simulations. The insets show the structure of the Si
imaging layers (bottom) and the 1.59 cm thick Pb/SciFi (top). The imaging layers are followed by a thicker
Pb/SciFi section, for a total thickness (not including the support structure) of 40 cm. Right: energy deposited
in pixels in the imaging calorimeter demonstrating clean separation of the two clusters for a 15GeV 𝜋0. The
red crosses mark the reconstructed clusters centers (FullSim).

The Yellow Report stipulates that the bECal should have energy resolution of approximately
(10–12)%/

√
𝐸⊕ (1–3)%, electron-pion separation up to 104, spatial resolution to separate 𝛾 from

𝜋0 decay for momenta up to 15GeV/c, and the capability to detect photons down to 100MeV.
This hybrid design provides precise measurements of both the energy and position of the

incident particle’s cascade in 3-D. Utilizing Artificial Intelligence (AI) techniques for pattern
recognition of the 3-D shower images, this calorimeter will provide pion-electron rejection better
than that achievablewith traditional sampling calorimetry, especially at lower particle energies (. 5-
GeV); see figure 9. The layers of the Pb/SciFi sampling calorimeter improve the overall sampling
fraction and hence, the energy resolution of the calorimeter. Table 5 summarizes the expected
detector performance based on simulations with AstroPix sensor digitization and reconstruction
algorithms for both 3-D and 2-D shower clustering.

The imaging layers are based on off-the-shelf AstroPix sensors, the successor of AT-
LASPix [31], a low-power pixel sensor developed for ATLAS, and further optimized for the
NASA AMEGO-X [32] mission. These sensors have excellent energy resolution at low energy
(∼ 7% at 30 keV) and do not have stringent power and cooling requirements. This technology
was discussed in the Yellow Report as an alternative to light-collecting calorimeters. The imaging
capabilities replace the need for the projective geometry of the Yellow Report W/SciFi calorimeter.
The proposed Pb/SciFi design is based on the existing GlueX barrel calorimeter with an energy
resolution of 5.2%/

√
𝐸 ⊕ 3.6% [33] and 𝑧-position resolution 𝜎𝑧 = 1.1 cm/

√
𝐸 at normal incident

angle [34], exceeding the Yellow Report requirements. These numbers were obtained from fits to
low-energy data (𝐸 < 2.5GeV) that do not fully constrain the constant term.
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Figure 9. Left: the pion rejection power of the bECal (red solid line) compared with other technologies
listed in the EIC Yellow Report. The rejection power of the bECal is obtained from the 𝐸/𝑝 method and
pattern matching, while the other rejection powers are determined solely from the 𝐸/𝑝 method [2]. All the
curves, including simulations and data, are obtained for the standalone calorimeter, i.e., no other materials
are placed in front of the calorimeter and no magnetic field is involved. Right: the merging probability for
two 𝛾s from 𝜋0 decay for the bECal is determined by 6𝜎 of the spatial resolution (2.4/

√
𝐸 ⊕ 1.3 mm), since

its pixel size (0.5mm) is much smaller than the cluster profile. For the other technologies, the cell size is
used to estimate the probability [2].

The fine pixelation of the bECal allows for tagging of final state radiative photons that may be
extremely close to the scattered electron. This is important for radiative corrections, enabling the
benchmarking of e+AMonte Carlo generators. Furthermore, the first Si layer provides a space point
for the hpDIRC reconstruction, obviating the need for additional large-radius tracking. The outer,
thick layer of Pb/SciFi contributes to neutral hadron identification since 70% or more of produced
neutrons will begin showering within the bECal. This partially compensates for losses in the magnet
material and improves the overall hadronic reconstruction. The tracking layers lower the threshold
of 𝜋/𝑒 separation, expanding the available phase space for all physics objectives. Furthermore, the
3-D shower profiles measured by the bECal enable effective ` identification.

The overall concept for a tracking calorimeter is novel, but it relies on two well-developed
technologies. The tracking layers rely on the technology of CMOS pixel sensors; a first version of
the AstroPix sensor has already been delivered, and the second version is expected soon. Pb/SciFi
technology is very mature, having been used for over 30 years; this design will scale up the design
for the KLOE and GlueX experiments [33, 35].

2.4.3 Hadron endcap electromagnetic and hadronic calorimeters

ATHENA’s high resolution, high granularity, compact hadron endcap calorimeter system consists of
a compensated hadron-endcap Electromagnetic Calorimeter (pECal) and Fe/Scint (20 mm / 3 mm)
sandwich hadron-endcap Hadron Calorimeter (pHCal). The expected electromagnetic resolution is
∼ 11%/

√
𝐸 ⊕ 2%, while the hadronic resolution is ∼ 32%/

√
𝐸 ⊕ 2%, including a tail-catcher cut.

This is based on GEANT4 simulations and requires experimental validation. The experimentally
achieved energy resolution with a similar but thinner (only 4.5 _𝐼 ) HCal and shashlyk ECal system
built for STAR was ∼ 60%/

√
𝐸 ⊕ 6%. The e/h ratio for the pECal is tuned to be ∼ 1 above
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Table 5. Expected bECal detector performance.

Energy Resolution 5.5%/
√
𝐸 ⊕ 1%𝑎

𝑒/𝜋 separation > 99.8% pion rejection with 95% electron efficiency at 𝑝 ≥
0.1GeV/c𝑏.

𝐸
𝛾

min < 100MeV𝑐

Spatial Resolution Cluster position resolution for 5GeV photons at normal incident angle
is below 𝜎 = 2mm (at the surface of the stave 𝑟 = 103 cm) or 0.12◦.
For comparison, theminimal opening angle of photons from 𝜋0 → 𝛾𝛾

at 15GeV is ∼ 1.05◦ (about 19 mm — 37 pixels — of separation at
𝑟 = 103 cm).

𝑎Based on the photon simulations with −0.5 < [ < 0.5 and 0 < 𝜙 < 2𝜋. The constant term does not include calibration
effects.
𝑏Based on simulation for a standalone bECal, see figure 9 for detailed results.
𝑐Based on simulations, 100MeV photons leave an energy deposit of ∼ 15MeV in SciFi layers and of ∼ 1MeV in the
imaging layers. This simulation includes digitization with electronics noise and a noise suppression cut.

10GeV, while for the pHCal it is ∼ 1.2. The pHCal will have four longitudinal sections for software
compensation, i.e., re-weighting energy deposition in sections with localized high electromagnetic
fraction [36], and 3-D shower imaging. The transverse tower size is 2.5 × 2.5 cm2 for the pECal
and 10 × 10 cm2 for the pHCal, respectively. The longitudinal space required for about seven
interaction lengths is 150 cm. The pHCal absorber structure serves as a support for the pECal. Both
calorimeters will be read out with SiPMs. The choice of technology is the same as for the reference
detector described in the EIC CDR [3].

The pECal is made of W powder with embedded scintillating fibers [37]. This technology was
pioneered as part of the generic detector R&D program for EIC, adopted by sPHENIX. A novel,
efficient, and scalable construction method [38] developed for the STAR Forward Calorimeter
System (FCS), will be used to build the pHCal.

Longitudinal segmentation in the pHCal will be achieved by using scintillation tiles with two
different time constants, similar to the CALEIDO2 Prototype for the ILC [39]. Thus, with just two
independent readout channels per tower, longitudinal information from four segments of the tower
becomes available. The longitudinal segmentation of the pHCal and the achievable hadronic energy
resolution will be verified in the near future with beam tests of a large scale prototype. A fallback
solution, in case the two-channel readout technique would not be optimal, is to use an optical readout
scheme with additional independent readout of the three last scintillation tiles in the pHCal towers.
This scheme is similar to that used in the STAR FCS, and was studied in EIC generic detector R&D.

The hadron endcap will be assembled in situ, as was done for the STAR FCS. The STAR
forward HCal will be re-used for the ATHENA pHCal. a region of the pHCal close to the beam
pipe will have a potential upgrade path to replace scintillation tiles with Si sensors.
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2.4.4 Hadronic calorimeters in electron endcap and barrel

In combination with information from the electromagnetic calorimeters, tracking and PID detec-
tors, the hadron calorimeters in electron endcap and barrel assist with the detection of neutral
hadrons [40]. The barrel Hadron Calorimeter (bHCal) with passive magnet steel provides me-
chanical support for all the detector systems of ATHENA. The steel structures of all the hadron
calorimeters provide the return flux path for the magnetic field.

The thickness of the ATHENA Magnet (∼ 1.3 _𝐼 ) between the bECal and bHCal precludes
good calorimetric energy measurements of hadrons. The bECal in front of the magnet cryostat
will be 1 − 1.7 _𝐼 deep, thus it is sufficient to instrument only about two _𝐼 (tail-catcher) after the
magnet cryostat to contain about 95% of hadronic showers. The remaining steel required for the
flux return and mechanical support of the barrel detectors will consist of re-used flux return steel
bars of the STAR Magnet. A barrel made of these bars will weigh about 540 tons.

The bHCal is a five layer steel and scintillator sandwich (4 cm/5 mm layer structure). ATHENA
will re-use existing scintillation mega-tiles from the STAR barrel ECal [41]. These tiles have lost
less than 5% of their initial light yield after 20 years of operation. Existing scintillation mega-tiles
consist of 80 optically isolated scintillation tiles with sigma grooves and wavelength-shifting fibers
for light collection. The tiles are arranged in a projective geometry with excellent granularity 0.05
x 0.05 in [ and azimuthal angle 𝜙. Each individual tile will be read out with 1.3× 1.3 mm2 SiPMs.
The expected light yield will exceed 10 photoelectrons for Minimum Ionizing Particles (MIPs)
providing very good efficiency for low energy hits. Pre-assembled and calibrated with cosmic
muons, mega-tile cassettes will be inserted into the bHCal. Moderate energy resolution for hadrons
in the barrel region can be obtained from the bECal Pb/SciFi layers.

A similar approach will be used for the nHCal by utilizing scintillation mega-tiles from the
STAR endcap ECal [42]. The structure for the nHCal is similar to the bHCal, consisting of approx-
imately 10 layers. The exact number of instrumented layers in both detectors is under optimization.

Re-using components from the STAR detector (magnet steel, cradles, scintillation mega-tiles)
significantly reduces the cost of these two subsystems.

2.5 Particle identification

Particle identification in ATHENA requires multiple technologies to address the physics goals.
Measurements of Cherenkov radiation provide the greatest reach at higher momentum, but are
limited in their low-momentum reach. Furthermore, the [-dependence of the momentum spectrum
along with space constraints require distinct technologies in the forward, backward, and barrel
regions. Our solution to this challenge involves:

• A dual radiator RICH (dRICH) in the forward region utilizing aerogel and gas radiators
focused by mirrors onto a focal plane instrumented by SiPMs with built-in capability to
“anneal-in-place” to combat the inevitable dark current generated by radiation damage.

• A 100-cm radius high-performance DIRC (hpDIRC) very close to the design of the Yellow
Report in the central region. The hpDIRC is complemented by anAC-LGADToF detector at a
52.5 cm radius. The AC-LGAD layer dramatically improves the PID reach to low momentum
by catching particles that do not reach the hpDIRC, while sidestepping the limitations of
Cherenkov detectors at lower momenta.
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• A proximity-focusing aerogel RICH (pfRICH) with 40 cm proximity gap. This deviates from
the mRICH technology used in the Yellow Report. This design features minimal material
budget, easy pattern recognition, large acceptance, and can simultaneously function as a
threshold gas Cherenkov detector.

2.5.1 Forward direction

dRICH. The highestmomentumparticles produced at the EIC are emitted in the forward direction.
Gas-based Cherenkov ring imaging is the only presently-known technology that addresses 𝜋-K-p
separation up to the required 50GeV/c. Optimization of any Cherenkov detector design effectively
boils down to minimizing the Cherenkov angular resolution of a single photon’s contribution to the
ring (linear dependence) andmaximizing the number of detected photons per ring (

√
𝑁 dependence).

The single photon resolution is affected by internal factors (radiator chromaticity, optical aberration,
pixel size) as well as external factors including stray magnetic field and track pointing resolution.
The ATHENA design is the result of an intensive optimization on all fronts using full GEANT
simulations at the level of optical photon propagation.

ATHENA underwent extensive studies of the magnet design with simulations demonstrating
that the most significant positive impact involved distancing the dRICH from the collision point.
The optics of the dRICH also represent a solved challenge with broad implications. The focal plane
location entails an optimization involving three factors: maximizing the radiator length (prefers
longer focal length), shielding the photon sensors from radiation (prefers tilted mirrors), and fitting
the detector into the available space. This is realized by careful positioning of the dRICH detector
with respect to the ATHENA magnet. The optimization is a practical implementation of the
dRICH concept from the Yellow Report that fully realizes the device’s potential in the face of the
compromises that must be made in a realistic detector design.

The sensor choice for a dRICH is quite challenging. After careful consideration, the only viable
choice is the well known SiPM technology. These devices are ideal in terms of quantum efficiency,
sensitive wavelength range, and single-photon signal size. The difficult aspect regards dark currents
that grow with radiation exposure. It has been demonstrated by studies at INFN [43] that this
damage can be repaired by thermal annealing, while R&D efforts towards in-situ annealing are
ongoing. The ATHENA design thereby features SiPM-based photon sensors in both the dRICH and
the backward pfRICH. Detailed calculations of the worst-case dark current rates have been used as
the basis of estimates for the DAQ needs of the dRICH. Figure 10 shows the layout and performance
of the ATHENA dRICH. As described previously, the optimization of the dRICH location (panel
a) and optics (panel b) have already achieved the performance requirements in the Yellow Report.

2.5.2 Barrel region

hpDIRC. The hpDIRC closely resembles the concept described in the Yellow Report. This
presents an evolution of the original BaBar design. The ATHENA barrel is surrounded by a series
of radiator bars made of synthetic fused silica. Rings are imaged in an ”expansion volume”, onto a
focal plane containing photon detectors oriented normal to the magnetic field. The detector and its
performance are shown in figure 11. The hpDIRC focuses the ring onto a sensor plane. This will
improves the performance of the device compared to the BaBar DIRC (doubling the 3-𝜎 separation
limits), while making the readout system significantly more compact.
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Figure 10. Panel a) shows the layout of the dRICH radiators, mirror, and SiPM arrays located in the focal
planes. Panel b) shows the superposition of hits from 1000 events with identical primary particles. This
effectively captures ring shape (aerogel-large, gas-small), Rayleigh scattering, optical aberration, multiple
scattering, tracking resolution, chromaticity, and signal-to-noise effects in one image. Panel c) shows the
number of photoelectrons per single ring vs [, and thereby illustrates the acceptance range. Panels d) and e)
demonstrate the PID separation for 𝑒/𝜋 and 𝜋/𝐾 . The performance meets the Yellow Report specification.
Aerogel performance is indicated in blue and 𝐶2𝐹6 in red (FullSim).

AC-LGAD ToF. ATHENA defines positive PID as a signal beyond the Cherenkov threshold for
𝐾-radiation. As such, the positive PID range for the DIRC begins at a momentum higher than
0.47GeV/c (the 𝐾 threshold in synthetic fused silica). This nicely matches the momentum cutoff
of the ATHENA magnetic field. Extending the range downward requires a dedicated detector
located at a smaller radius. AC-LGAD devices deliver an excellent time resolution (< 30 ps/layer)
and spatial resolution. A single-layer array of AC-LGAD devices at a radius of 52.5 cm in the
ATHENA design provides an effective PID coverage between 0.23 and 1.3GeV/c for a 3 T field,
and an additional spatial hit to supplement the tracking system in the barrel region. Figure 12 shows
the configuration of the barrel Time-of-Flight (bToF).

One should note that state-of-the-art timing detectors present many technology challenges
beyond just the performance of the sensor. These include, but are not limited to, the determination
of a start time or 𝑡0, and timing jitter which is invariably present in a large electronic system sending
signals (such as the crossing clock) over long distances. Because we emphasize the identification
of particles at momenta below 1GeV/c, conservative estimates of the uncertainty in 𝑡0 using only
the crossing clock and time distribution jitter show that this system will easily perform beyond its
requirements for 𝜋-K-p separation.

2.5.3 Backward direction

pfRICH. In the backward direction, PID is provided by an aerogel radiator proximity-focusing
RICH with a 40 cm proximity gap, shown in figure 13. This technology choice maximizes
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Figure 11. a) Configuration of the DIRC. b) Number of detected photoelectrons as a function of polar angle.
c) Superposition of the distribution of photon hits from 6GeV/c identical pions. d) Separation power at
the maximum momentum requirement stated in the Yellow Report. Results from a stand-alone GEANT4
simulation.

acceptance while minimizing material in front of the nECal, with a uniform performance across its
entire aperture. The simplicity of the design makes the pattern recognition much simpler than for
typical RICH detectors. The baseline aerogel and photon detector technologies for the pfRICH are
identical to those for the dRICH. This minimizes the number of PID technologies used in ATHENA.

One additional feature emerges from this design: the Yellow Report identifies the need for
additional electron identification (beyond 𝑒/𝜋 from calorimetry and tracking) in the backward
direction at momenta up to 4GeV/c. While this is not possible with an aerogel-based design, this
can be achieved with a traditional gas threshold Cherenkov detector. The 40 cm gap between the
aerogel and the sensor plane is sufficiently long for threshold-based electron identification, further
improving ATHENA’s PID performance in the backward direction.
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bToF satisfies the PID requirements in the momentum range below the DIRC kaon threshold (0.47GeV/c),
thereby filling in the PID to 230MeV/c. d) Separation power in number of 𝜎 separation (FullSim).
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2.6 Far forward detectors

EIC collisions include many final-states with charged or neutral particles with [ > 4.0. These
particles are outside the acceptance of the central detector and therefore require detectors integrated
with the accelerator beamline. Maximum acceptance across all beam energies and species requires
multiple subsystems, whose acceptance is dictated by the Interaction Region (IR) design. This is
summarized in table 6. A 3-D layout of the far-forward region is shown in figure 14.

Table 6. Summary of the geometric acceptance for far-forward protons and neutrons in polar angle \ and
magnetic rigidity percentage provided by the baseline EIC far-forward detector design [2]. ∗The Roman Pots
acceptance at high values of rigidity depends on the optics choice for the machine.

Detector \ accep. [mrad] Rigidity accep. Particles Technology

B0 tracker 5.5–20.0 N/A
Charged particles
Tagged photons

MAPS
AC-LGAD

Off-Momentum Detector 0.0–5.0 45%–65% Charged particles AC-LGAD

Roman Pots 0.0–5.0 60%–95%∗ Protons
Light nuclei

AC-LGAD

Zero-Degree Calorimeter 0.0–4.0 N/A
Neutrons
Photons

W/SciFi (ECal)
Pb/Sci (HCal)

B0 Silicon Tracker and Preshower

Roman Pots

Zero-Degree Calorimeter

Focusing Quadrupoles Off-Momentum Detectors

Figure 14. 3-D rendering of the far-forward region of IP6 with the proposed ATHENA detector instrumen-
tation from the DD4HEP geometry implementation.

2.6.1 Technology choices

The B0 spectrometer requires approximately 20 μm position resolution to provide the required 𝑝𝑇
resolution for high-momentum hadrons near the beam line and good timing resolution to aid in
background rejection, and to correct for effective vertex smearing from the crab cavity rotation.
Our design consists of three silicon MAPS disks serving as the first, second, and fourth layers of
the detector, complemented by a single AC-LGAD layer with 500 μm pixel pitch and 20 − 30 ps
timing resolution. Each tracking layer is separated by 30 cm. The silicon preshower following the
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tracker has two radiation lengths of lead as a photon converter, and a layer of silicon to tag the
produced lepton pair. We envision use of AC-LGAD sensors for the preshower. These sensors
enable the required spatial resolution to measure lepton pairs while providing excellent timing
resolution to reduce background contamination. While some observables could benefit from an
expanded electromagnetic calorimeter, this is precluded by engineering constraints (size, weight).

The Off-Momentum Detectors (OMDs) and Roman Pots (RPs) each consist of two stations
separated by 2 m, with each station consisting of two active layers. Both detectors require spatial
resolution better than ∼150 μm, and ∼30 ps timing resolution , making AC-LGADs an ideal choice
for both detectors.

We will insert the silicon detector packages for the RP and OMD directly into the beam pipe
vacuum (i.e., without the usual “pot” vessels) with thin foils surrounding the detector packages to
maximize acceptance. The RP detectors, in particular, need to be inserted (vertically only due to
spatial constraints) into the beam line as close to the beam as possible (usually a few mm from the
beam, depending on the beam optics).

The Zero-Degree Calorimeter (ZDC) consists of the following major systems: a) silicon
charged particle veto layer, b) W/SciFi sampling calorimeter with 2.5 × 2.5 cm2 towers, 17 cm
long (identical to the pECal), and c) Pb/Scint imaging hadronic calorimeter composed of a total of
120 layers of 1 cm Pb and 0.25 cm scintillator, corresponding to seven _𝐼 . The full ZDC delivers
approximately eight _𝐼 in total.

2.6.2 Detector performance

Resolutions for the far forward detectors are shown in figure 15. The RPs and OMDs utilize a
transfer matrix which specifies the transport of protons from the IP through the magnetic elements
of the far-forward lattice. However, the OMDs require a more sophisticated approach to handle the
non-linear transport of protons with low rigidity (∼ 50%or less); these trajectories are at the edges of
the quadrupole fields, which cause additional bending not captured by the linear transport matrices.

The performance demonstrated by the full GEANT4 simulations of the baseline ZDC is shown
in the left panel of figure 15. Preliminary results obtained from the W/SciFi + Pb/Scint ZDC
simulations when compared to test beam data indicate that the performance meets the physics
requirements. In addition, an 8 _𝐼 version of the detector was benchmarked against ZEUS test
beam data. For photons, the measured performance of the W/SciFi ECal is consistent with previous
studies. Simulations were made for photon energies down to 100MeV for photons, the results
indicating that this W/SciFi ECal can measure low energy photons.
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Figure 15. Left: energy resolution for the ZDC ECal for photons and combined ECal+HCal resolution for
neutrons. Right: transverse momentum resolution for protons in the 3 silicon tracking far-forward subsystems
for various energies and rigidities, with and without beam effects (FullSim).

2.7 Luminosity measurements and low-𝑸2 tagging

As described in the Yellow Report, we will measure the EIC luminosity using the bremsstrahlung
process [2]. To meet the requirements of 1% precision in the absolute luminosity measurement
and 0.01% precision in relative luminosity, we add further instrumentation compared to the Yellow
Report. This will enable data-driven corrections and systematic checks, and facilitate three largely
independent and complementary measurement methods [44]. The first method is based on counting
photons converted in a thin exit window by applying a horizontal magnetic field andmeasuring 𝑒+𝑒−

pairs with two small calorimeters, CALup/down (left panel of figure 16). This method is not sensitive
to direct Synchrotron Radiation (SR), but at the nominal e+p luminosity the effects of event pileup
are mitigated by two small hodoscopes, HSup/down. In the second method, the total energy carried
by unconverted photons will be measured by the (movable) calorimeter, PCALf. By construction,
it is not affected by the event pileup but direct SR must be suppressed using a set of filters, F1 and
F2. This simple and robust measurement will also enable the online luminosity monitoring. The
third method is based on counting the unconverted photons using the movable calorimeter, PCALc,
which will be used at small electron bunch current, when the event pileup and SR levels are low.
This is also essential to validate special corrections to the bremsstrahlung cross section [45]. All
three measurements will be performed on a bunch-by-bunch basis, with negligible deadtime.

The detectors CALup/down and PCALc will be made using the same technology: spaghetti W-
calorimeter with radiation-hard scintillating fiber, read out with fast PMTs . Due to the very large
irradiation levels in this location, PCALf and the SR monitors M1 and M2, will use Cherenkov-
radiating quartz fibers read out by SiPMs. Each of the hodoscopes HSup/down will comprise four
front (back) planes made by straight 1(2) mm square scintillating fibers, also read out by SiPMs.
Half of the fibers will be horizontal and half will be rotated by a small angle to allow for the
determination of the horizontal coordinates of the 𝑒+𝑒− hits. Signals from all detectors will be
sampled with 100 MHz custom readout chips.

Bremsstrahlung electrons will be measured by two small detectors, Tagger 1 and Tagger 2,
placed behind thin exit windows about 24 m and 37 m from IP6, respectively (right panel of
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Figure 16. Left: layout of the luminosity bremsstrahlung photon detectors. Right: top view of far-backward
region as simulated in Geant4, including two low-Q2 taggers.
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In the insert, such a distribution is shown for e+Au collisions at the nominal EIC luminosity (FastSim).

figure 16). They will be very similar in design to CALup/down and will have similar hodoscopes in
front. The major difference is that half of their fibers are horizontal and half are vertical.

While all detectors will be built using existing technologies, the huge bremsstrahlung event
rates at the EIC, sometimes in excess of 10 GHz (figure 17), make the design of the readout
electronics and of radiation hard detectors challenging. Consequently, optimization of both the
detector and electronics designs will require extensive studies and verification using test beams.
This will include the development of suitable techniques to control, in-situ, all relevant systematic
effects, as well as providing the Data Acquisition (DAQ) system for the luminosity measurement.

Our design will permit efficient tagging of very low-𝑄2 events during the first two years of EIC
running, when the event pileup is expected to be relatively low. An upgrade path after the initial
phase consists of replacing the tagger hodoscopes with thin, high-resolution pixel detectors operated
in the primary beam vacuum and read out by Timepix4 sensors [46]. This will enable a very effective
separation between the bremsstrahlung and low-𝑄2 electrons at nominal EIC luminosities [47].
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2.8 DAQ and readout electronics

The EIC will provide e+p and e+A collisions at rates up to 0.5 MHz with beam bunches separated
by 10 ns. ATHENA will digitize hit position, charge and timing signals originating from nearly
30 distinct subdetectors using a variety of technologies including SiPMs, MAPS, AC-LGADs,
Micro-Channel Plate PMTs (MCP-PMTs), Photomultiplier Tubes (PMTs), and MPGDs. The
signals will be zero-suppressed where possible, digitized and aggregated using front-end boards
containing a variety of Application-Specific Integrated Circuits (ASICs) and Field-Programmable
Gate Arrays (FPGAs). The primary function of the DAQ system will be to aggregate data
and record all collision related hits. The system must also control, configure, and monitor the
acquisition of data and ensure data quality.

The chosen architecture is illustrated in figure 18. It will be a streaming DAQ system following
the scheme outlined in the Yellow Report. A global timing system is needed to synchronize the
system with the bunch structure of the EIC to a resolution of 10 ps. Front End Link eXchange
(FELIX) boards, implementing GBTx links towards Front-End Electronics (FEE) with 10Gbps/link
bandwidth, are used as a basis to provide common interface between the Front-End Boards (FEBs)
and the commodity DAQ computers. The FELIX boards are capable of transferring data to the
DAQ computers and of transmitting clock and configuration information to the FEBs. A farm
of 50 computers on a 100 Gbps Ethernet network is needed to read out the FELIX boards. An
additional 50 computers will be required to perform further data reduction, ensure data integrity
and monitoring, buffer, and transfer data to tape.

ATHENA Streaming Readout Architecture
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Figure 18. Overview of the ATHENA DAQ architecture.

An estimated maximum data volume by detector subsystem is shown in table 7. The 2.5 Tbps
stream of data transmitted from the FEBs needs to be reduced to 100 Gbps for long-term storage
without losing detector hits that arise from beam collisions.

The biggest challenge to the goal of fully reading out the ATHENA detector with no deadtime
will be the dark currents from the SiPM readout, expected to gradually increase with accumulated
radiation dose. The current estimates assume an average rate of up to 300 kHz/sensor over the
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Table 7. Maximum data volume by detector.

Detector Channels DAQ Input (Gbps) DAQ Output (Gbps)

B0 Si 400M <1 <1
B0 AC-LGAD 500k <1 <1
RP+OMD+ZDC 700k <1 <1
FB Cal 4k 80 1
ECal 34k 5 5
HCal 39k 5.5 5.5
Imaging bECal 619M 4 4
Si Tracking 60B 5 5
Micromegas Tracking 66k 2.6 .6
GEM Tracking 28k 2.4 .5
µRWELL Tracking 50k 2.4 .5
dRICH 300k 1830 14
pfRICH 225k 1380 12
DIRC 100k 11 11
TOF 332k 3 .8

Total 3334 62.9

full detector. This dark current is indistinguishable from signals from single photoelectrons. We
hope to reduce this by a factor of three to five in the FEBs using sample cuts relative to the
bunch crossing time. Further reduction can be obtained by a software trigger applied in the DAQ
computers. Requiring a collision to be present will provide a data reduction by a factor of at
least 200 allowing the ATHENA DAQ to write all collision data to tape. Another option for data
reduction is by machine learning techniques implemented in the FPGAs of the FELIX boards;
dedicated development and feedback from initial data are needed.

Unexpectedly high noise in any detector, as well as the high rate from the SiPMs used as sensors
in the PID devices, represent a potential unknown challenge. The most obvious and immediate
mitigation strategy is a DAQ architecture that preserves the possibility of providing hardware trigger
signals to specific detectors resulting in a hybrid triggered-streaming DAQ system. The potential
avenues for data volume reduction will be the main R&D required. Significant development needs
are expected to integrate each detector FEE with the FELIX board.

2.9 Software and computing

Software and computing will be critical to the success of any EIC experiment. ATHENA chose
to already now lay the foundations for a long-term software strategy for the EIC. To accomplish
this, we focused on modern scientific computing practices: we developed a toolkit of modular,
orthogonal components designed for performance in heterogeneous computing environments in the
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context of both HTC and HPC. Furthermore, we emphasized modern development practices built
around the use of a dedicated GitLab server with a continuous-integration backend for reproducible
containerization and automated tests and benchmarks.

We leverage mature, well-supported, and actively developed software components allowing us
to focus our limited resources on those parts of the toolkit requiring custom development work.
ATHENA benefits from cutting-edge CERN-supported software developed for the (HL-)LHC.

We implemented our detailed detector geometries [48–50] in DD4hep [51], which provides
geometry services for both the full GEANT4 simulation and our reconstruction algorithms
(figure 19). For the reconstruction framework, we chose Gaudi [52], as it supports modern
task-based concurrency ideally suited for heterogeneous computing environments. On top of
Gaudi, we built Juggler [53], our library of digitization, reconstruction, and analysis routines,
where we used ACTS [54] for highly performant tracking, and Tensorflow [55] for AI. These
modular components communicate through a robust flat data model, EICD [56], implemented
using the PODIO data model library [57].

The maturity and robustness of the software components in the toolkit enabled us to build
out, from scratch, a performant simulation and reconstruction software stack over the short timeline
since the call for detector proposals. This toolkit implements the ATHENA detector in all its details,
including the far-forward and far-backward, accelerator, magnet, and detector components. This
setup allowed us to conduct effective detector optimizations for the proposal and prepare ATHENA
for the road towards the Technical Design Report (TDR). The simulation results in this proposal
were obtained using our new software environment, deployed on an extensive range of systems,
including the Open Science Grid (OSG), Jefferson Lab, BNL (including S3 storage), Compute
Canada, ALCF (ANL), LCRC (ANL), NERSC (LBNL), INFN-CNAF, and a dedicated continuous-
integration cluster at ANL. We strongly believe that this innovative approach, introduced within
ATHENA, represents a significant step forward for the EIC community.

(fwd)

(fwd)

Figure 19. DD4hep implementation of the ATHENA central detector (top) and far-forward region (bottom).
This geometry description is used in the GEANT4 simulation and the reconstruction.
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2.10 Integration and installation

As a new EIC detector to be installed in the existing experimental hall at IP6 at the RHIC collider
complex, there are many space constraints impacting the ATHENA design:

• The layout of the IR magnets provides an accelerator element free region for the detector of
overall 9.5 m, resulting in -450 cm to 500 cm around the IP in the outgoing electron and
hadron-beam direction, respectively. This constrained space makes any assembly and most
inner detector maintenance impossible in-situ.

• Approximately 50 cm space between both endcaps and the first IR magnets is occupied with
valves and vacuum pumps.

• The height of the IP above the floor is 432 cm, influencing the design of the cradle and the
integration of the detector with the cradle.

• The detector solenoid needs to be aligned with the electron beam direction to minimize the
generation of synchrotron radiation, therefore the entire detector must be rotated by 8 mrad in
the horizontal plane away from the central axis.

• The door size between the assembly and the collider hall is 823 × 823 cm2. This directly limits
the size of the detector, as it will need to be rolled to the assembly hall for installation and
maintenance.

• The RCS runs at 335.2 cm radial distance from the IP at a height of 372 cm above the floor level.
This limits the outer radius of the detector to 330 cm.

• The detector solenoid fringe field should stay below 5 × 10−4 T past the endcaps in the vicinity
of the IR magnets, and the field integral should not exceed 0.007 Tm along the RCS beam line.
This has a direct impact on the design of the flux return of the detector.

• The beam pipe widens towards the endcaps to accommodate the synchrotron radiation fan and
the cone of protons, neutrons, and particles from nuclear breakup. This has a direct impact on
how the detectors need to be installed, either in a clamshell configuration or in sectors around
the beam pipe.

• Due to the compactness of the IR and the detector design, the first valve on the outgoing hadron
side can only be integrated after the first bending magnet in the hadron beamline downstream of
the IP at approximately 7 m. In the outgoing electron side, such a valve can be placed after the
nHCal at approximately 4.5 m from the IP.

Figure 20 shows ATHENA fully integrated into the interaction region and the experimental
hall at IP6, obeying all the above listed constraints. Because of the stringent space constraints,
it is important to keep the assembly procedure of the detector as a design consideration. As a
consequence, the central part of the detector is installed from the outside in and the electron and
hadron endcaps from the inside out. Figure 21 left shows the overall concept for the ATHENA
detector as implemented in ProE-Creo, the computer-aided design program used for the EIC Project.
The installation sequence is as follows:
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Figure 20. Integration of the
ATHENA detector in the exper-
imental hall at IP6 and the inter-
action region (top view).

Barrel Detector: The detector cradle is followed by the lower half of the flux return and the hadron
calorimeter. Then the solenoid and the upper half of the flux return and the hadron calorimeter are
installed. The bECal and its support structure are then installed, followed by the hpDIRC support
structure, the DIRC bars, and barrel MPGD andMAPS trackers. TheMAPS tracker has a clamshell
design around the beam pipe.

Electron Endcap: The first detectors to be installed are the MAPS disks, followed by the MPGD
disks, the aerogel pfRICH, the nECal, and finally the DIRC readout. The nECal is supported like
the pfRICH from the DIRC support structure.

Hadron endcap: As on the electron side the first detectors to be installed are the MAPS disks,
followed by the MPGD rings. The dRICH is installed next followed by the MPGD tracker. Both
are supported from the pHCal.

Endcap calorimeters: The nHCal, pECal, and pHCal are installed independently on their own
cradles in the collider hall. These calorimeters can be opened perpendicular to the beam axis to
disconnect the beam pipe and roll the central part of the detector to the assembly hall (figure 21
right). It is noted that the RCS beam pipe needs to be separated to allow the endcap HCals to open.

To route the cables to the outside of the detector, ∼10 cm service gaps are foreseen between
the barrel and the endcap calorimeters. In addition, there is a service gap between the end of the
solenoid, bECal, DIRC and the dRICH to route the barrel and hadron endcap tracker services to
the outside. On the side of the electron endcap, the services are routed between the pfRICH, the
nECal, and the hpDIRC towards the service gap.

2.11 R&D needs

R&D on many ATHENA subsystems was initially conducted through the EIC Generic Detector
R&D Program [6] that ran from 2011 until September 2021. Several subsystems matured to levels
where little basic R&D remains and the focus is shifting to the construction and testing of full chain
prototypes (detector, electronics, supplies, and DAQ) in test beams. These developments will be
supported by EIC project funded R&D [58] that will start in FY22. Project funds will also support
R&D of components that have not reached their full potential yet and need further optimization.
Only a limited number of technologies still need substantial R&D and have been selected because
of the performance benefits they offer. Here we give a brief summary of ATHENA’s R&D needs.
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Figure 21. Left: conceptual design of the ATHENA detector in ProE-Creo, the computer-aided design
program used for the EIC Project. Right: conceptual design of the pECal and pHCal opening perpendicular
to the beam axis.

MAPS: The EIC Silicon Consortium is partnering with the ALICE collaboration to develop the
ITS3 sensor and to modify it, as necessary, for use at the EIC. This partnership will help to reduce
the risk inherent in developing a detector solution in 65 nm technology. The plan is to use the
ITS3 wafer-scale sensor for the vertex layers and to develop a smaller version for the silicon tracker
barrel layers and disks. A full description of the planned development can be found in the eRD25
proposal [59]. A full detector infrastructure will be developed in parallel with the sensor, to modify
the vertex layers to fit the geometry of the beam pipe at the EIC and to develop stave and disk
configurations of sensors, which are outside of the scope of ITS3. There are two EIC Project
R&D activities associated with these developments: eRD111 deals with R&D towards forming
modules from sensors, developing the EIC-specific infrastructure required to produce staves and
disks, mechanical support structures, and cooling. eRD104 carries out R&D into services reduction,
powering, and readout, which has the potential to further enhance the performance of the system.

GEMs: While GEM technology is very mature and has been used in a wide variety of experiments,
the EIC has a unique requirement of demanding very low-mass trackers. Work carried out by the
eRD6 Consortium, within the EIC generic detector R&D program, was able to successfully build
and test two 1 m long triple-GEM detectors. These detectors achieved a material budget in the
active area of 0.4% X/X0. With the material in the active area of the GEMs minimized, efforts are
now focused on reducing the GEM support frames, which sit in the 𝜙-[ tracking acceptance. This
R&D effort is being addressed within the eRD108 EIC R&D project, along with the optimization
of the readout structure.

𝝁RWell: Using `RWell detectors instead of GEM detectors in the endcap could reduce material
budget, simplify construction, and lower cost for the overall endcap tracker. However, `RWell
detectors have not yet been used in any major nuclear or high energy physics experiment. R&D
would therefore be needed to build and test a large `RWell detector and is one of the goals of the
eRD108 EIC R&D project. If `RWell does not develop enough within the EIC time frame, GEM
technology can be used as a fallback to the large-area `RWell detector located behind the dRICH.
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Micromegas: The proposed, curved Micromegas technology has been successfully installed in the
central tracker of the CLAS12 experiment at Jefferson Lab. The low material budget of less than
0.4% 𝑋/𝑋0 in the active region and the ability to shape the detectors in cylindrical structures are
crucial features for the ATHENA central detector. The ongoing R&D focuses on the optimization
of the Micromegas 2-D readout and it will also be addressed within the eRD108 EIC R&D project.
This R&D is also of interest for GEM and `RWell detectors.

hpDIRC: The objective of the R&D program, eRD103, is to validate the PID performance of a
cost-optimized hpDIRC design with a vertical-slice prototype in a particle beam by FY24. Key
topics include: the usability of BaBar DIRC bars, the development of compact readout electronics
for the fast detection of single photons with high-density sensors, and the validation of the PID
performance of a cost-optimized design.

dRICH: The main technical goals for near term R&D is the preparation of the basic version of
the dRICH prototype and first test beams at CERN. The tests are organized in synergy with ALICE
and will have, as complementary targets, the study of the single-photon response of SiPM coupled
to the ALCOR readout electronics, and the comparative use of Russian and Japanese aerogel. The
goal of these initial test-beams is to commission the dRICH prototype and to define what has to
be improved to reach the design performance. FY23/FY24 R&D will be targeted to the definition
of technical specifications to meet the EIC requirements, matching to EIC-driven (developed by
other EIC R&D) photosensors and readout electronics, and validation of cost-effective component
technologies to mitigate the construction risk.

AC-LGAD bToF: The eRD112R&Defforts for a bToFwithAC-LGAD sensors can be categorized
in 3 main areas: sensors, electronics, and system design (including cooling, engineering, and
construction). On the sensor side extensiveR&D is already ongoing at several institutes in the LGAD
Consortium, e.g., reducing the active volume thickness and optimizing implantation parameters so
that a time resolution below 20 ps can be achieved. One important effort specific to the bToF is
to develop long strip AC-LGAD sensors for a lower material budget. The needs for fast timing
performance and finer granularity also pose significant challenges to the readout electronics and
specifically to the ASIC readout chips. ATHENA will collaborate on addressing these challenges.
For example, the ĲCLab (Orsay), École Polytechnique/Omega and CEA (Saclay) groups are
currently developing a new ASIC that meets the requirements set by the EIC Roman Pot detector,
and are thus providing in-kind contributions. First discussions among the institutes of the LGAD
Consortium and ATHENA have started to develop an ASIC that serves both the pixelated design
(RPs) and the strip design (bToF).

Photosensors: The objective of the eRD110 R&D effort is to mitigate technical, cost, and schedule
risk related to readout sensors of EIC Cherenkov detectors and calorimeters. The effort should
allow for a well-informed decision for a baseline sensor solution for each PID detector in FY23,
taking into account the impact of B-field strength and relative sensor orientation with respect to
the field direction, as well as the expected radiation levels. The proposed R&D activities related
to the characterization of (i) Photek/Photonis MCP-PMTs, (ii) the pixelization and improvement
of the field resistance of Large Area Picosecond Photodetectors (LAPPDs) and High Resolution
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Picosecond Photodetectors (HRPPDs), and (iii) the improvement of the radiation hardness of SiPMs
and the optimization of the sustainability of their proper temperature treatment in collaboration with
various manufacturers.

Calorimetry: There are four project R&Dprograms related toATHENAcalorimetery: eRD105 for
development of high-resolution electromagnetic calorimeters based on scintillating glass; eRD106
and eRD107 for development of a very compact, high-resolution hadron endcap system; and
eRD110 for studies of the impact on calorimeter performances due to radiation damage of the
SiPMs. The hadron calorimeters for the barrel and negative endcap do not require R&D. For the
novel barrel electromagnetic tracking calorimeter, which is not covered by any of the R&D projects,
the construction of a smaller prototype to validate the Monte Carlo simulations of the device is
imperative. The manufacture and assembly of the prototype will be used to streamline the later
manufacture and assembly of the full calorimeter. An estimated 80% of the AstroPix sensors used
in the prototype should be recovered for use in the full scale electromagnetic calorimeter.

Auxilliary Detectors: For the RPs and OMDs, use of AC-LGADs is envisioned, which relies on
successful completion of R&D eRD112 efforts for the design of a newASIC to be used with the AC-
LGAD sensors available from various vendors, and optimal choice of pixel size (which impacts the
ASIC design). The charge sharing capability of the AC-LGAD sensor allows for improvements of
spatial resolution up to 20 times that of conventional silicon, which could enhance the applicability
for other subsystems (e.g., the B0 tracker). Given the large community interest to develop this
technology, it should be a safe option for these subsystems. If needed, it could be substituted with
other silicon technologies with the added need for a separate timing layer.

Electronics & ASICs: Much of the R&D efforts on electronics and especially ASICs will be
coordinated through the EIC project through eRD109. Substantial R&D will be needed for the
development of FEEs. Here we define FEEs as ASICs, FEBs, and Front-End Processors (FEPs).
FEPs may be required if the ASICs do not provide all required features. The choice of using
streaming readout for ATHENA excludes several existing ASIC chips. We estimate the need for up
to four ASICs used for the readout of (i) SiPM, (ii) MCP-PMT, (iii) Micromegas/GEM/`RWell, and
(iv) AC-LGAD.Development of a newASIC takes four to five years, while an update ormodification
of an existing design requires less time. Considering the project timelines, developments will likely
have to occur concurrently, requiring the involvement of multiple groups.

2.12 Challenges and mitigation policies

A detailed assessment of the challenges associated with the technologies selected by ATHENA is
presented in tables 8, 9, 10a, 10b, and 11. The technological maturity listed is evaluated on a scale
of 0 to 10, where 10 corresponds to a fully developed technology. The mitigation strategies to
minimize the impact of the challenges are also presented.
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Table 8. Challenges and mitigation policies for tracking technologies.

Tracking

Component Technology Challenge considerations Alternatives & Mitigation

Si-trackers,
vertex layers

Extremely thin (0.05% 𝑋/𝑋0
per layer), wafer-scale, curved
MAPS in 65 nm technology and
pixel size O(10 μm).

Development mainly for ALICE ITS3 upgrade; large international
and inter-laboratory synergies; synergies within the EIC community
via the Silicon Consortium; highly innovative: Maturity Level of
the Technology: 6

ITS3 fallback solution: new sensor in 180 nm technol-
ogy, with pixel pitch and power specifications close to
the 65 nm sensor. In case of delays in the development
of both the ITS3 sensor and the fallback solution, the
experiment will start with ALPIDE and upgrade to a
new sensor as soon as possible. It is understood that
higher power consumption of the ALPIDE will translate
in more material and thus some degradation in the per-
formance of the tracking detector and electromagnetic
calorimeter.

Si-trackers,
barrel layers
and disks

Same sensor technology as for
vertex, size optimized for cost-
effective, large area coverage,
mounted on staves and disks.
With this arrangement: 0.55%
𝑋/𝑋0 per barrel layer, 0.24%
𝑋/𝑋0 per disk.

Same as for vertex. Same as for vertex.

Cylindrical
Micromegas

Curved Micromegas. Curved Micromegas in operation at CLAS12 at Jefferson Lab. 2-D
readout by large strips O(1.5 mm) with fine resolution O(0.15 mm)
has to be established, even if supported byMICROMEGASwith 2-D
readout used in ASUCUSA at CERN and for muography. Maturity
Level of the Technology: 8

Fallback options: use of MAPS trackers in an all silicon
tracking system; Micromegas with smaller pitch read-
out strips resulting in an increased number of readout
channels; small flat GEMs combined to approximate the
cylindrical shape.

Planar GEMs
with annular
shape sur-
rounding the
Si disks

Large-size GEMs with reduced
support material.

Large GEMs of comparable size are under construction for the up-
grade of the CMS muon system and large-size chambers have been
validated with test beam studies. Large GEMswith reducedmaterial
in the support and readout planes have been developed for SBS and
PRad at Jefferson Lab. Maturity Level of the Technology: 9

Fallback options: detector segmentation; different tech-
nology using large-size Micromegas (ATLAS NSW).

`RWELL large-size `RWELL. `RWELL never used in an experiment; foreseen in LHCb upgrade;
considered also for SOLID and CLAS12 upgrade at Jefferson Lab;
Maturity Level of the Technology: 7

Alternative is using different gaseous detector technolo-
gies: GEM, Micromegas, sTGC.
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Table 9. Challenges and mitigation policies for calorimeter technologies.

Calorimetry

Component Technology Maturity Alternatives & Mitigation

HCal (Forward,
Barrel, Backward)

HCal Fe/Scint sandwich. Well established technology with recent up-to-date implemen-
tations as STAR forward HCal. The longitudinal segmentation
has to be implemented. Maturity Level of the Technology: 9

Further studies to optimize the details of the lay-
out are needed. Fallback option: implement the
same technology as used for the STAR forward
HCal.

EMCal, forward W-Powder/SciFi calorimeter. W-Powder/SciFi calorimeter with SiPM sensors, going to be
used in sPHENIX. The optimization of the uniform light collec-
tion is still to be established. Maturity Level of the Technology:
9

Further studies to optimize the light collection.

EMCal barrel Hybrid calorimeter with front
imaging layers using AstroPix
sensors alternated with Pb/SciFi
layer followed by a set of
Pb/SciFi layers.

Innovative design. The performance and interplay between the
ECal device and the HCal located outside of the solenoid has
to be understood and established. The required technologies,
namely Pb/SciFi calorimetry (most recently: GlueX) and As-
troPix, are established. Maturity Level of the Technology: 9

Further studies to optimize performance are
needed.

EMCal backward Center equipped with PbWO4
crystals, peripheral area by
novel scintillating glass.

PbWO4 crystals: procurement uncertainties only. Scintillating
glass: the novel development specific for EIC is already well
advanced. Synergies within the EIC community exploited by the
EEEMCAL consortium. Maturity Level of the Scintillating
Glass Technology: 7

For crystals: anticipate the market survey and
purchasing. For scintillating glass, consider al-
ternative technologies as lead-glass (possibility
of material re-use).
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Table 10a. Challenges and mitigation policies for particle identification technologies.

Particle Identification

Component Technology Maturity Alternatives & Mitigation

dRICH (for-
ward), global
design

Combination of gas and aero-
gel in large acceptance focusing
RICH in magnetic field.

Two-radiator RICHs already operated in experiments (HER-
MES, LHCb). The specific radiator combination in relation
with the expected environment at EIC to be validated. Matu-
rity Level of the Technology: 9

Completion of the ongoing studies by prototyping and
test beam runs.

hpDIRC
(barrel),
global design

DIRC concept empowered by
focusing element and fine-pixel
readout.

Focusing DIRC extensively developed and confirmed by test
beam for PANDA at GSI. Principle of hpDIRC (more refined
focusing by lenses) demonstrated with optical studies. Confir-
mation of the performance of the hpDIRC needed. Maturity
Level of the Technology: 9

Completion of the ongoing studies by prototyping and
test beam runs.

pfRICH
(backward),
global design

Proximity focusing RICH with
aerogel radiator and large prox-
imity gap for fine resolution.

Proximity focusing demonstrated in various experiments (AL-
ICE, BELLE II); aerogel as RICH radiator demonstrated (HER-
MES, LHCb, BELLE II, CLAS12). Confirmation of the perfor-
mance of the pfRICH needed. Maturity Level of the Technol-
ogy: 9

Completion of the simulation studies specific to EIC.

Photosensors
by SiPMs
(for dRICH
and pfRICH)

SiPMs at low temperature (∼
−40◦ C).

The validation of the approach is via a dedicated R&D program
including the study of the dark current versus irradiation dose
and versus repeated thermal annealing cycles; SiPM selection by
characterizing devices by different providers; highly innovative
approach. Maturity Level of the Technology: 6

Continue pursuing the development of an alternative
approach by large-size MCP devices: LAPPDs; as both
the baseline choice (SiPM) and the alternative option
(LAPPD) are not established, both items require man-
agement attention, adequate support, and investment.
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Table 10b. Challenges and mitigation policies for particle identification technologies.

Particle Identification

Component Technology Maturity Alternatives & Mitigation

Photosensors
by MCP-
PMTs (for
hpDIRC)

Commercial 1-inchMPC-PMTs
(most likely by Photonis).

Challenges arise from the production rate and cost. The use
of the technology in high magnetic field that can reduce the
gain and, therefore, the time resolution needs to be confirmed.
Maturity Level of the Technology: 9

Early purchasing procedure. Further studies of per-
formance in realistic magnetic field. Fallback option:
continue pursuing the development of an alternative ap-
proach by large-size MCP devices (LAPPD).

Radiator gas
(for dRICH)

C2F6. Procurement difficulties and increasing cost because of increas-
ing usage restrictions (worldwide) related to the extremely high
Global Warming Power (GWP)). Recirculation plant required.
Maturity Level of the Technology: 7

Fallback option: Develop the approach by pressurized
Argon to replace the use of fluorocarbon gas.

Aerogel (for
dRICH and
pfRICH)

Low refractive index (1.02)
aerogel

The homogeneity and yield in the production of hydrophobic or
hydriphilic low refractive index aerogel has to be demonstrated
as well as the production rate. Maturity Level of the Technol-
ogy: 7

Develop the low refractive index aerogel together with
more than a single producer (University of Chiba, Japan,
Budker Institute, Russia, and ASPEN AEROGELS,
INC., U.S.A. where aerogel development is supported
by a SBIR grant); early purchasing.

Synthetic
fused silica
bars (for
hpDIRC)

Synthetic fused silica bars with
high precision mechanical pa-
rameters and very fine surface
polishing; re-use of BaBar ma-
terial expected.

A detailed protocol for BaBar silica bar disassembly to be es-
tablished; a protocol for barrel assembly in ATHENA needs to
be put in place. Maturity Level of the Technology: 9

Guidance from BaBar and PANDA experience.

Barrel TOF Sensors: AC-LGAD. Dedicated development, already advanced at the present time;
synergies with other proposed applications: ATLAS roman
pots for HL-LHC, LHCb upgrade, ALICE3, NA62 (CERN),
PIENUX (TRIUMF), and PAN space missions. Maturity Level
of the Technology: 8

Continue pursuing the development of an alternative
approach for PID at low momenta to complement PID
by DIRC in the barrel: R&D dedicated to a miniTPC
with sensors by GridPix technology.
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Table 11. Challenges and mitigation policies for technologies deployed in far-forward and far-backward detectors.

Far-Forward Detectors

Component Technology Maturity Alternatives & Mitigation

B0 Sensors: MAPS. ALPIDE in operation at ALICE, CERN is fore-
seen. Maturity Level of the Technology: 10

No need.

Roman
Pots, Off-
momentum
detectors

Sensors: AC-LGAD. See comments for AC-LGAD in table 10b. Consider alternative technologies as a combina-
tion of pixel (MAPS) and timing layers (DC-
LGAD).

ZDC Electromagnetic component:
W-powder/SciFi; hadronic
component: Pb/scintillator
with imaging layers by Pb/Si.

Established technologies. A cost issue can arise
if the need for a longer hadronic calorimeter is
demonstrated. Maturity Level of the Technol-
ogy: 10

Pb/SciFi is considered as alternative to Pb/Si.

Far-Backward Detectors

EMCal Radiation-hard scintillating
fibers, with quartz fibers to
SiPM sensors

Established technologies. Maturity Level of
the Technology: 10

No need.

Hodoscopes SciFi with SiPM sensors. Established technologies. Maturity Level of
the Technology: 10

No need.
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2.13 Upgrade path

Two upgrade paths are considered by ATHENA, both strictly related to ongoing R&D activities
(section 2.11): (i) improvements of the baseline detector described in this proposal by alternative
techniques offering performance or cost advantages that can become mature in the near future, and
(ii) upgrades that can be implemented after a few years of data taking, informed by the experience
gained with the initial detector configuration.

Potential Upgrades to the Baseline Detector

𝝁RWell: The use of `RWell MPGDs instead of GEMs for gaseous detectors in the endcap regions
of the central detectors is an option that can provide easier detector construction, lower material
budget, and potentially save around 25% in material cost. GEM technology, including large-size
chambers, is well established, e.g., the upgrade of the CMSmuon system. Since `RWell technology
is a more recent development, it has not yet been adopted in any experiment. This upgrade option
during the ATHENA design phase requires finalizing the R&D of this novel technology.

Photosensors: A major challenge are the photosensors for the Cherenkov-imaging PID devices.
The baseline design assumes commercial MCP-PMTs for the hpDIRC, with their associated issue
of cost. SiPMs operated at low temperature are foreseen for the dRICH and the pfRICH. So far, no
experiments deploy RICH detector readout using these photon sensors; therefore, a systematic and
detailed R&D is ongoing to establish them as single photon detectors by mitigating the challenges
posed by the high dark count rate, which increases with irradiation damage. An alternative option
offering reduced cost for the hpDIRCand a fallback solution for the dRICHand pfRICHareLAPPDs.
In spite of significant progress, pixelized versions of these detectors are not sufficiently mature,
with their field performance needing further improvement. If the ongoing efforts at universities,
laboratories and industry converge in the next few years, LAPPDs can become an attractive option
for the hpDIRC, reducing the detector cost. They also present an upgrade option for the pfRICH
in the backward endcap. Equipped with LAPPDs, this detector could provide ToF information
through the photons produced in the sensor window by the charged particles. Furthermore, they
represent a fallback option for the dRICH sensors.

Radiator Gases: A further challenge is related to the choice of radiator gas in the RICH detectors
(dRICHand pfRICH). In the baseline design the radiator gasses are fluorocarbons, gasses that exhibit
extremely high GWP. These gasses are increasingly prohibited all across the world. Where used,
complex and expensive close circulation systems are imposed and increasing procurement issues are
expected. However, RICH performance is preserved when fluorocarbons at atmospheric pressure
are replaced with argon pressurized at a few bar. The challenge is to design a vessel that allows safe
high-pressure operation while minimizing its impact on the overall detector material budget. A solid
pressurized vessel constructed with light materials would make this innovative approach possible.
It would enable eco-friendly operation of the detector, while enabling substantial decreases in cost
due to a cheaper gas and largely simplified gas system.

DAQ: In the present design of the DAQ system, FELIX boards are used both as interface between
the FEB and the commodity DAQ computers and for data aggregation. The development of a
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dedicated generic aggregation board consisting of a simplified FELIX-like design can save cost
by avoiding radiation hard components, using a less expensive FPGA, and replacing the PCIx
interface with fiber output, while maintaining the data interface, timing interface, and potential
trigger capabilities of the board.

Longer-term Upgrade Options

Possible upgrades to be introduced after the initial data taking period are briefly mentioned here.

GEM-based TRD: Space is available in theATHENAdesign to introduce aGEM-basedTransition
Radiation Detector (TRD) in front of the dRICH to provide enhanced 𝑒/𝜋 separation power in the
forward direction, if required. R&D is ongoing to establish the technology needed to construct a
large-scale detector [60, 61].

AC-LGAD ToF: A possible increase of the 𝑒/𝜋 separation power and ℎ-PID capabilities at low
momenta in the endcaps, can be achieved by introducing ToF layers by downstream of the pfRICH
and upstream or downstream of the dRICH, using the same AC-LGAD technology adopted for the
barrel.

GridPIX miniTPC: ATHENA has undertaken detailed studies of a GridPIX-based mini Time
ProjectionChamber (miniTPC) that could be installed in the barrel region at radii between 20–45 cm.
GridPIX provides spatial and energymeasurements with unprecedented fine-space granularity. This
detector would extend the identified particle reach down to 100MeV/c through dE/dx and provide
tracking information.

ZDC: The ZDC hadronic calorimeter could be improved by adding another interaction length (an
additional 17 layers), and a tail-catcher (independent readout of the final few layers) to further
improve the energy resolution for neutrons at high energies.

pHCal: A region of the pHCal close to the beam pipe has a potential upgrade path to replace
scintillation tiles with Si sensors.

Nanowire-based RPs: Superconducting nanowire particle detectors are under development for the
EIC (eRD28) and might provide an upgrade for the RP silicon sensor technology. Such detectors
will provide excellent position and time resolution, are radiation hard, and can operate in high
magnetic fields of up to 5T.

3 EIC science with ATHENA

3.1 Acceptance and performance

The primary motivation in designing ATHENA is maximizing the acceptance and performance so
that we can deliver the entire suite of EIC physics goals. In this section, we demonstrate ATHENA’s
acceptance and kinematic reach, reconstruction of physics observables, and the quality of the physics
measurements.

The kinematics of inclusive DIS processes are usually discussed in terms of 𝑥 and 𝑄2. These
quantities are reconstructed using either the scattered electron, the inclusive hadronic final state
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(defined as all remaining final state particles after excluding the electron), or a mixture of the two.
The kinematic variables𝑄2, 𝑥, and 𝑦 are related by the center-of-mass energy squared 𝑠: 𝑄2 ≈ 𝑠𝑥𝑦.
The variable 𝑦 is closely related to the scattering angle in the lepton-quark center-of-mass frame,
and thus also to the direction of the hadronic final state in the laboratory frame. Figure 22 shows the
𝑦 resolution throughout the accessible kinematic plane in 𝑥 and𝑄2 for 18 GeV electrons on 275 GeV
protons. The electron-only method performs best over most of the kinematic phase space and will
be used for Neutral Current (NC) DIS measurements at all but the lowest 𝑦 values. The ATHENA
ECal and tracker provide excellent energy and angular resolution for the scattered electron. At the
lowest 𝑦 values, the electron method resolution degrades like 1/𝑦. Here, the ability of ATHENA
to reconstruct the overall hadronic final state with good resolution can be exploited using the 𝑒 − Σ

or Double Angle (DA) methods [62], to ensure high quality measurements for 𝑦 . 0.1, leading to
high quality reconstruction at high 𝑥. In Charged Current (CC) DIS, the only available method is
Jacquet-Blondel (JB), which relies entirely on the hadronic final state. Once again, the high quality
response of ATHENA to hadrons over a wide range of [ and 𝑝𝑇 is key. The resolution with the JB
method is at the 20–30% level throughout the kinematic range.

Q
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G
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104
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x10−3 10−2 10−1 1

ep at 18 x 275 GeV

Best Reconstruction Method for y:
Electron Method
e� Method
DA Method

y Resolution:

y =
 0.95

y =
 0.01

Figure 22. Variation of the estimated ATHENA resolution on the kinematic variable, 𝑦, with 𝑥 and 𝑄2, for
the case of 18 GeV electrons colliding with 275 GeV protons. At each point in the kinematic plane, the best
performing reconstruction method is chosen and indicated by the color of the corresponding marker, while
the size of the marker indicates the magnitude of the resolution obtained (FullSim).

Figure 23 summarizes the kinematic range and binning used in simulated ATHENA data for
unpolarized e+p collisions. The kinematic range is restricted to 𝑄2 > 1 GeV2 corresponding to
the deep-inelastic regime and a region in which the ATHENA ECal and tracking detectors provide
full acceptance across the accessible 𝑥 range. The requirement 𝑦 < 0.95 is applied to ensure
sufficiently large scattered electron energies and clean electron identification conditions (figure 25)
and a further cut 𝑦 > 0.01 is made to ensure that the kinematic variables can be sufficiently well
reconstructed (figure 22). The resolution allows for five logarithmically spaced bins per decade in
𝑥 and 𝑄2. A running time of one year is assumed for each beam energy combination. Statistical
uncertainties for inclusive e+p cross sections are negligible at all but the very highest 𝑥 and 𝑄2

values. These uncertainties, however, become important for the asymmetry measurements sensitive
to spin dynamics. The systematic uncertainties are taken to be the average of the optimistic and
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Figure 23. Kinematic coverage of simulated ATHENA data for EIC running at the largest and smallest
center-of-mass energies. The positions in the kinematic plane of simulated measurements in the deep-
inelastic region with selection requirements: 𝑄2 > 1 GeV2 and 0.01 < 𝑦 < 0.95 (FullSim).

pessimistic scenarios in theYellowReport, which are compatiblewith simulations carried out to date
for the ATHENA detector. HERA experience has shown that point-to-point systematic uncertainties
vary from 1.5% to 2.5% depending on 𝑦, whilst there are overall normalisation uncertainties for
each beam energy pairing at the level of 2.5%. The inclusive NC cross section is the fundamental
ingredient of all studies of collinear parton densities at EIC, as well as underlying semi-inclusive,
exclusive, and hadronic final-state cross-section measurements.

The Missing Transverse Energy (MET) is defined as the magnitude of the vector sum of the
momentum of all final-state particles in the event. It is reconstructed using energy-flow candidates.
This quantity is used in the hadronic reconstruction methods in CC DIS (for example in the JB
method: 𝑄2 = MET2/(1 − 𝑦)). Unbiased MET reconstruction with good resolution enables CC
DIS measurements with 𝑄2 > 100GeV2. Good missing energy performance is also required for
kinematic reconstruction in NC DIS at low 𝑦. Figure 24 shows the MET resolution and bias. At
MET = 10GeV, the resolution is 15% and bias less than 10%. The hermeticity of ATHENA for all
particles (both charged and neutral hadrons, photons, and leptons) will be crucial for measurements
of low-MET events.
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Figure 24. MET resolution
(solid line) and bias (dashed line)
as a function of generated MET.
The reconstructed MET is de-
fined as the magnitude of the
vector sum of the transverse mo-
mentum of all energy-flow ob-
jects (FastSim).
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3.1.1 Electron identification

The acceptance and performance of the ATHENA backward endcap and barrel calorimeters
leads to near 100% reconstruction of electrons in most of the deep-inelastic domain. The
backward beamline instrumentation continues the coverage, albeit with lower acceptance, into the
photoproduction domain.

The kinematic range over which precision measurements can be made in NC DIS also depends
on the ability to cleanly identify scattered electrons. Assuming a selection based on a calorimeter
electromagnetic cluster associated with a charged particle track, the dominant source of misiden-
tification is from residual 𝜋−. Suppression factors have been estimated to vary from 102 to 104

depending on the electron energy and pseudorapidity. The 𝜋− rejection factors have been convoluted
with the predicted yields of electrons and pions in a PYTHIA6 simulation of NC DIS to estimate
misidentification rates. Isolation and coplanarity requirements have been applied to the scattered
electron candidates. The summed 𝐸 − 𝑝𝑧 of all detected final state particles must be compatible
with the expected value of twice the electron beam energy. Together, these requirements provide
another order of magnitude misidentification suppression. Event kinematics and topology together
with the PID subsystems can be used to further reduce the misidentification.

Figure 25 shows the results of the 𝜋− background studies as a function of the scattered
electron momentum for four different ranges in [ (PID subsystem information is not used). The
contaminations are generally largest at low momenta. The 1/𝑄4 factor in the cross section implies
that the signal electron distribution is strongly peaked towards the backward direction, whereas
the pion spectrum is relatively flat in [, such that the misidentification fractions are largest for
the most central (highest 𝑄2) electrons. The estimated 𝜋− contamination is at or below the 10%
level throughout the accessible kinematic range. This is because the minimum scattered electron
momenta that are allowed by a typical kinematic requirement (e.g., 𝑦 < 0.95) grow with 𝑄2.

3.1.2 Lepton pair invariant-mass resolution

The resolution achieved in the reconstructed invariant mass of the lepton pairs is essential to
distinguish the quarkonia excited states. For the 𝐽/𝜓, one needs to separate the 𝐽/𝜓(1𝑆) and
𝜓 ′ states and for the Υ, the three excited states Υ(1𝑆, 2𝑆, 3𝑆) need to be resolved. The different
quarkonia and their excited states provide complementary probes of the nucleon, because of their
differences in size.

Figure 26 shows the expected ATHENA 𝑒+𝑒− invariant-mass spectrum, with the three Υ

states visible. In this simulation the relative cross sections were determined by the mass difference
and their couplings to the 𝑒+𝑒− final state [63]. The three peaks are well-separated, and, owing
to the low mass in the ATHENA tracker and beampipe, only a small low-mass shoulder from
bremsstrahlung is visible.

3.1.3 Hadron and jet reconstruction

ATHENA’s calorimetry and charged particle tracking enable precision jet measurements. In the
following figures, resolution and bias are defined as RMS and mean of the difference between
reconstructed and generated values, obtained with a Gaussian fit. Figure 27 shows the resolution
and bias for the jet energy (left panel) and jet azimuthal angle (right panel) as a function of 𝐸 jet
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Figure 25. Estimated 𝜋−/𝑒 ratio in NC DIS as a function of momentum and pseudorapidity for collisions
between 10GeV electrons and 100GeV protons. The pions are rejected using the basic PID performance of
the calorimeters, in combination with event-level requirements on the total 𝐸 − 𝑝𝑧 and electron isolation.
The vertical lines indicate the minimum momenta allowed by the requirements 𝑄2 > 1 GeV2 (important in
the most backward [ range) and 𝑦 < 0.95 (important in all the other [ ranges).
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Figure 26. The simulated 𝑀𝑒𝑒
mass spectrum for exclusive pro-
duction of the three Υ states
in collisions of 18GeV elec-
trons with 275GeV protons with
100 fb−1 of integrated luminos-
ity, using the cross sections from
eSTARlight [64]. Spectra are
shown for Υ-production at mid-
rapidity (|𝑦 | < 1) and away from
mid-rapidity (|𝑦 | > 1) (Full-
Sim).

in various [jet intervals. Jets are reconstructed with the anti-𝑘𝑇 algorithm and 𝑅jet = 1.0, with
energy-flow reconstruction. The jet energy resolution is better than 10% for 𝐸 jet > 40GeV, and
the jet azimuthal angular resolution is better than 1 degree for jet energies above 25GeV. The jet
energy scale is within a few percent of unity over a wide range, except where biases originate from
thresholds and acceptance effects.

3.1.4 Displaced track and vertex performance

Momentum and angular resolutions, needed in resonance reconstruction are described in section 2.3.
Track pointing and vertex resolutions enter in heavy-quark analyses, which require geometrically
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displaced secondary decay vertices of hadrons containing a charmor beauty quark. The performance
depends on reconstructed displacements for individual tracks along, as well as orthogonal to, the
beam directions, and the combination of single tracks into vertices. The resolutions of the latter
depend on the number of tracks and their topology.

High statistics heavy-quark projections from fast simulations have been benchmarked against
full GEANT simulations. The resulting finely-binned resolutions quantifyATHENA’smeasurement
capabilities. Resolutions from full simulations are shown in figure 28, left. Charged tracks from
PYTHIA have been propagated through this response and the results combined in weighted averages
to assess the collision vertex reconstruction performance. Figure 28, right shows the primary vertex
resolution as a function of the number of tracks within the indicated ATHENA acceptance. Charged
decay-prongs originating from hadrons containing charm or beauty quarks were combined in a
similar way to obtain the secondary vertices.

The displaced-track resolutions allow good charm-jet tagging based on a displaced track-
counting algorithm, which yields a charm efficiency that ranges from 10 to 30% from 5GeV/c to
30GeV/c. The mis-tagging rate on light jets similarly varies with 𝑝𝑇 but is always below 1%.
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Figure 27. Left: relative jet energy resolution (solid lines) and jet energy scale (dashed lines) for various
pseudorapidity intervals. Right: jet azimuthal angular resolution (solid lines) and bias (dashed lines) for
various pseudorapidity intervals (FastSim).

3.2 Origin of spin and 3-D nucleon imaging

3.2.1 Spin structure of the nucleon via polarised inclusive DIS

Understanding the spin of the proton is one of the central pillars of the EIC physics program.
Historically this question has been approached through the helicity-dependent collinear quark and
gluon distributions in the proton, following the spin sum rule:

1
2
=
1
2
ΔΣ + Δ𝐺 + 𝐿𝑄 + 𝐿𝐺 , (3.1)

where ΔΣ, Δ𝐺 and 𝐿𝑄, 𝐿𝐺 are the contributions from the quark/anti-quark helicity, the gluon
helicity, and their angular momenta, respectively. Data from fixed-target polarized lepton DIS
experiments and polarized proton-proton experiments that provide ΔΣ, Δ𝐺 have jointly probed the
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Figure 28. Left: single charged track distance-of-closest-approach resolution orthogonal to the beam axis
(FullSim). Right: primary vertex resolution as a function of charged track multiplicity along and orthogonal
to the beam axes for DIS events within the indicated detector acceptance (FastSim).

helicity distributions in the range 0.005 < 𝑥 < 0.6. EIC precision measurements, with a kinematic
coverage down to 𝑥 ∼ 10−4, will lead to a unprecedented knowledge of nucleon spin structure and
a benchmark for lattice QCD calculations.

The basic ingredient of these studies is the double spin asymmetry 𝐴𝐿𝐿 , which can be mea-
sured in inclusive NC DIS data (figure 23). Figure 29 (left) shows the absolute size of the DIS
inclusive asymmetry 𝐴𝐿𝐿 based on fits from the JAM collaboration [65] evaluated over the wide
𝑥 and 𝑄2 ATHENA acceptance for 18GeV electrons colliding with 275GeV protons. Figure 29
(right) compares the projected 𝐴𝐿𝐿 uncertainties with the absolute size of the asymmetry at three
representative 𝑄2 values for an integrated luminosity of 10 fb−1, where this observable becomes
limited by the systematic uncertainties at low 𝑄2.
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x x
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ep  18 x 275 GeV

Figure 29. Left: predicted DIS inclusive double-spin asymmetry 𝐴𝐿𝐿 for 18GeV electrons colliding
with 275GeV protons based on fits from the JAM collaboration, in 𝑥 and 𝑄2 intervals corresponding to
the simulated ATHENA acceptance. Right: projected uncertainties (statistical and systematic) at three
representative 𝑄2 values for an integrated luminosity of 10 fb−1, where this observable is limited by the
systematic uncertainties at low 𝑄2 (FastSim).

Figure 30 shows the impact of ATHENA inclusive pseudodata constrainingΔΣ andΔ𝐺 through
a new global fit by the DSSV collaboration [66, 67]. As indicated in the figure, the uncertainty on
the gluon helicity is significantly reduced in the small-𝑥 region. In ref. [68] the impact of systematic
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Figure 30. Impact of DIS inclusive 𝐴𝑝
𝐿𝐿
pseudodata from ATHENA on the understanding of the proton spin,

as expressed through helicity distributions at 𝑄2 = 10 GeV2 in the DSSV14 fitting framework (FastSim).
Left: singlet quark helicity distribution. Right: gluon helicity distribution. The outermost bands correspond
to the uncertainties in DSSV14. The inner bands show the results of including simulated ATHENA data at
different center-of-mass energy combinations, as indicated.

uncertainties on the determinations of the helicity PDFs has been investigated. A 1.5% and a very
conservative 5% uncorrelated systematic uncertainty has been integrated in the fit. Sources of fully
correlated systematic uncertainties, such as measurements of the beam polarizations, which are
likely to dominate uncertainties at an EIC, only lead to a scale uncertainty in spin asymmetries but
do not change the significance of the measurement. An uncorrelated systematic uncertainty of <
5% has a tolerable impact.

Spin structure of the nucleon via polarised semi-inclusive DIS. The ATHENA particle identi-
fication subsystems enable unique capabilities to delineated the quark and anti-quark contributions
to ΔΣ by flavor. The sensitivity to the flavor of the struck parton in SIDIS requires the measurement
of different identified hadron species in electron collision with various polarized light ion beams.

Figure 31 shows 𝐴𝐾±
𝐿𝐿
and its uncertainties at different

√
𝑠 compared to current uncertainties

from helicity PDFs [67]. The pseudodata uncertainties account for the purities and efficiencies of
the ATHENA PID detectors, which have been determined to be generally above 90% and above
80%, respectively. The possibility to measure at different

√
𝑠 allows a better determination of

sea-quark helicities down to ∼ 10−4 and up to ∼ 1 in 𝑥 in a wide 𝑄2-range. In particular, these
measurements will clarify whether the sea-quark polarizations, especially for strange quarks, are
non-vanishing in that limit.

Double spin asymmetries in charmproduction enable accessing the gluon polarization in a com-
plementary way to the scaling violation of the inclusive structure function 𝑔1. In the EIC kinematics,
10–15% of the inclusive DIS cross section will be from the production of charm-quark pairs. These
pairs probe the shape of the gluon density of the nucleon at large 𝑥, at an effective scale determined
by the charm mass. Theoretical uncertainties due to higher order corrections have been studied and
HERA e+p data show good agreement with QCD expectations (see, e.g., ref. [70]). Several impact
studies of the EICs measurement have been performed to-date [71–74]. Excellent displaced vertex
resolution is essential in achieving a large signal-to-background ratio in these measurements.
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Figure 31. Projected statistical and systematic uncertainties for 𝐴𝐿𝐿 for charged kaons. The curves are
based on DSSV helicity PDFs [67] combined with DSS FFs [69]. The bands reflect only the helicity
PDF uncertainties. Left: the expected results for 15.5 fb−1 of 18GeV electrons colliding with 275GeV
protons. Right: results combining pseudodata from 5GeV electrons colliding with 41 and 100GeV protons,
10GeV electrons colliding with 100GeV and 275GeV protons, and 18GeV electrons colliding with 275GeV
protons. The uncertainties of the individual datasets were scaled to the dataset with 18GeV electrons
colliding with 275GeV protons assuming equal data taking time for each center-of-mass-energy. Pseudodata
with 𝑄2 > 1GeV2, 𝑧 > 0.2, 𝑦 > 0.01 and a depolarization factor 𝐷 (𝑦) > 0.1 were selected. Purities and
efficiencies of the PID detectors have been taken into account. Systematic uncertainties were estimated to be
3% point-to-point and 2% scale uncertainty based on previous experience and the simulated PID performance
of ATHENA. These results show a significant impact of the projected dataset, in particular, on the sea-quark
helicity distributions and a constraining power over the entire 𝑥 range (FastSim).
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Figure 32. Projections for the
spin asymmetry 𝐴𝑐1 ∼ 𝑔𝑐1/𝐹

𝑐
1 in

𝑒 + 𝑝 → 𝑒′ + 𝐷0 + 𝑋 for an in-
tegrated luminosity of 100 fb−1

and longitudinal polarizations of
80% (70%) for the electron (pro-
ton) beams. The points are
shown at the 𝑥 and 𝑄2 values
of the measurement, indicated
by the horizontal scale and the
vertical scale on the left, respec-
tively. The bars indicate the
size of the statistical uncertain-
ties and follow the vertical scale
on the right. The bands de-
note the different energy combi-
nations (FastSim).

Pioneering measurements in the photo-production regime have been performed by the COM-
PASS collaboration at CERN [75]. More recently, the formalism for Next-to-Leading Order (NLO)
perturbative QCD for such measurements in the DIS regime has become available [76] and an
impact study has been performed for future measurements at the EIC [74]. Figure 32 shows the
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projected uncertainties for the spin asymmetry 𝐴𝑐1 ∼ 𝑔𝑐1/𝐹
𝑐
1 in polarized 𝑒 + 𝑝 → 𝑒′ + 𝐷0 + 𝑋

using the ATHENA baseline response for topological reconstruction of the 𝐷0 meson through the
𝐷0 → 𝐾 + 𝜋 decay channel.
Alternative techniques could be by invariant-mass reconstruction of three-prong 𝐷∗+ decay,

single displaced 𝐾 tag, or by means of the significance of the signed displacement of charged
particle tracks. These have not been explicitly studied for this proposal.

3.2.2 3-D parton imaging with hadrons

Because of confinement, partons can have momenta in the transverse plane perpendicular to their
parent hadron momenta. The best studied TMD is the 𝑓 𝑞1 (𝑥, 𝑘𝑇 ) for an unpolarized quark, carrying
longitudinal, 𝑥, and transverse, 𝑘𝑇 , momenta. At small 𝑘𝑇 ∼ Λ𝑄𝐶𝐷 , 𝑓 𝑞1 is a non-perturbative func-
tion that can only be determined by fitting to experimental data. High precision datawith a large lever
arm in 𝑄2 are needed over a wide range in 𝑥 to determine the non-pertubative part of the evolution.
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Figure 33. Left: projected uncertainties for the unpolarized cross sections measured with ATHENA
compared with uncertainties of the PV17 TMD PDF extraction [77] (grey dots). Over a significant part of the
phase space the total uncertainty on the ATHENA pseudodata is dominated by the assumed 2% systematic
point-to-point and 3% scale uncertainty, whereas the theory uncertainties are dominated by the poorly known
TMD evolution. The different colors represent the different energy combinations. The size of the markers
show the uncertainties of the corresponding datasets. At each point the data and theory relative uncertainties
are shown where the data has the relative highest impact. Right: projected Sivers asymmetries extracted from
ATHENA pseudodata compared to projections from the Pavia extraction [78] for charged pions. Pseudodata
with 𝑄2 > 1.0GeV2, 0.2 < 𝑧 < 0.7, 𝑦 > 0.05, 𝑞𝑇 /𝑄 < 1.0 were selected. The ATHENA data will be
powerful in constraining the shape of this TMD as well as its evolution. The uncertainties of the individual
datasets were scaled to 100 fb−1 of 10GeV electron collisions with 275GeV protons assuming equal data
taking time for each center-of-mass-energy. Based on previous experience, we assumed 2% point-to-point
uncertainty and 1.5% scale uncertainty (FastSim).

At leading twist, there are eight TMDs covering all combinations of parton and hadron po-
larizations. The most prominent polarized TMD is the Sivers function, 𝑓 ⊥ 𝑞1𝑇 , for an unpolarized
parton 𝑞 in a transversely polarized hadron. Current extractions of the Sivers function are based on
data with large uncertainties and covering a small part of the phase space. Consequently, the 𝑘𝑇
and 𝑥 dependences of the sea-quarks are poorly constrained. The non-perturbative contribution to
the evolution of the Sivers function at low 𝑘𝑇 is driven by the same poorly known non-pertubative
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evolution as 𝑓 𝑞1 . Figure 33 shows the uncertainties for the unpolarized cross sections (left) projected
for ATHENA compared with uncertainties of the PV17 TMD PDF extraction [77]. Over a signifi-
cant part of the𝑄2-𝑥 coverage at different center-of-mass-energies the ATHENA total uncertainties
are dominated by the assumed systematic 2% point-to-point and 3% scale uncertainty. The right
plot shows the projected Sivers asymmetries extracted from ATHENA pseudodata compared to
projections from the Pavia extraction [78] for charged pions. Data with 𝑄2 > 1.0, 0.2 < 𝑧 < 0.7,
𝑦 > 0.01, 𝑞𝑇 /𝑄 < 1.0were selected. The ATHENA data will be powerful in constraining the shape
of this TMD as well as its evolution as is clearly seen from the vanishing ATHENA uncertainties
compared to the current theory uncertainties.

3.2.3 3-D parton imaging with heavy flavor and jets

Jets are excellent proxies for partons, especially in the clean environment ofDIS, so they are powerful
probes for TMDs in a nucleon. For example, measurements of electron-jet pairs in DIS probe quark
TMD PDFs without convolution with TMD fragmentation functions [79, 80]. Similarly, dĳets in
DIS probe gluon TMD PDFs and offer a very promising way to constrain the magnitude of the gluon
Sivers function over a wide kinematic range [81]. In diffractive DIS, dĳet-proton correlations probe
the Wigner function [82]—the ultimate goal for nucleon imaging studies. While measurements of
TMDs were highlighted in the NAS study and EICWhite Paper, the potential of their measurements
with jets had not been fully explored by the time the EIC White Paper was written.

ATHENA’s precision, acceptance, and particle ID performance enable high quality mea-
surements of jets and their substructures. The novel barrel ECal also helps hadronic final state
measurements. Combined with the excellent tracking resolution enabled by the 3T magnetic field,
ATHENA will make precise energy flow and hadron-in-jet measurements. The key requirement
to probe TMDs with jets is the resolution to probe small values of lepton-jet (dĳet) momentum
imbalance (𝑞𝑇 ); which is driven by jet energy and angle resolution. To access the TMD regime,
the 𝑞T value should be small relative to the total jet (dĳet) 𝑝𝑇 and 𝑄 of the event.

Figure 34 shows the projected performance for the lepton-jet Sivers asymmetry (left), and di-
charm Sivers asymmetry (right) measured with D0 and charm jet pairs. These illustrate ATHENA
measurements with sensitivity to (anti-) quark and gluon TMD PDFs, respectively. The purity is de-
fined as the ratio of the number of events where the reconstructed and generated values of 𝑞𝑇 /𝑝jet𝑇 are
in the same bin to the number of all events reconstructed in that bin. The purity is found to be more
than 50% for the bin widths shown, ensuring reasonable corrections for the asymmetries and unfold-
ing for the unpolarized e+p baseline. The theory predictions and uncertainties are taken from [83].

Fragmentation function, or hadron-in-jet, measurements generalize SIDIS by providing an
additional axis (the jet axis as well as the 𝛾∗ axis), which can be used to probe TMD PDFs and
TMD FFs in an independent and controlled way [83]. For example, by fixing the 𝑝𝑇 of the jet with
respect to the photon axis while varying the 𝑝𝑇 of the hadrons with respect to the jet axis, decouples
those effects and offers great flexibility to constrain TMDs and their evolution [84]. ATHENA’s
precision calorimetry, tracking, and PID capabilities enable good energy flow reconstruction and
are crucial for these measurements.

Performance requirements for fragmentation functions are similar to those for jet correlations
accessing TMDs. However, fragmentation function measurements also require excellent PID over
the entire 𝑥, 𝑧, 𝑄2 phase space. Figure 35 shows the projected precision for hadron-in-jet Collins
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Figure 34. Left: sensitivity for lepton-jet Sivers asymmetry (FastSim). Right: sensitivity for di-charm
Sivers asymmetry. These are representative examples of measurements probing (sea) quark TMDs and gluon
TMDs, respectively (FastSim).

asymmetry measurements, which probe quark transversity, TMD fragmentation functions, and
TMD evolution. This measurement is representative of an entire class of possible jet substructure
measurements.
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Figure 35. Projection for
hadron-in-jet Collins asymme-
try measurement for charged pi-
ons, kaons and protons. This
is representative of the class of
jet substructure measurements
(FastSim).

3.2.4 Transverse spatial imaging of quarks and gluons

Deeply virtual Compton scattering (DVCS, 𝛾∗𝑁 → 𝑁 ′𝛾) and timelike Compton scattering (TCS,
𝛾𝑁 → 𝑁 ′𝛾∗ → 𝑁 ′ℓ+ℓ−) are among the most discussed exclusive reactions, allowing the extraction
of Generalized PartonDistribution (GPD) functions. ATHENA is designed especially to reconstruct
the entire final state with superior precision. In DVCS, a virtual photon is exchanged in the scattering
with its virtuality well in the perturbative regime (𝑄2 > 1GeV2) and a high-energy real photon is
emitted. Conversely, in TCS, a real photon absorbed by a quark causes the emission of a virtual
photon, which decays into a lepton pair.

Experimentally, the main distinction between the spacelike and timelike regimes is whether the
scattered electron is detected, and whether it is the real photon or the lepton pair which is detected
at mid-rapidity.
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Exclusive reactions challenge detector designs in multiple ways, and acceptance is key. Ac-
ceptance in 𝑥 can be mapped to acceptance in final state rapidity. Resolution and PID for 𝜋0, 𝛾, and
leptons are critical to eliminate the background from other final states and good forward acceptance
for nucleons and photons is also crucial.

DVCS and TCS give access to chiral-even GPDs, which are important for the extraction of
information on nucleon tomography and the Energy-Momentum Tensor (EMT). DVCS and TCS
have complementary sensitivity to the different Compton form factors, which parametrize the cross
sections and asymmetries and are a stepping stone towards determining GPDs. Therefore, a good
capability in measuring both DVCS and TCS by an EIC experiment will be crucial for the partonic
imaging program. The EIC Yellow Report section 8.4.1-4 [2] identify the acceptance requirements
for the forward-scattered coherent proton in a DVCS or TCS event. An accurate |𝑡 | measurement in
a very wide range (|𝑡min | ∼ 0.03GeV2 up to |𝑡 | ∼ 1.6GeV2) is required for a good extraction of the
impact parameter distributions via Fourier transform, without affecting the precision of the extracted
partonic densities. In ATHENA, such protons will be measured by the far-forward detectors (RPs
and B0 tracker). The reconstruction of |𝑡 | in a DVCS event with the far-forward proton spectrometer
is shown in figure 36. For intermediate ion beam energies, a small gap in |𝑡 | is caused by a small
acceptance mismatch between the B0 spectrometer and the RPs. This gap is intrinsic to the IR
design and does not significantly affect the quality of extracting the |𝑡 |-slope. The acceptance and
momentum resolution of the far-forward detectors allow for an accurate |𝑡 | reconstruction (figure 36),
which translates into the capability of pinpointing different |𝑡 |-slopes and discriminate among the
theoretical models, some of which assume an exponential dependence [85–87] and others a dipole-
like dependence [88–90]. Figure 37 shows the event-by-event difference between the generated and
reconstructed photon angle, which is directly related to the angular resolution of the ECal. For most
DVCS events, the difference between the generated and reconstructed photon angle is well below 17
mrad, the minimum angular divergence between two decay photons of a 𝜋0 (EIC Yellow Report [2],
section 8.4.1). This will ensure strong suppression of the 𝜋0 background to the DVCS process.

At EIC kinematics, the TCS cross section is suppressed by two orders of magnitude compared
to the experimentally indistinguishable Bethe-Heitler (BH) process. Spin asymmetries, sensitive to
the interference between the BH and TCS amplitudes, recover the sensitivity to GPDs. ATHENA
detection capabilities are excellent for the extraction of Beam-Spin Asymmetry (BSA) in the TCS
process, as can be seen from figure 38, which shows the generated and reconstructed BSA plotted as
a function of Trento 𝜙. Agreement is excellent, within the statistical uncertainties. The TCS proton
detection capabilities of ATHENA are identical to those for DVCS. The 𝑒+𝑒− pair from the decay
of the virtual photon in TCS is produced at central rapidity, for which ATHENA has near perfect
acceptance and efficiency. The exclusivity of TCS will be ensured in cases where the scattered
electron is outside of the acceptance of the ATHENA central detector through cuts on the missing
mass distribution. The detection of the scattered electron in the far-backward subsystems will
further refine the exclusivity of the sample and suppress backgrounds in this part of the phase space.
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Figure 36. The |𝑡 | distribution of DVCS events in
e+p collisions from theE𝑝ICMonteCarloGener-
ator (black line) for 10GeV electron and 100GeV
proton beam energies, is compared with the re-
constructed distribution (blue circles) (FullSim).
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Figure 37. Difference between the generated and
reconstructed angle of the produced real photon
in a DVCS event simulated in e+p collisions for
the 10GeV electron and 100GeV proton beam
energies (FullSim).
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Figure 38. Beam-spin asymmetry 𝐴𝐿𝑈 ex-
tracted from generated (black squares) and
reconstructed (red circles) data as a func-
tion of 𝜙Trento in polarized e+p collisions
of 5GeV electrons and 41GeV protons
with statistical uncertainties corresponding
to ∼ 0.3 fb−1. The data show the kine-
matic bin of 1.5 < 𝑄 ′ < 2GeV, 0.025
< 𝜏 < 0.05 and 45𝑜 < \ < 135𝑜, where
𝑄 ′ is the invariant mass of the lepton pair,
which provides the hard scale in the process,
𝜏 = 𝑄 ′2/(𝑠 − 𝑚2𝑝) is the equivalent of 𝑥 for
TCS and \ is the angle between a produced
lepton and the scattered proton (FullSim).

3.3 Origin of mass

3.3.1 Gravitational gluonic form factors through DVMP on nucleons

The origin of the proton mass can be traced back to QCD [91] through the breaking of scale
invariance due to quantum effects, giving rise to a non-zero trace of the EMT known as the trace
anomaly. Since the proton’s constituents are either massless (gluons) or near-massless (quarks), one
needs to account for the motion of quarks and gluons. However, they still comes short to account
for the proton’s total mass. A remaining contribution related to the fundamental origin of mass is
needed, namely a fraction of the trace anomaly, an essential ingredient to understand the origin of
mass [92–95]. Other interpretations of the mass decomposition have been put forward [96, 97].
One important goal of the ATHENA detector is to enable measurements to probe the trace anomaly
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and determine the proton mass radius in the photo- and electro-production of heavy quarkonia
near-threshold [98–105]. A number of other physics topics can also be accessed, including color
correlations [106], Υ− 𝑝 scattering lengths [107], and, by studying the𝑄2 dependence of exclusive
production, and saturation [108]. Short of performing elastic scattering using a beam of 𝐽/𝜓s and
Υs to determine the gravitational gluonic form factors, the next best option is amulti-prong approach
through DVMP and DVCS. We demonstrate ATHENA’s performance for 3-D gluon transverse spa-
tial density profiles using 𝐽/𝜓-DVMP, along with the |𝑡 | dependence ofΥ production near threshold.

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2
)2-t (GeV

4−10

3−10

2−10

1−10

1

)
-2

/d
t (

nb
 G

eV
σd

 Productionψ Exclusive J/
 (10GeV on 100 GeV)-110 fb

 < 0.025V0.016 < x
2 < 39 GeV2

V + M2 < Q224 GeV

Full Simulation
Exponential fit
Fit envelope

Figure 39. Left: exclusive 𝐽/𝜓 differential production cross section in the 𝑒+𝑒− decay channel for 0.016
< 𝑥𝑉 < 0.025 and 24GeV2 < 𝑄2 + 𝑀2

𝑉
< 39GeV2. The blue central curve is an exponential fit to the

pseudodata, while the green outer curves show the extremes of various extrapolation scenarios outside of
the measured range (FullSim). Right: the corresponding 𝑏𝑇 and 𝑥𝑉 dependence of the extracted gluon
transverse profiles, multiplied with the gluon PDF from CT14 [109], for the same bin in 𝑄2 + 𝑀2

𝑉
. The

blue band shows the statistical uncertainty, while the green band shows the total uncertainty, including the
extrapolation uncertainty of the Fourier transform (FullSim).

3.3.2 3-D gluon spatial imaging / GPDs via J/𝝍 and 𝚼

Photo- and electro-production of quarkonia are important probes of nuclear structure, sensitive
to gluon densities and transverse positions in nucleons and nuclei (GPDs) [2, 4]. A key goal
is to determine transverse gluon density profiles in the proton at different 𝑥. This is achieved
by measuring, at large

√
𝑠 and large 𝑄2, the elastic electro-production differential cross section

𝑑𝜎/𝑑𝑡 of 𝐽/𝜓 and Υ. A further method to extract the same gluon density profile is through DVCS
measurements over a wide range of 𝑄2. Figure 39 (left) shows the acceptance-corrected result
of such a measurement for 𝐽/𝜓 electro-production in a single bin of 𝑥𝑉 = (𝑄2 + 𝑀2

𝑉
)/(2𝑃·𝑞)1

and 𝑄2 + 𝑀2
𝑉
. This can be related to an average gluon impact parameter distribution through a

Fourier transform of the 𝑡-dependence, assuming various scenarios to extrapolate 𝑡 outside of the
measured region. The ATHENA detector has excellent acceptance for the vector meson decay
leptons and the scattered electron over the full kinematic range of interest. For this measurement,
good 𝑡-acceptance in the far-forward detectors is crucial to minimize the systematic uncertainty

1This is the DVMP equivalent of Bjorken-x.
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Figure 40. Left: the projected uncertainty of the total and differential (insertion) cross sections of Υ(1S)
near-threshold for photoproduction and electroproduction (𝑄2 < 1GeV2) in e+p collisions via the 𝑒+𝑒− decay
channel. Two model predictions [64, 107] of the near threshold differential d𝜎/dt are also shown (FullSim).
Right: the trace anomaly contribution to the protonmass in Ji’s decomposition according to [110, 111] and ref-
erences therein. Green and red points correspond to 10 fb−1 and 100 fb−1 integrated luminosity, respectively,
and are offset from each other. The band is the result of a recent lattice QCD calculation [112] (FullSim).

related to this extrapolation. Figure 39 (right) shows the results for this Fourier transform for a slice
of 𝑄2 + 𝑀2

𝑉
as a function of 𝑥𝑉 and the impact parameter 𝑏𝑇 .

3.3.3 Near-threshold 𝚼 production

Measurement of 𝑑𝜎/𝑑𝑡 of Υ production near threshold may help determine the gravitational form
factors of the nucleon. The main requirements are good acceptance over the entire rapidity range,
good mass resolution to separate the three Υ states [2], and good 𝑡-resolution. The latter can be
measured by either observing the outgoing proton (andmeasuring 𝑡 = (𝑝′proton−𝑝proton)2), or bymea-
suring both the photonmomentum and theΥmomentum. The photonmomentum can be determined
if the outgoing electron is observed; this requires that the photon has a non-zero𝑄2. These methods
require precise measurements of the outgoing electron and/or proton momenta, but they are limited
by the momentum spread of the electron and proton beams. Good mass resolution (< 100MeV) is
necessary to be able to separate the three Υ states (see figure 26). It is also necessary to be able to
cleanly select Υ production events. This requires good lepton identification, and good momentum
resolution to be able to reject the continuum 𝛾 → ℓ+ℓ−, as well as large solid angle coverage.

Figure 40 (left) shows the performance achieved by ATHENA with full reconstruction in the
near-threshold measurement of Υ(1𝑆) differential (insert) and total cross section in a region never
accessed before. While 100 fb−1 showcases the full impact of the EIC high luminosity for this
process, 10 fb−1 is considered for the early running impact. Figure 40 (right) shows the constrains
on the anomaly contribution to the proton mass in a model-dependent approach [110, 111] for
integrated luminosies of 10 fb−1 and 100 fb−1 together with prior data in 𝐽/𝜓-production and a
recent lattice evaluation [112]. The excellent PID performance of ATHENA for both electron and
muon decay pairs of the Υ was accounted for in these projections.
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3.4 Gluons in nucleons and nuclei

3.4.1 Collinear parton distributions in nucleons and nuclei

The basic NC cross section data illustrated in figure 23, together with their CC counterparts,
comprise themain ingredients ofDGLAP-basedfits to extract the collinear parton distributions of the
proton. Because of the integrated luminosities and the kinematic coverage at intermediate-to-large
𝑄2 and high-𝑥, data from the EIC will complement existing world data in the PDF fits in key ways.
Charm production at the EIC will provide further constraints. Figure 41 illustrates how inclusive
DIS measurements in ATHENA will constrain the high-𝑥 region, by showing the improvement
relative to HERA-PDF2.0 [113] and MHST20 [114]; the ATHENA detector performance at the
lowest 𝑦 (see section 3.1.1) is key.
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Figure 41. Impact of ATHENA on the collinear parton distributions of the proton at high-𝑥. (a-c) Impact of
ATHENA data when added to (DIS / HERA only) proton PDF fits [115], HERAPDF2.0 [113], showing the
gluon, and the up and down valence quarks. (d) Impact of ATHENA data on the up valence density when
added to an example global fit, MSHT20 [114], which includes LHC data to constrain high-𝑥. Profiling in
the xFitter framework is used.

As the world’s first e+A collider, the EIC will explore nuclear structure at an unprecedented
level of detail up to the heaviest nuclei. ATHENA will measure nuclear PDFs (nPDFs), or nuclear
modification ratios, which encode the deviations of nPDFs from simple scaling of nucleon PDFs
with atomic mass 𝐴. The sensitivity to non-linear QCD effects in inclusive DIS is closely related to
the precision and kinematic acceptance of the nuclear modification ratios proposed to be measured
by ATHENA.
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Figure 42. Relative uncertainties of the nuclear modification ratios based on fits to simulated ATHENA e+p
and e+Au pseudodata, compared with EPPS16 [116]. Gluon density (top), sea up quark density (middle)
and valence up quark density (bottom). The vertical lines indicate the minimum 𝑥 values of the data entering
the fits for the proton (left) and nucleus (right).

The impact of ATHENA on nuclear PDFs has been studied in the xFitter framework [115].
Pseudodata from ATHENA only are used as input to fits in which the PDFs evolve according to the
NLODGLAP equations, with minimum𝑄2 = 3.5 GeV2, and a parameterization at the starting scale
taken from the HERA2PDF studies. Figure 42 shows the results for the pivotal case of the gluon
density, as well as the sea and valence up quark densities. The low-𝑥 precision on the gluon density
is ∼ 5% for protons and 10% for gold. The ATHENA-only projections for the nuclear modification
ratio are compared with the precision of a representative current global fit, EPPS16 [116], which
includes data from fixed target DIS and Drell-Yan experiments, hard processes in p+A collisions at
the LHC and 𝜋0 data from PHENIX. The precision on the gluon for 𝑥 ∼ 0.1 is improved by around
a factor of two when using ATHENA data. The minimum 𝑥 of data points included in the EPPS16
fit is 0.008, whereas in the ATHENA fits it is approximately 0.001. ATHENA measurements will
constrain the nuclear gluon density with a precision of approximately 10%.

Inclusive DIS data can be complemented at the EIC by SIDIS production of heavy flavor pairs,
that are sensitive to the gluon density and its shape through photon-gluon fusion. The large 𝑥-range
explored at the EIC should allow for testing current understanding of gluon shadowing at 𝑥 � 0.1,
and exploring anti-shadowing at 𝑥 ∼ 0.1 and further suppression at 𝑥 > 0.3 (the “gluonic EMC
effect”).
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Figure 43. The reduced charm cross section 𝜎𝑐�̄�𝑟 (left) and corresponding structure function 𝐹𝑐�̄�2 (right)
in intervals in Bjorken-𝑥 for different values of 𝑄2 from PYTHIA simulations and ATHENA response for
𝑒 + 𝑝 → 𝑒′ + 𝐷0 + 𝑋 at the indicated center-of-mass energies for an integrated luminosity of 10 fb−1. The
vertical values for different 𝑄2 values are scaled as indicated (FastSim).

Figure 43 shows the projected uncertainties for reduced charm cross section, 𝜎𝑐�̄�𝑟 , and the cor-
responding structure function 𝐹𝑐�̄�2 , measured via topological reconstruction of the 𝐷

0 meson. The
detector response includes particle-identification, momentum and single-track pointing resolutions,
and primary vertex resolution in the topological reconstruction of 𝐷0 → 𝐾+𝜋 decays guided by fast
andGEANT-based simulations. The selection criteria correspond to those in ref. [73] and include the
transverse displacement of the 𝐷0 meson, a criterion on its direction, and the displacement between
the 𝐾 and 𝜋 tracks. The uncertainties are up to 40% better than those in [73] owing to ATHENA’s
acceptance and performance. Commensurate improvement and impact should be expected from
e+A collisions via D0 topological reconstruction and from other decay channels and techniques [72].

3.4.2 Gluon saturation

An exciting opportunity for discovery at the EIC is in the gluon density distribution at small x.
It has been predicted that at sufficiently high gluon density, the number of gluons must saturate
in order to preserve unitarity of the cross section. In heavy nuclei, the gluon distributions of
neighboring nucleons overlap, putting the saturation region within experimental reach. ATHENA’s
large acceptance and superb reconstruction of charged particles, neutrals, and jets provides excellent
sensitivity to predicted saturation effects.

Di-hadron correlations. In SIDIS production of two back-to-back charged hadrons from electron-
nucleus collisions, the azimuthal angle differenceΔ𝜙 allows to probe theWeizsäcker-Williams gluon
TMD [117–120]. The away-side peak in the di-hadron Δ𝜙 correlation is sensitive to the back-to-
back jets produced after the collision. When non-linear QCD effects set in, the away-side peak
gets decorrelated. Figure 44 depicts the predicted suppression as function of 𝑥𝑔 through J𝑒𝐴𝑢 , the
relative yield of correlated back-to-back hadron pairs in e+Au collisions compared to e+p collisions
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Figure 44. J𝑒𝐴𝑢 representing the
suppression of the away-side peak
in di-hadron and dĳet production.
For di-hadron production the blue
curve shows the baseline without
saturation effects using the CTEQ
nPDFs [121], the red curve shows the
projected effect from the saturation
model in ref. [119]. In black the
projected uncertainties for dĳet
away-side suppression are shown.
While di-hadrons will be a sensitive
probe for saturation at ATHENA with
reach to low 𝑥𝑔, dĳets are restricted
to 𝑥𝑔 above about 10−2 (FastSim).

scaled down by A 13 (the number of nucleons at a fixed impact parameter). In absence of collective
nuclear effects in the pair production cross section, J𝑒𝐴𝑢 ∼ 1, as is seen for jets and simulations with
only accounting for effects due to nPDFs. While J𝑒𝐴𝑢 < 1 signifies suppression of the di-hadron
correlations. The quality of the ATHENA di-hadron measurement is illustrated by the uncertainties,
shown as the vertical bars.

Exclusive vector meson production in e+A. Coherent diffractive vector meson production off
heavy nuclei has been considered as one of the golden measurements at the EIC. It offers a clean
measurement of the gluon spatial distribution in nuclei. By using the lever arm in beam energy,
𝑄2, and different VM species, this measurement will be a promising experimental probe to the
saturation dynamics. In hard diffractive e+A events, exclusive vector meson production and DVCSs
are the only processes that allow to determine 𝑡. Except for very light nuclei, the scattered nucleus,
A′, stays within the beam envelope and cannot be observed directly; exclusive processes allow to
derive the A′ kinematics from the rest of the event.

The measurement of the gluon spatial distribution requires a precise determination of the
momentum transfer |𝑡 | in coherent vector meson production. High precision |𝑡 | measurements
require high-resolution reconstruction of the scattered electron and the final-state vector meson
decay products. This is provided by ATHENA’s excellent tracking performance in its 3 T field in
conjunctionwith high-resolution electromagnetic calorimetry in the backward region. Furthermore,
a high-purity coherent sample is needed, where the main physics background of large incoherent
productions can be suppressed by vetoing the nuclear breakups using the Far-Forward (FF) region
detectors [122]. Sufficient suppression of the incoherent background to a level lower than all
three minima of the reconstructed coherent |𝑡 | distribution is assumed in the following. To reduce
electron and ion beam effects such as angular divergence and momentum spread, which can impact
the resolution of the |𝑡 | reconstruction, one can remove these effects by an improved |𝑡 | reconstruction
method [2], known as “Method L”, which is used below.

For our studies we have chosen the 𝑒+Au→ 𝑒′+Au′+𝜙 process since it is the most challenging
to measure. Figure 45 left shows the differential d𝜎/d|𝑡 | distribution of coherent production of
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𝜙 mesons in e+Au collisions at 18 × 110GeV. The plot on the right shows the corresponding 𝑡
resolution, 𝛿𝑡/𝑡, as a function of 𝑡. These |𝑡 | resolutions, on the order of 10–20% at low |𝑡 | and 5%
at higher |𝑡 |, enable ATHENA to measure the minima positions of the diffractive shape in the |𝑡 |
distribution. Resolving these structures is the key to measuring gluon GPDs in nuclei.
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Figure 45. Left: differential |𝑡 | distribution of diffractive 𝜙-mesons in e+Au collisions of 18GeV electron
beams with 110GeV Au beams. Distributions of the coherent differential cross section from the Sartre
event generator and its reconstruction with ATHENA (“Method L”) are shown. Right: the corresponding |𝑡 |
resolutions versus the generated |𝑡 | (FastSim).

3.4.3 Properties of cold nuclear matter

The precision and control over initial kinematics at the EIC, together with the large
√
𝑠 range, high

luminosity, and capability to collide a wide range of nuclei enable an unprecedented exploration of
the properties of nuclear matter.
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Figure 46. Azimuthal angle be-
tween jet (𝑅jet = 1.0) and the
scattered electron. The vertical
bars show statistical uncertain-
ties, while the band represents
the estimated 4% point-to-point
systematic uncertainty. This as-
sumes a jet-energy scale uncer-
tainty of 1%. Theory curves are
taken from ref. [79] (FastSim).

For example, jet production in DIS can probe the properties of Cold Nuclear Matter (CNM)
by comparing the momentum of the jet to that of the scattered electron, which is unaffected by
the nuclear medium [123]. Figure 46 shows the opening angle distribution between the jet and
the scattered electron. This observable is sensitive to partonic energy loss and the jet transport
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coefficient, 𝑞, which are both important for characterizing CNM. ATHENA’s large acceptance and
excellent electron and jet energy resolutions are well-suited for these measurements. With their
close connection to the scattered parton and well defined internal structure, jets have emerged as a
key addition to the experimental ‘toolbox’.

Jet substructure: shower modification and hadronization in cold nuclear matter. Compar-
isons between vacuum and medium showers can shed light on the process of hadronization, in
which partons shed energy and virtuality to form the final state particles we observe. Detailed
studies of parton showers are possible via jet substructure observables, which are sensitive to the
distribution of energy within a jet. An example substructure observable is jet angularity, which is
defined as [124]:

𝜏𝑎 =
1
𝑝𝑇

∑︁
𝑖∈ 𝑗

𝑝𝑇 𝑖Δ𝑅
2−𝑎
𝑖 𝑗 , (3.2)

where 𝑝𝑇 is the jet transverse momentum; 𝑝𝑇 𝑖 and Δ𝑅𝑖 𝑗 are the transverse momentum and distance
from the jet axis of the 𝑖th particle, respectively; 𝑎 is a continuous parameter. Jet angularity
is sensitive to a convolution of perturbatively describable hard processes and non-perturbative
hadronization physics. The blue and green bands in figure 47 illustrate this. Precision comparisons
of angularity between e+p and e+A for different 𝑝𝑇 , 𝑅, and 𝑎 values will enable highly differential
characterizations of CNM properties, shower formation and evolution, as well as vacuum vs. in-
medium hadronization.

3− 2.5− 2− 1.5− 1− 0.5− 0 0.5

(1
/σ

in
c) 

dσ
/d

lo
g 1

0 (
τ 0

)

log10 (τ0)

0

0.5

1

1.5

2
�s = 141 GeV, -3.5 < η < 3.5

jet pT > 10 GeV
0.2 < y < 0.8
a = 0, R = 1.0
Anti-kT 

Simulated Angularity 
(Delphes)
NLL/NLL+NP 
Central Values

NLL Uncertainty
NLL+NP Uncertainty

Figure 47. Jet angularity re-
constructed using the ATHENA
Delphes model and energy-flow
algorithm compared to NLL the-
ory predictions and NNL + non-
perturbative effects [124]. The
horizontal bars represent the
angularity resolutions in each
bin. Statistical uncertainties
were scaled to 1 fb−1 and are not
visible on this scale (FastSim).

3.4.4 Fragmentation and hadronization

Fragmentation functions are required for the interpretation of SIDISmeasurements in terms of quark
and gluon degrees of freedom of the initial state. Furthermore, measurements of the hadronized final
state can provide insights into the mechanism(s) by which partons transfer energy and hadronize in
nuclear matter. This sensitivity to in-medium hadronization and transport properties is a highlight
area in the EIC White-Paper [4]. Jet substructure techniques are being rapidly developed, and also
offer a novel tool to study hadronization.
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Akey observable is the double ratio, 𝑅, of meson production to inclusive production in e+ADIS
to that in e+p collisions. Charmed mesons exhibit qualitatively different characteristics from light
mesons as their hadronization differs. The BeAGLE event generator [125] was used in figure 48
to show 𝐷0 production rates per scattered electron in e+A compared to e+p collisions together
with the corresponding charged pion projection versus fragmentation 𝑧. The systematic uncertainty
estimate corresponds that for other SIDIS measurements.

10 x 100 GeV, 10 fb-1

z

R

2.0

1.5

1.0

0.5

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.50.3 0.6 0.7 0.8

jet
charm jet

π±

D0

Figure 48. The double ratio
𝑅 of 𝜋±, D0, inclusive jet
(𝑅jet = 1.0), and charm-tagged
jet (𝑅jet = 1.0) production
per scattered electron in e+A
collisions to the corresponding
rate in e+p collisions, evaluated
using the BeAGLE event gen-
erator for e+A collisions. The
band shows the dominant source
of systematic uncertainty, as
described in the text. Statistical
uncertainties are smaller than
the symbol size (FastSim).

ATHENA detector capabilities will also make it possible to study this observable for recon-
structed jets and charm-tagged jets, which also offer the possibility to use the jet radius as an
additional variable. The jet-energy scale uncertainty partially cancels in the double ratio and the
residual uncertainty is estimated to be at the level of 4%. The uncertainty for the charm-tagged
projection was obtained by propagating the uncertainty on the signal purity. This is anticipated to
be the dominant source.

Recent heavy-quark measurements at the LHC have revived the interest in baryon-to-meson
ratios. The cross sections are usually computed using the factorization approach as a convolution
of the parton distribution functions of the initial state, the calculable QCD hard scattering cross
sections at the partonic level, and fragmentation functions into a particular meson or baryon. The
fragmentation functions are typically tuned on 𝑒+ + 𝑒− data and are often thought to be universal.
HERA e+pmeasurements of theΛ𝑐 to 𝐷0 baryon-to-meson ratio were indeed found consistent with
those from 𝑒+ + 𝑒− data, within their uncertainties. However, recent measurements in p+p of the Λ+

𝑐

to 𝐷0 ratio by the ALICE and CMS collaborations at
√
𝑠 = 5 TeV and

√
𝑠 = 7 TeV show an enhance-

ment. Figure 49 showsATHENAprojections for topologically reconstructedΛ𝑐 and𝐷0mesons as a
function of trackmultiplicity comparedwith expectations fromPYTHIA, tuned to current LHCdata.
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# of charged particles (|η|<3, pT > 0.2 GeV/c)
0 5 10 15 20 25

Λ c+ /D
0

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4 Proj. 100 fb−1, ep 18 x 275 GeV
1 < pT < 10 GeV/c

PYTHIA8:
 QCD-CR
 MPI-CR1 < η < 3

|η| < 1

Figure 49. Projections for
ATHENA measurements of the
heavy-quark Λ+

𝑐 to 𝐷0 baryon-
to-meson ratio as a function of
the charged track multiplicity
(FastSim).

Glossary

`RWell micro-Resistive Well
AC-LGAD AC-coupled LGAD
ACTS A Common Tracking Software
AI Artificial Intelligence
ASIC Application-Specific Integrated Circuit
bECal barrel Electromagnetic Calorimeter
BH Bethe-Heitler
bHCal barrel Hadron Calorimeter
BSA Beam-Spin Asymmetry
bToF barrel Time-of-Flight
CC Charged Current
CDR Conceptual Design Report
CNM Cold Nuclear Matter
DA Double Angle
DAQ Data Acquisition
DIRC Detection of Internally Reflected Cherenkov light
DIS Deep Inelastic Scattering
dRICH dual-radiator RICH
DVCS Deeply Virtual Compton Scattering
DVMP Deeply Virtual Meson Production
EIC Electron-Ion Collider
EMT Energy-Momentum Tensor
FEB Front-End Board
FEE Front-End Electronics
FELIX Front End Link eXchange
FEP Front-End Processor
FF Fragmentation Function
FPGA Field-Programmable Gate Array
GEM Gas Electron Multiplier
GPDs Generalized Parton Distributions
GWP Global Warming Power
HPC High-Performance Computing
hpDIRC high-performance DIRC
HRPPD High Resolution Picosecond Photodetector
HTC High-Throughput Computing

IP6 Interaction Point 6
IR Interaction Region
JB Jacquet-Blondel
LAPPD Large Area Picosecond Photodetector
LGAD Low Gain Avalanche Device
MAPSMonolithic Active Pixel Sensor
MCP-PMTMicro-Channel Plate PMT
METMissing Transverse Energy
MicromegasMicro-mesh Gas Detector
miniTPC mini Time Projection Chamber
MIPMinimum Ionizing Particle
MPGDMicro-Pattern Gaseous Detector
NC Neutral Current
nECal electron-endcap Electromagnetic Calorimeter
nHCal electron-endcap Hadron Calorimeter
NLO Next-to-Leading Order
nPDFs nuclear Parton Distribution Functions
OMDs Off-Momentum Detectors
OSG Open Science Grid
PDF Parton Distribution Function
pECal hadron-endcap Electromagnetic Calorimeter
pfRICH proximity-focusing RICH
pHCal hadron-endcap Hadron Calorimeter
PID Particle Identification
PMT Photomultiplier Tube
RCS Rapid Cycling Synchrotron
RICH Ring Imaging Cherenkov
RPs Roman Pots
SciFi Scintillating Fibers
SciGlass Scintillating Glass
SIDIS Semi-Inclusive DIS
SiPM Silicon Photomultiplier
SR Synchrotron Radiation
TCS Timelike Compton Scattering
TDR Technical Design Report
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TMDs Transverse Momentum Distributions
ToF Time-of-Flight
TRD Transition Radiation Detector

VM Vector-Meson
ZDC Zero-Degree Calorimeter

Acknowledgments

We thank Xiaocong Ai (DESY), Corentin Allaire (CERN), Nestor Armesto (Universidade de
Santiago de Compostela), Ignacio Borsa (Universidad de Buenos Aires), Paul Gessinger-Befurt
(CERN), Graham Heyes (JLab), Charles Hetzel (BNL), Jerome Lauret (BNL), Renuka Rajput-
Ghoshal (JLab), Andreas Salzburger (CERN), Rodolfo Sassot (Universidad de Buenos Aires),
Nobuo Sato (JLab), Marcy Stutzman (JLab), Katarzyna Wichmann (DESY), Roland Wimmer
(BNL), Holger Witte (BNL), and Yiyu Zhou (William & Mary and JLab) for fruitful discussions,
constructive suggestions, and contributions.

This work was supported in part by the Office of Nuclear Physics within the U.S. DOE Office
of Science, the U.S. National Science Foundation, the ULAB-EIC LDRD program at Argonne
National Laboratory, the MRPI program of the University of California Office of the President, the
LDRDprogram at LosAlamosNational Laboratory, the Natural Sciences and Engineering Research
Council of Canada (NSERC), the National Natural Science Foundation (NSFC) and Ministry of
Science and Technology of China, the Chinese Academy of Sciences, the Czech Science Founda-
tion and Ministry of Education, Youth and Sports (MEYS), the European Union’s Horizon 2020
Research and Innovation program under Grant Agreement No. 101004761 (AIDAInnova) and Grant
Agreement No. 824093 (STRONG2020), the French Centre National de la Recherche Scientifique,
the French Commissariat à l’Energie Atomique, GSI Helmholtzzentrum für Schwerionenforschung
GmbH, the Department of Atomic Energy and Department of Science and Technology of the Gov-
ernment of India, the Italian Ministry of Foreign Affairs and International Cooperation (MAECI)
as Projects of Great Relevance within Italy/US Scientific and Technological Cooperation under
Grant No MAE0065689-PGR00799, the Ministry of Education and Science of Poland, the United
Kingdom Science and Technology Facilities Council (STFC), and the Ministry of Education of
Taiwan. The simulation studies have been performed making use of the computer resources of
ANL-PHY, OSG, JLab, BNL, Compute Canada, ALCF, LCRC, NERSC, and INFN-CNAF.

References

[1] EIC users group webpage, http://www.eicug.org/.

[2] R. Abdul Khalek et al., Science requirements and detector concepts for the electron-ion collider:
EIC yellow report, arXiv:2103.05419.

[3] J. Adam et al., Electron Ion Collider conceptual design report,
https://www.bnl.gov/ec/files/eic_cdr_final.pdf, (2021).

[4] A. Accardi et al., Electron Ion Collider: the next QCD frontier. Understanding the glue that binds us
all, Eur. Phys. J. A 52 (2016) 268 [arXiv:1212.1701].

[5] G. Baym et al., An assessment of U.S.-based electron-ion collider science, National Academies
Press, U.S.A. (2018).

– 68 –

http://www.eicug.org/
https://arxiv.org/abs/2103.05419
https://www.bnl.gov/ec/files/eic_cdr_final.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1140/epja/i2016-16268-9
https://arxiv.org/abs/1212.1701
https://doi.org/10.17226/25171
https://doi.org/10.17226/25171


2
0
2
2
 
J
I
N
S
T
 
1
7
 
P
1
0
0
1
9

[6] Electron Ion Collider generic R&D program,
https://wiki.bnl.gov/conferences/index.php/EIC_R%25D, (2011)–(2021).

[7] D. Boer et al., Gluons and the quark sea at high energies: distributions, polarization, tomography,
arXiv:1108.1713.

[8] A. Prokudin et al. eds., Proceedings, probing nucleons and nuclei in high energy collisions:
dedicated to the physics of the electron ion collider, Seattle, WA, U.S.A., 1 October–16 November
2018, World Scientific, Singapore (2020).

[9] ALICE collaboration, Letter of intent for an ALICE ITS upgrade in LS3, Tech. Rep.
CERN-LHCC-2019-018, CERN, Geneva, Switzerland (2019).

[10] ALICE collaboration, Technical design report for the upgrade of the ALICE inner tracking system, J.
Phys. G 41 (2014) 087002.

[11] M. Posik and B. Surrow, Construction of triple-GEM detector using commercially manufactured
large GEM foils, PoS MPGD2017 (2019) 058 [arXiv:1806.01892].

[12] M. Posik and B. Surrow, Optical and electrical performance of commercially manufactured large
GEM foils, Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 802 (2015) 10 [arXiv:1506.03652].

[13] K. Gnanvo, N. Liyanage, V. Nelyubin, K. Saenboonruang, S. Sacher and B. Wojtsekhowski, Large
size GEM for Super Bigbite Spectrometer (SBS) polarimeter for Hall A 12GeV program at JLab,
Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 782 (2015) 77 [arXiv:1409.5393].

[14] K. Gnanvo, X. Bai, C. Gu, N. Liyanage, V. Nelyubin and Y. Zhao, Performance in test beam of a
large-area and light-weight GEM detector with 2𝐷 stereo-angle (U-V) strip readout, Nucl. Instrum.
Meth. A 808 (2016) 83 [arXiv:1509.03875].

[15] M. Hohlmann, M. Bomberger, S. Colafranceschi, F. Jimenez, M. Rahmani and A. Zhang, A
low-mass GEM detector with radial zigzag readout strips for forward tracking at the EIC, IEEE
Nucl. Sci. Symp. Med. Imag. Conf. Rec. (2017) 1 [arXiv:1711.05333].

[16] A. Zhang, M. Hohlmann, B. Azmoun, M.L. Purschke and C. Woody, A GEM readout with radial
zigzag strips and linear charge-sharing response, Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 887 (2018) 184
[arXiv:1708.07931].

[17] A. Zhang and M. Hohlmann, Accuracy of the geometric-mean method for determining spatial
resolutions of tracking detectors in the presence of multiple Coulomb scattering, 2016 JINST 11
P06012 [arXiv:1604.06130].

[18] A. Zhang et al., R&D on GEM detectors for forward tracking at a future Electron-Ion Collider,
IEEE Nucl. Sci. Symp. Med. Imag. Conf. Rec. (2016) 7581965 [arXiv:1511.07913].

[19] A. Zhang et al., Performance of a large-area GEM detector read out with wide radial zigzag strips,
Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 811 (2016) 30 [arXiv:1508.07046].

[20] M. Vandenbroucke et al., A study of “zigzag” strip readout for micromegas detectors, IEEE Nucl.
Sci. Symp. Med. Imag. Conf. Rec. (2018) 1.

[21] B. Azmoun et al., Design studies of high-resolution readout planes using zigzags with GEM
detectors, IEEE Trans. Nucl. Sci. 67 (2020) 1869.

[22] C. Perez-Lara et al., A comparative study of straight-strip and zigzag-interleaved anode patterns for
MPGD readouts, IEEE Trans. Nucl. Sci. 69 (2022) 50.

[23] T. Horn et al., Scintillating crystals for the neutral particle spectrometer in Hall C at JLab, Nucl.
Instrum. Meth. A 956 (2020) 163375 [arXiv:1911.11577].

– 69 –

https://wiki.bnl.gov/conferences/index.php/EIC_R%25D
https://arxiv.org/abs/1108.1713
https://doi.org/10.1142/11684
https://cds.cern.ch/record/2703140
https://doi.org/10.1088/0954-3899/41/8/087002
https://doi.org/10.1088/0954-3899/41/8/087002
https://doi.org/10.22323/1.322.0058
https://arxiv.org/abs/1806.01892
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2015.08.048
https://arxiv.org/abs/1506.03652
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2015.02.017
https://arxiv.org/abs/1409.5393
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2015.11.071
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2015.11.071
https://arxiv.org/abs/1509.03875
https://doi.org/10.1109/NSSMIC.2017.8532722
https://doi.org/10.1109/NSSMIC.2017.8532722
https://arxiv.org/abs/1711.05333
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2017.12.074
https://arxiv.org/abs/1708.07931
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/11/06/P06012
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/11/06/P06012
https://arxiv.org/abs/1604.06130
https://doi.org/10.1109/NSSMIC.2015.7581965
https://arxiv.org/abs/1511.07913
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2015.11.157
https://arxiv.org/abs/1508.07046
https://doi.org/10.1109/nssmic.2018.8824702
https://doi.org/10.1109/nssmic.2018.8824702
https://doi.org/10.1109/tns.2020.3001847
https://doi.org/10.1109/tns.2021.3132946
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2019.163375
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2019.163375
https://arxiv.org/abs/1911.11577


2
0
2
2
 
J
I
N
S
T
 
1
7
 
P
1
0
0
1
9

[24] A. Asaturyan et al., Electromagnetic calorimeters based on scintillating lead tungstate crystals for
experiments at Jefferson Lab, Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 1013 (2021) 165683.

[25] U. Buchner et al., Performance of a scintillating glass calorimeter for electromagnetic showers,
Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 272 (1988) 695.

[26] E705 collaboration, The Experiment 705 electromagnetic shower calorimeter, Nucl. Instrum. Meth.
A 332 (1993) 57.

[27] T. Horn et al., Expression of Interest (EOI) for the Electron Endcap Electromagnetic Calorimeter
(EEEmCal), https://indico.bnl.gov/event/8552/contributions/43186/, (2020).

[28] eRD1, EIC detector R&D progress report,
https://wiki.bnl.gov/conferences/images/9/96/ERD1_ProgressReport_Jan2018.pdf, (2017).

[29] JLab Neutral Particle Spectrometer collaboration, A PbWO4-based neutral particle
spectrometer in Hall C at 12GeV JLab, J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 587 (2015) 012048.

[30] I. Brewer et al., AstroPix: investigating the potential of silicon pixel sensors in the future of
gamma-ray astrophysics, in SPIE astronomical telescopes + instrumentation 2020, (2021)
[arXiv:2101.02665].

[31] A. Schöning et al., MuPix and ATLASPix — architectures and results, PoS Vertex2019 (2020) 024
[arXiv:2002.07253].

[32] H. Fleischhack, AMEGO-X: MeV gamma-ray astronomy in the multi-messenger era, PoS ICRC2021
(2021) 649 [arXiv:2108.02860].

[33] T.D. Beattie et al., Construction and performance of the barrel electromagnetic calorimeter for the
GlueX experiment, Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 896 (2018) 24 [arXiv:1801.03088].

[34] B.D. Leverington et al., Performance of the prototype module of the GlueX electromagnetic barrel
calorimeter, Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 596 (2008) 327.

[35] M. Adinolfi et al., The KLOE electromagnetic calorimeter, Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 482 (2002) 364.

[36] H. Abramowicz et al., The response and resolution of an iron scintillator calorimeter for hadronic
and electromagnetic showers between 10GeV and 140GeV, Nucl. Instrum. Meth. 180 (1981) 429.

[37] O.D. Tsai et al., Results of R&D on a new construction technique for W/ScFi calorimeters, J. Phys.
Conf. Ser. 404 (2012) 012023.

[38] O.D. Tsai et al., Development of a forward calorimeter system for the STAR experiment, J. Phys.
Conf. Ser. 587 (2015) 012053.

[39] CALEIDO collaboration, A shashlik calorimeter with longitudinal segmentation for a linear
collider, Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 461 (2001) 373.

[40] B.S. Page, X. Chu and E.C. Aschenauer, Experimental aspects of jet physics at a future EIC, Phys.
Rev. D 101 (2020) 072003 [arXiv:1911.00657].

[41] STAR collaboration, The STAR barrel electromagnetic calorimeter, Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 499
(2003) 725.

[42] STAR collaboration, The STAR endcap electromagnetic calorimeter, Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 499
(2003) 740.

[43] M. Calvi, P. Carniti, C. Gotti, C. Matteuzzi and G. Pessina, Single photon detection with SiPMs
irradiated up to 1014 cm−2 1MeV-equivalent neutron fluence, Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 922 (2019) 243
[arXiv:1805.07154].

– 70 –

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2021.165683
https://doi.org/10.1016/0168-9002(88)90750-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/0168-9002(93)90741-Y
https://doi.org/10.1016/0168-9002(93)90741-Y
https://indico.bnl.gov/event/8552/contributions/43186/
https://wiki.bnl.gov/conferences/images/9/96/ERD1_ProgressReport_Jan2018.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/587/1/012048
https://arxiv.org/abs/2101.02665
https://doi.org/10.22323/1.373.0024
https://arxiv.org/abs/2002.07253
https://doi.org/10.22323/1.395.0649
https://doi.org/10.22323/1.395.0649
https://arxiv.org/abs/2108.02860
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2018.04.006
https://arxiv.org/abs/1801.03088
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2008.08.137
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(01)01502-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/0029-554X(81)90083-5
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/404/1/012023
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/404/1/012023
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/587/1/012053
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/587/1/012053
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(00)01247-X
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.072003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.072003
https://arxiv.org/abs/1911.00657
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(02)01970-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(02)01970-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(02)01971-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(02)01971-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2019.01.013
https://arxiv.org/abs/1805.07154


2
0
2
2
 
J
I
N
S
T
 
1
7
 
P
1
0
0
1
9

[44] K. Piotrzkowski, Challenging luminosity measurements at the Electron-Ion Collider, 2021 JINST 16
P09023 [arXiv:2106.08993].

[45] K. Piotrzkowski and M. Przybycien, When invariable cross-sections change: the Electron-Ion
Collider case, Phys. Rev. D 103 (2021) L051901 [arXiv:2011.11591].

[46] R. Ballabriga, M. Campbell and X. Llopart, An introduction to the Medipix family ASICs, Radiat.
Meas. 136 (2020) 106271.

[47] J. Adam, GETaLM: a generator for electron tagger and luminosity monitor for electron-proton and
ion collisions, Comput. Phys. Commun. 272 (2022) 108251 [arXiv:2105.10570].

[48] ATHENA central detector geometry, https://eicweb.phy.anl.gov/EIC/detectors/athena.

[49] IP6 beamline and detector geometry, https://eicweb.phy.anl.gov/EIC/detectors/ip6.

[50] NPDet: a nuclear physics detector library for DD4hep, https://eicweb.phy.anl.gov/EIC/npdet.

[51] Detector description toolkit for high energy physics, https://dd4hep.web.cern.ch/dd4hep/.

[52] The Gaudi software framework, https://gaudi.web.cern.ch/gaudi/.

[53] Concurrent event processor for NP experiments, based on the Gaudi framework,
https://eicweb.phy.anl.gov/EIC/juggler.

[54] X. Ai et al., A common tracking software project, Comput. Softw. Big Sci. 6 (2022) 8
[arXiv:2106.13593].

[55] M. Abadi et al., TensorFlow: large-scale machine learning on heterogeneous systems,
https://www.tensorflow.org/, (2015).

[56] EICD: a data model for EIC, https://eicweb.phy.anl.gov/EIC/eicd.

[57] PODIO data modeling tool for particle physics, https://github.com/AIDASoft/podio.

[58] Electron Ion Collider project R&D program,
https://wiki.bnl.gov/conferences/index.php/General_Info, (2022).

[59] eRD25, Project proposal, https://wiki.bnl.gov/conferences/images/6/6d/
ERD25-Report-FY21Proposal-Jun20.pdf, July 2020.

[60] F. Barbosa et al., A new transition radiation detector based on GEM technology, Nucl. Instrum.
Meth. A 942 (2019) 162356.

[61] eRD22, Progress report, https://wiki.bnl.gov/conferences/images/3/3e/
ERD22_GEM_TRD_Progress_Report_March2021.pdf, March 2021.

[62] U. Bassler and G. Bernardi, On the kinematic reconstruction of deep inelastic scattering at HERA:
the sigma method, Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 361 (1995) 197 [hep-ex/9412004].

[63] S.R. Klein, J. Nystrand, J. Seger, Y. Gorbunov and J. Butterworth, STARlight: a Monte Carlo
simulation program for ultra-peripheral collisions of relativistic ions, Comput. Phys. Commun. 212
(2017) 258 [arXiv:1607.03838].

[64] M. Lomnitz and S. Klein, Exclusive vector meson production at an electron-ion collider, Phys. Rev.
C 99 (2019) 015203 [arXiv:1803.06420].

[65] J.J. Ethier, N. Sato and W. Melnitchouk, First simultaneous extraction of spin-dependent parton
distributions and fragmentation functions from a global QCD analysis, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119 (2017)
132001 [arXiv:1705.05889].

– 71 –

https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/16/09/P09023
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/16/09/P09023
https://arxiv.org/abs/2106.08993
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.L051901
https://arxiv.org/abs/2011.11591
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.radmeas.2020.106271
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.radmeas.2020.106271
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2021.108251
https://arxiv.org/abs/2105.10570
https://eicweb.phy.anl.gov/EIC/detectors/athena
https://eicweb.phy.anl.gov/EIC/detectors/ip6
https://eicweb.phy.anl.gov/EIC/npdet
https://dd4hep.web.cern.ch/dd4hep/
https://gaudi.web.cern.ch/gaudi/
https://eicweb.phy.anl.gov/EIC/juggler
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41781-021-00078-8
https://arxiv.org/abs/2106.13593
https://www.tensorflow.org/
https://eicweb.phy.anl.gov/EIC/eicd
https://github.com/AIDASoft/podio
https://wiki.bnl.gov/conferences/index.php/General_Info
https://wiki.bnl.gov/conferences/images/6/6d/ERD25-Report-FY21Proposal-Jun20.pdf
https://wiki.bnl.gov/conferences/images/6/6d/ERD25-Report-FY21Proposal-Jun20.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2019.162356
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2019.162356
https://wiki.bnl.gov/conferences/images/3/3e/ERD22_GEM_TRD_Progress_Report_March2021.pdf
https://wiki.bnl.gov/conferences/images/3/3e/ERD22_GEM_TRD_Progress_Report_March2021.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/0168-9002(95)00173-5
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/9412004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2016.10.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2016.10.016
https://arxiv.org/abs/1607.03838
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.99.015203
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.99.015203
https://arxiv.org/abs/1803.06420
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.132001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.132001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1705.05889


2
0
2
2
 
J
I
N
S
T
 
1
7
 
P
1
0
0
1
9

[66] I. Borsa, G. Lucero, R. Sassot, E.C. Aschenauer and A.S. Nunes, Revisiting helicity parton
distributions at a future electron-ion collider, Phys. Rev. D 102 (2020) 094018
[arXiv:2007.08300].

[67] D. De Florian, G.A. Lucero, R. Sassot, M. Stratmann and W. Vogelsang,Monte Carlo sampling
variant of the DSSV14 set of helicity parton densities, Phys. Rev. D 100 (2019) 114027
[arXiv:1902.10548].

[68] E.C. Aschenauer, R. Sassot and M. Stratmann, Helicity parton distributions at a future electron-ion
collider: a quantitative appraisal, Phys. Rev. D 86 (2012) 054020 [arXiv:1206.6014].

[69] D. de Florian, M. Epele, R.J. Hernandez-Pinto, R. Sassot and M. Stratmann, Parton-to-kaon
fragmentation revisited, Phys. Rev. D 95 (2017) 094019 [arXiv:1702.06353].

[70] H1 and ZEUS collaborations, Combination and QCD analysis of charm production cross section
measurements in deep-inelastic 𝑒𝑝 scattering at HERA, Eur. Phys. J. C 73 (2013) 2311
[arXiv:1211.1182].

[71] E. Chudakov et al., Heavy quark production at an electron-ion collider, J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 770
(2016) 012042 [arXiv:1610.08536].

[72] E.C. Aschenauer, S. Fazio, M.A.C. Lamont, H. Paukkunen and P. Zurita, Nuclear structure functions
at a future electron-ion collider, Phys. Rev. D 96 (2017) 114005 [arXiv:1708.05654].

[73] M. Kelsey, R. Cruz-Torres, X. Dong, Y. Ji, S. Radhakrishnan and E. Sichtermann, Constraints on
gluon distribution functions in the nucleon and nucleus from open charm hadron production at the
electron-ion collider, Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021) 054002 [arXiv:2107.05632].

[74] D.P. Anderle et al., Probing gluon helicity with heavy flavor at the electron-ion collider, Phys. Rev.
D 104 (2021) 114039 [arXiv:2110.04489].

[75] COMPASS collaboration, Leading and next-to-leading order gluon polarization in the nucleon and
longitudinal double spin asymmetries from open charm muoproduction, Phys. Rev. D 87 (2013)
052018 [arXiv:1211.6849].

[76] F. Hekhorn and M. Stratmann, Next-to-leading order QCD corrections to inclusive heavy-flavor
production in polarized deep-inelastic scattering, Phys. Rev. D 98 (2018) 014018
[arXiv:1805.09026].

[77] A. Bacchetta, F. Delcarro, C. Pisano, M. Radici and A. Signori, Extraction of partonic transverse
momentum distributions from semi-inclusive deep-inelastic scattering, Drell-Yan and Z-boson
production, JHEP 06 (2017) 081 [Erratum ibid. 06 (2019) 051] [arXiv:1703.10157].

[78] A. Bacchetta, F. Delcarro, C. Pisano and M. Radici, The 3-dimensional distribution of quarks in
momentum space, Phys. Lett. B 827 (2022) 136961 [arXiv:2004.14278].

[79] X. Liu, F. Ringer, W. Vogelsang and F. Yuan, Lepton-jet correlations in deep inelastic scattering at
the electron-ion collider, Phys. Rev. Lett. 122 (2019) 192003 [arXiv:1812.08077].

[80] D. Gutierrez-Reyes, I. Scimemi, W.J. Waalewĳn and L. Zoppi, Transverse momentum dependent
distributions with jets, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121 (2018) 162001 [arXiv:1807.07573].

[81] L. Zheng, E.C. Aschenauer, J.H. Lee, B.-W. Xiao and Z.-B. Yin, Accessing the gluon Sivers function
at a future electron-ion collider, Phys. Rev. D 98 (2018) 034011 [arXiv:1805.05290].

[82] Y. Hatta, B.-W. Xiao and F. Yuan, Probing the small-𝑥 gluon tomography in correlated hard
diffractive dĳet production in deep inelastic scattering, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116 (2016) 202301
[arXiv:1601.01585].

– 72 –

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.094018
https://arxiv.org/abs/2007.08300
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.114027
https://arxiv.org/abs/1902.10548
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.054020
https://arxiv.org/abs/1206.6014
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.094019
https://arxiv.org/abs/1702.06353
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-013-2311-3
https://arxiv.org/abs/1211.1182
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/770/1/012042
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/770/1/012042
https://arxiv.org/abs/1610.08536
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.114005
https://arxiv.org/abs/1708.05654
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.054002
https://arxiv.org/abs/2107.05632
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.114039
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.114039
https://arxiv.org/abs/2110.04489
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.052018
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.052018
https://arxiv.org/abs/1211.6849
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.014018
https://arxiv.org/abs/1805.09026
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2017)081
https://arxiv.org/abs/1703.10157
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2022.136961
https://arxiv.org/abs/2004.14278
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.192003
https://arxiv.org/abs/1812.08077
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.162001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.07573
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.034011
https://arxiv.org/abs/1805.05290
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.202301
https://arxiv.org/abs/1601.01585


2
0
2
2
 
J
I
N
S
T
 
1
7
 
P
1
0
0
1
9

[83] M. Arratia, Z.-B. Kang, A. Prokudin and F. Ringer, Jet-based measurements of Sivers and Collins
asymmetries at the future electron-ion collider, Phys. Rev. D 102 (2020) 074015
[arXiv:2007.07281].

[84] Z.-B. Kang, K. Lee, D.Y. Shao and F. Zhao, Spin asymmetries in electron-jet production at the
future electron ion collider, JHEP 11 (2021) 005 [arXiv:2106.15624].

[85] S.V. Goloskokov and P. Kroll, Vector meson electroproduction at small Bjorken-𝑥 and generalized
parton distributions, Eur. Phys. J. C 42 (2005) 281 [hep-ph/0501242].

[86] S.V. Goloskokov and P. Kroll, The role of the quark and gluon GPDs in hard vector-meson
electroproduction, Eur. Phys. J. C 53 (2008) 367 [arXiv:0708.3569].

[87] S.V. Goloskokov and P. Kroll, An attempt to understand exclusive 𝜋+ electroproduction, Eur. Phys.
J. C 65 (2010) 137 [arXiv:0906.0460].

[88] K. Kumericki, D. Mueller and K. Passek-Kumericki, Towards a fitting procedure for deeply virtual
Compton scattering at next-to-leading order and beyond, Nucl. Phys. B 794 (2008) 244
[hep-ph/0703179].

[89] K. Kumerički and D. Mueller, Deeply virtual Compton scattering at small 𝑥𝐵 and the access to the
GPD H, Nucl. Phys. B 841 (2010) 1 [arXiv:0904.0458].

[90] K. Kumerički, D. Müller and M. Murray, HERMES impact for the access of Compton form factors,
Phys. Part. Nucl. 45 (2014) 723 [arXiv:1301.1230].

[91] M.A. Shifman, A.I. Vainshtein and V.I. Zakharov, QCD and resonance physics: applications, Nucl.
Phys. B 147 (1979) 448.

[92] X.-D. Ji, Breakup of hadron masses and energy-momentum tensor of QCD, Phys. Rev. D 52 (1995)
271 [hep-ph/9502213].

[93] X. Ji and Y. Liu, Quantum anomalous energy effects on the nucleon mass, Sci. China Phys. Mech.
Astron. 64 (2021) 281012 [arXiv:2101.04483].

[94] X. Ji, Y. Liu and A. Schäfer, Scale symmetry breaking, quantum anomalous energy and proton mass
decomposition, Nucl. Phys. B 971 (2021) 115537 [arXiv:2105.03974].

[95] I. Zahed, Mass sum rule of hadrons in the QCD instanton vacuum, Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021) 054031
[arXiv:2102.08191].

[96] C. Lorcé, H. Moutarde and A.P. Trawiński, Revisiting the mechanical properties of the nucleon, Eur.
Phys. J. C 79 (2019) 89 [arXiv:1810.09837].

[97] A. Metz, B. Pasquini and S. Rodini, Revisiting the proton mass decomposition, Phys. Rev. D 102
(2020) 114042 [arXiv:2006.11171].

[98] Y. Hatta and D.-L. Yang, Holographic 𝐽/𝜓 production near threshold and the proton mass problem,
Phys. Rev. D 98 (2018) 074003 [arXiv:1808.02163].

[99] Y. Hatta, A. Rajan and K. Tanaka, Quark and gluon contributions to the QCD trace anomaly, JHEP
12 (2018) 008 [arXiv:1810.05116].

[100] D.E. Kharzeev,Mass radius of the proton, Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021) 054015 [arXiv:2102.00110].

[101] K.A. Mamo and I. Zahed, Diffractive photoproduction of 𝐽/𝜓 and Υ using holographic QCD:
gravitational form factors and GPD of gluons in the proton, Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020) 086003
[arXiv:1910.04707].

– 73 –

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.074015
https://arxiv.org/abs/2007.07281
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2021)005
https://arxiv.org/abs/2106.15624
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s2005-02298-5
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0501242
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-007-0466-5
https://arxiv.org/abs/0708.3569
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-009-1178-9
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-009-1178-9
https://arxiv.org/abs/0906.0460
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2007.10.029
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0703179
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2010.07.015
https://arxiv.org/abs/0904.0458
https://doi.org/10.1134/S1063779614040108
https://arxiv.org/abs/1301.1230
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(79)90023-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(79)90023-3
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.52.271
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.52.271
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9502213
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11433-021-1723-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11433-021-1723-2
https://arxiv.org/abs/2101.04483
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2021.115537
https://arxiv.org/abs/2105.03974
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.054031
https://arxiv.org/abs/2102.08191
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-6572-3
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-6572-3
https://arxiv.org/abs/1810.09837
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.114042
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.114042
https://arxiv.org/abs/2006.11171
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.074003
https://arxiv.org/abs/1808.02163
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2018)008
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2018)008
https://arxiv.org/abs/1810.05116
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.054015
https://arxiv.org/abs/2102.00110
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.086003
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.04707


2
0
2
2
 
J
I
N
S
T
 
1
7
 
P
1
0
0
1
9

[102] Y. Guo, X. Ji and Y. Liu, QCD analysis of near-threshold photon-proton production of heavy
quarkonium, Phys. Rev. D 103 (2021) 096010 [arXiv:2103.11506].

[103] P. Sun, X.-B. Tong and F. Yuan, Perturbative QCD analysis of near threshold heavy quarkonium
photoproduction at large momentum transfer, Phys. Lett. B 822 (2021) 136655
[arXiv:2103.12047].

[104] P. Sun, X.-B. Tong and F. Yuan, Near threshold heavy quarkonium photoproduction at large
momentum transfer, Phys. Rev. D 105 (2022) 054032 [arXiv:2111.07034].

[105] R. Boussarie and Y. Hatta, QCD analysis of near-threshold quarkonium leptoproduction at large
photon virtualities, Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020) 114004 [arXiv:2004.12715].

[106] S.J. Brodsky, E. Chudakov, P. Hoyer and J.M. Laget, Photoproduction of charm near threshold,
Phys. Lett. B 498 (2001) 23 [hep-ph/0010343].

[107] O. Gryniuk, S. Joosten, Z.-E. Meziani and M. Vanderhaeghen, Υ photoproduction on the proton at
the Electron-Ion Collider, Phys. Rev. D 102 (2020) 014016 [arXiv:2005.09293].

[108] H. Mäntysaari and R. Venugopalan, Systematics of strong nuclear amplification of gluon saturation
from exclusive vector meson production in high energy electron-nucleus collisions, Phys. Lett. B 781
(2018) 664 [arXiv:1712.02508].

[109] S. Dulat et al., New parton distribution functions from a global analysis of quantum
chromodynamics, Phys. Rev. D 93 (2016) 033006 [arXiv:1506.07443].

[110] R. Wang, J. Evslin and X. Chen, The origin of proton mass from 𝐽/Ψ photo-production data, Eur.
Phys. J. C 80 (2020) 507 [arXiv:1912.12040].

[111] R. Wang, W. Kou, Y.-P. Xie and X. Chen, Extraction of the proton mass radius from the vector
meson photoproductions near thresholds, Phys. Rev. D 103 (2021) L091501 [arXiv:2102.01610].

[112] 𝜒QCD collaboration, Demonstration of the hadron mass origin from the QCD trace anomaly, Phys.
Rev. D 104 (2021) 074507 [arXiv:2101.04942].

[113] H1 and ZEUS collaborations, Combination of measurements of inclusive deep inelastic 𝑒±𝑝
scattering cross sections and QCD analysis of HERA data, Eur. Phys. J. C 75 (2015) 580
[arXiv:1506.06042].

[114] S. Bailey, T. Cridge, L.A. Harland-Lang, A.D. Martin and R.S. Thorne, Parton distributions from
LHC, HERA, Tevatron and fixed target data: MSHT20 PDFs, Eur. Phys. J. C 81 (2021) 341
[arXiv:2012.04684].

[115] S. Alekhin et al., HERAFitter, Eur. Phys. J. C 75 (2015) 304 [arXiv:1410.4412].

[116] K.J. Eskola, P. Paakkinen, H. Paukkunen and C.A. Salgado, EPPS16: nuclear parton distributions
with LHC data, Eur. Phys. J. C 77 (2017) 163 [arXiv:1612.05741].

[117] F. Dominguez, B.-W. Xiao and F. Yuan, 𝑘𝑡 -factorization for hard processes in nuclei, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 106 (2011) 022301 [arXiv:1009.2141].

[118] F. Dominguez, C. Marquet, B.-W. Xiao and F. Yuan, Universality of unintegrated gluon distributions
at small 𝑥, Phys. Rev. D 83 (2011) 105005 [arXiv:1101.0715].

[119] L. Zheng, E.C. Aschenauer, J.H. Lee and B.-W. Xiao, Probing gluon saturation through dihadron
correlations at an electron-ion collider, Phys. Rev. D 89 (2014) 074037 [arXiv:1403.2413].

[120] A. Dumitru, V. Skokov and T. Ullrich,Measuring the Weizsäcker-Williams distribution of linearly
polarized gluons at an electron-ion collider through dĳet azimuthal asymmetries, Phys. Rev. C 99
(2019) 015204 [arXiv:1809.02615].

– 74 –

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.096010
https://arxiv.org/abs/2103.11506
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2021.136655
https://arxiv.org/abs/2103.12047
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.054032
https://arxiv.org/abs/2111.07034
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.114004
https://arxiv.org/abs/2004.12715
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(00)01373-3
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0010343
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.014016
https://arxiv.org/abs/2005.09293
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2018.04.044
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2018.04.044
https://arxiv.org/abs/1712.02508
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.033006
https://arxiv.org/abs/1506.07443
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-8057-9
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-8057-9
https://arxiv.org/abs/1912.12040
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.L091501
https://arxiv.org/abs/2102.01610
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.074507
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.074507
https://arxiv.org/abs/2101.04942
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-015-3710-4
https://arxiv.org/abs/1506.06042
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-09057-0
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.04684
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-015-3480-z
https://arxiv.org/abs/1410.4412
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-017-4725-9
https://arxiv.org/abs/1612.05741
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.022301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.022301
https://arxiv.org/abs/1009.2141
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.105005
https://arxiv.org/abs/1101.0715
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.074037
https://arxiv.org/abs/1403.2413
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.99.015204
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.99.015204
https://arxiv.org/abs/1809.02615


2
0
2
2
 
J
I
N
S
T
 
1
7
 
P
1
0
0
1
9

[121] A. Kusina et al., nCTEQ15— global analysis of nuclear parton distributions with uncertainties, PoS
DIS2015 (2015) 041 [arXiv:1509.01801].

[122] W. Chang et al., Investigation of the background in coherent 𝐽/𝜓 production at the EIC, Phys. Rev.
D 104 (2021) 114030 [arXiv:2108.01694].

[123] M. Arratia, Y. Song, F. Ringer and B.V. Jacak, Jets as precision probes in electron-nucleus collisions
at the future electron-ion collider, Phys. Rev. C 101 (2020) 065204 [arXiv:1912.05931].

[124] E.-C. Aschenauer, K. Lee, B.S. Page and F. Ringer, Jet angularities in photoproduction at the
Electron-Ion Collider, Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020) 054028 [arXiv:1910.11460].

[125] BeAGLE: Benchmark eA Generator for LEptoproduction, https://eic.github.io/software/beagle.html
and https://wiki.bnl.gov/eic/index.php/BeAGLE, (2016)–(2021).

– 75 –

https://doi.org/10.22323/1.247.0041
https://doi.org/10.22323/1.247.0041
https://arxiv.org/abs/1509.01801
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.114030
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.114030
https://arxiv.org/abs/2108.01694
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.101.065204
https://arxiv.org/abs/1912.05931
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.054028
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.11460
https://eic.github.io/software/beagle.html
https://wiki.bnl.gov/eic/index.php/BeAGLE


2
0
2
2
 
J
I
N
S
T
 
1
7
 
P
1
0
0
1
9

The ATHENA collaboration

J. Adam,14 L. Adamczyk,2 N. Agrawal,12 C. Aidala,67 W. Akers,50 M. Alekseev,93 M.M. Allen,110

F. Ameli,83 A. Angerami,59 P. Antonioli,12 N.J. Apadula,58 A. Aprahamian,3 W. Armstrong,4

M. Arratia,101 J.R. Arrington,58 A. Asaturyan,3 E.C. Aschenauer,14 K. Augsten,26 S. Aune,48 K. Bailey,4

C. Baldanza,12 M. Bansal,28 F. Barbosa,50 L. Barion,31 K. Barish,101 M. Battaglieri,38 A. Bazilevsky,14

N.K. Behera,106 V. Berdnikov,18 J. Bernauer,90,82,20 C. Berriaud,48 A. Bhasin,49 D.S. Bhattacharya,95

J. Bielcik,26 J. Bielcikova,72 C. Bissolotti,79,78 W. Boeglin,33 M. Bondì,38 M. Borri,27 F. Bossù,48

F. Bouyjou,48 J.D. Brandenburg,14 A. Bressan,95,96 M. Brooks,62 S.L. Bültmann,73 D. Byer,30

H. Caines,111 M. Calderon de la Barca Sanchez,99 V. Calvelli,48 A. Camsonne,50 L. Cappelli,12

M. Capua,23,24 M. Castro,56 D. Cavazza,12 D. Cebra,99 A. Celentano,38 I. Chakaberia,58 B. Chan,100

W. Chang,19 M. Chartier,61 C. Chatterjee,95 D. Chen,101 J. Chen,37 K. Chen,19 Z. Chen,88 H. Chetri,46

T. Chiarusi,12 M. Chiosso,93,94 X. Chu,14 J.J. Chwastowski,44 G. Cicala,6,7 E. Cisbani,83 E. Cline,90

I. Cloët,4 D. Colella,6,8 M. Contalbrigo,31 G. Contin,95,96 R. Corliss,90,20 Y. Corrales-Morales,62

J. Crafts,18 C. Crawford,54 R. Cruz-Torres,58 D. D’Ago,95,96 A. D’Angelo,84,85 N. D’Hose,48

J. Dainton,57,22 S. Dalla Torre95 S.S. Dasgupta,71 S. Dash,13 N. Dashyan,3 J. Datta,20,90 M. Daugherity,1

R. De Vita,38 W. Deconinck,65 M. Defurne,48 K. Dehmelt,90,20 A. Del Dotto,36 F. Delcarro,50

G. Dellacasa,93 Z.S. Demiroglu,20,90 G.W. Deptuch,14 V. Desai,41 A. Deshpande,90,14,20 K. Devereaux,98

R. Dhillon,65 R. Di Salvo,84 C. Dilks,30 D. Dixit,98 S. Dobbs,34 X. Dong,58 J. Drachenberg,1

A. Drees,90,20 R. Dupré,76 M. Durham,62 R. Dzhygadlo,42 L. El Fassi,68 D. Elia,6 E. Epple,62

R. Esha,90,20 O. Evdokimov,102 O. Eyser,14 D. Falchieri,12 W. Fan,58 A. Fantini,84,85 R. Fatemi,54

S. Fazio,23,24 S. Fegan,112 A. Filippi,93 H. Fox,57 A. Francisco,48 A. Freeze,4 S. Furletov,50

Y. Furletova,50 C. Gal,68 S. Gardner,40 P. Garg,90,20 D. Gaskell,50 K. Gates,40 M.T.W. Gericke,65

F. Geurts,81 C. Ghosh,103 M. Giacalone,12 F. Giacomini,12 S. Gilchrist,89 D. Glazier,40 K. Gnanvo,108,50

L. Gonella,11 L.C. Greiner,58 N. Guerrini,86 L. Guo,33 A. Gupta,49 R. Gupta,49 W. Guryn,14 X. He,39

T. Hemmick,90,20 S. Heppelmann,99 D. Higinbotham,50 M. Hoballah,76 A. Hoghmrtsyan,3

M. Hohlmann,32 T. Horn,18 D. Hornidge,69 H.Z. Huang,100 C.E. Hyde,73 P. Iapozzuto,32 M. Idzik,2

B.V. Jacak,98,58 M. Jadhav,4 S. Jain,64 C. Jena,92 A. Jentsch,14 Y. Ji,58 Z. Ji,100 J. Jia,90,14,20

P.G. Jones,11 R.W.I. Jones,57 S. Joosten,4 S. Joshi,46 L. Kabir,101 G. Kalicy,18 G. Karyan,3

V.K.S. Kashyap,71 D. Kawall,103 H. Ke,14 M. Kelsey,109 J. Kim,4 J. Kiryluk,90,20 A. Kiselev,14

S.R. Klein,58 H. Klest,90,20 V. Kochar,13 W. Korsch,54 L. Kosarzewski,26 A. Kotzinian,3 F. Krizek,72

A. Kumar,5 K.S. Kumar,103 L. Kumar,75 R. Kumar,43 S. Kumar,6,9 A. Kunnath,91 N. Kushawaha,46

R. Lacey,90,20 Y.S. Lai,58 K. Lalwani,64 J. Landgraf,14 L. Lanza,84 D. Lattuada,56 M. Lavinsky,32

J.H. Lee,14 S.H. Lee,67 R. Lemmon,27 A. Lestone,62 N. Lewis,14 H. Li,87 S. Li,58 W. Li,81 W. Li,90,20

X. Li,21 X. Li,62 X. Liang,101 T. Ligonzo,6,9 T. Lin,88 J. Liu,61 K. Liu,62 M. Liu,62 K. Livingston,40

N. Liyanage,108 T. Ljubicic,14 O. Long,101 N. Lukow,91 Y. Ma,37 J. Mammei,65 F. Mammoliti,56

K. Mamo,4 I. Mandjavidze,48 S. Maple,11 D. Marchand,76 A. Margotti,12 C. Markert,107 P. Markowitz,33

T. Marshall,100 A. Martin,95,96 H. Marukyan,3 A. Mastroserio,6,35 S. Mathew,86 S. Mayilyan,3

C. Mayri,48 M. McEneaney,30 Y. Mei,58 L. Meng,57 F. Méot,14 J. Metcalfe,4 Z.-E. Meziani,4 P. Mihir,64

R. Milton,100 A. Mirabella,56 M. Mirazita,36 A. Mkrtchyan,3 H. Mkrtchyan,3 B. Mohanty,71

M. Mondal,20,90 A. Morreale,62 A. Movsisyan,3 D. Muenstermann,57 A. Mukherjee,13

C. Munoz Camacho,76 M.J. Murray,51 H. Mustafa,46 M. Myška,26 B.P. Nachman,58 K. Nagai,62

R. Naik,10 J.P. Naim,90,20 J. Nam,91 B. Nandi,13 E. Nappi,6 Md. Nasim,10 D. Neff,100 D. Neiret,48

P.R. Newman,11 M. Nguyen,55 S. Niccolai,76 M. Nie,88 F. Noferini,12 J. Norman,61 F. Noto,56

A.S. Nunes,14 T. O’Connor,4 G. Odyniec,58 V.A. Okorokov,66 M. Osipenko,38 B. Page,14 C. Palatchi,108

D. Palmer,98 P. Palni,41 S. Pandey,5 D. Panzieri,93,104 S. Park,68 K. Paschke,108 C. Pastore,6

R.N. Patra,49 A. Paul,101 S. Paul,101 C. Pecar,30 A. Peck,101 I. Pegg,18 C. Pellegrino,12 C. Peng,4

L. Pentchev,50 R. Perrino,6 K. Piotrzkowski,2 T. Polakovic,4 M. Płoskoń,58 M. Posik,91 S. Prasad,4

– 76 –



2
0
2
2
 
J
I
N
S
T
 
1
7
 
P
1
0
0
1
9

R. Preghenella,12 S. Priens,101 E. Prifti,102 M. Przybycien,2 P. Pujahari,63 A. Quintero,91 M. Radici,78

S.K. Radhakrishnan,58,53 S. Rahman,65 S. Rathi,46 B. Raue,33 R. Reed,60 P. Reimer,4 J. Reinhold,33

E. Renner,62 L. Rignanese,12 M. Ripani,38 A. Rizzo,56 D. Romanov,50 A. Roy,46 N. Rubini,12

M. Ruspa,93,104 L. Ruan,14 F. Sabatié,48 S. Sadhukhan,80 N. Sahoo,88 P. Sahu,47 D. Samuel,52

A. Sarkar,80 M. Sarsour,39 W. Schmidke,14 B. Schmookler,20,90 C. Schwarz,42 J. Schwiening,42

M. Scott,4 I. Sedgwick,86 M. Segreti,48 S. Sekula,89 R. Seto,101 N. Shah,77 A. Shahinyan,3

D. Sharma,46 N. Sharma,10 E.P. Sichtermann,58 A. Signori,79,78,50 A. Singh,5 B.K. Singh,5

S.N. Singh,64 N. Smirnov,111 D. Sokhan,48,40 R. Soltz,59 W. Sondheim,62 S. Spinali,16,17 F. Stacchi,48

R. Staszewski,44 P. Stepanov,18 S. Strazzi,12 I.R. Stroe,110 X. Sun,19 B. Surrow,91 Z. Sweger,99

T.J. Symons,58 V. Tadevosyan,3 A. Tang,14 E. Tassi,23,24 L. Teodorescu,15 F. Tessarotto,95

D. Thomas,107 J.H. Thomas,58 T. Toll,29 L. Tomášek,26 F. Torales-Acosta,98 P. Tribedy,14 95 Triloki,
V. Tripathi,46 R. Trotta,18 M. Trzebiński,44 B.A. Trzeciak,26 O. Tsai,100 Z. Tu,14 R. Turrisi,74

C. Tuvè,16,17 T. Ullrich,14 G.M. Urciuoli,83 A. Valentini,6,9 S. Vallarino,31 M. Vandenbroucke,48

J. Vanek,72 G. Vino,6 G. Volpe,6,9 H. Voskanyan,3 A. Vossen,30,50 E. Voutier,76 G. Wang,100

Y. Wang,19 D. Watts,112 N. Wickramaarachchi,18 F. Wilson,86 C.-P. Wong,62 X. Wu,100 Y. Wu,101

J. Xie,4 Q.-H. Xu,88 Z. Xu,14 Z.W. Xu,100 C. Yang,88 Q. Yang,88 Y. Yang,70 Z. Ye,102 Z. Ye,97 L. Yi,88

Z. Yin,19 M. Yurov,62 N. Zachariou,112 J. Zhang,88 Y. Zhang,105 Z. Zhang,14 Z. Zhang,102 Y. Zhao,4

Y.X. Zhao,45 Z. Zhao,30 L. Zheng25 and M. Żurek4

The name of a country or region in the affiliation does not indicate political recognition.
1 Abilene Christian University, Abilene, Texas 79699, U.S.A.
2 AGH University of Science and Technology, 30-059 Kraków, Poland
3 A.I. Alikhanyan National Science Laboratory (Yerevan Physics Institute), 0036 Yerevan, Armenia
4 Argonne National Laboratory, Lemont, Illinois 60439, U.S.A.
5 Banaras Hindu University, Varanasi, Uttar Pradesh 221005, India
6 INFN — Sezione di Bari, I-70126 Bari, Italy
7 CNR-ISTP Bari, I-70126 Bari, Italy
8 Politecnico di Bari, I-70126 Bari, Italy
9 Università di Bari, I-70121 Bari, Italy
10 IISER Berhampur, Odisha 760010, India
11 University of Birmingham, Birmingham, B15 2TT, United Kingdom
12 INFN — Sezione di Bologna, I-40127 Bologna, Italy
13 IIT Bombay, Mumbai, Maharashtra 400076, India
14 Brookhaven National Laboratory, Upton, New York 11973, U.S.A.
15 Brunel University, Uxbridge, UB8 3PH, United Kingdom
16 INFN — Sezione di Catania, I-95123 Catania, Italy
17 Università di Catania, I-95123 Catania, Italy
18 The Catholic University of America, Washington, DC 20064, U.S.A.
19 Central China Normal University, Wuhan, Hubei 430079, China
20 Center for Frontiers in Nuclear Science, Stony Brook, New York 11794, U.S.A.
21 China Institute of Atomic Energy, Beĳing, 102413, China
22 The Cockroft Institute, Warrington, WA4 4AD, United Kingdom
23 INFN — Gruppo Collegato di Cosenza, I-87036 Cosenza, Italy
24 Università della Calabria, I-87036 Rende (Cosenza), Italy
25 China University of Geosciences, Wuhan, Hubei 430079, China
26 Czech Technical University in Prague, 115 19 Prague 1, Czech Republic
27 Daresbury Laboratory, Warrington, WA44AD, United Kingdom
28 DAV College, Chandigarh, 160011, India
29 IIT Delhi New Delhi, Delhi 110016, India
30 Duke University, Durham, North Carolina 27708, U.S.A.
31 INFN — Sezione di Ferrara, I-44122 Ferrara, Italy

– 77 –



2
0
2
2
 
J
I
N
S
T
 
1
7
 
P
1
0
0
1
9

32 Florida Institute of Technology, Melbourne, Florida 32901, U.S.A.
33 Florida International University, Miami, Florida 33199, U.S.A.
34 Florida State University, Tallahassee, Florida 32306, U.S.A.
35 Università di Foggia, I-71122 Foggia, Italy
36 INFN — Laboratori Nazionali di Frascati, I-00044 Frascati, Italy
37 Fudan University, Shanghai 200433, China
38 INFN — Sezione di Genova, I-16146 Genova, Italy
39 Georgia State University, Atlanta, Georgia 30302, U.S.A.
40 University of Glasgow, Glasgow, G12 8QQ, Scotland, United Kingdom
41 Goa University, Taleigao Plateau, Goa, 403206, India
42 GSI Helmholtzzentrum für Schwerionenforschung GmbH, Darmstadt, Germany
43 Central University of Haryana, Jant, Haryana 123031, India
44 The Henryk Niewodniczański Institute of Nuclear Physics, Polish Academy of Sciences,

31-342 Kraków, Poland
45 Institute of Modern Physics, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Lanzhou, Gansu 730000, China
46 IIT Indore, Indore, Madhya Pradesh 453552, India
47 Institute of Physics, HBNI, Sachivalaya Marg, Bhubaneswar-751005, India
48 IRFU, CEA, Université Paris-Saclay, F-91191 Gif-sur-Yvette, France
49 University of Jammu, Jammu 180001, India
50 Thomas Jefferson National Accelerator Facility, Newport News, Virginia 23606, U.S.A.
51 University of Kansas, Lawrence, Kansas 66045, U.S.A.
52 Central University of Karnataka, Kadaganchi, Karnataka 585367, India
53 Kent State University, Kent, Ohio 44240, U.S.A.
54 University of Kentucky, Lexington, Kentucky 40506, U.S.A.
55 Laboratoire Leprince-Ringuet, École Polytechnique, CNRS — IN2P3, F-91128 Plaiseau, France
56 INFN — Laboratori Nazionali del Sud, I-95123 Catania, Italy
57 Lancaster University, Lancaster, LA1 4YB, United Kingdom
58 Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory, Berkeley, California 94720, U.S.A.
59 Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory, Livermore, California, 94550, U.S.A.
60 Lehigh University, Bethlehem, Pennsylvania 18015, U.S.A.
61 University of Liverpool, Liverpool, L69 7ZE, United Kingdom
62 Los Alamos National Laboratory, Los Alamos, New Mexico 87545, U.S.A.
63 IIT Madras, Chennai, Tamil Nadu 600036, India
64 Malaviya National Institute of Technology Jaipur, Jaipur, Rajasthan 302017, India
65 University of Manitoba, Winnipeg, Manitoba, R3T 2N2, Canada
66 National Research Nuclear University MEPhI, Moscow 115409, Russia
67 University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, Michigan 48109, U.S.A.
68 Mississippi State University, Starkville, Mississippi 39762, U.S.A.
69 Mount Allison University, Sackville, NB E4L 1E6, Canada
70 National Cheng Kung University, Tainan City 70101, Taiwan
71 National Institute of Science Education and Research, HBNI, Jatni 752050, India
72 Nuclear Physics Institute of the Czech Academy of Sciences, Husinec, 250 68 Řež, Czech Republic
73 Old Dominion University, Norfolk, Virginia 23529, U.S.A.
74 INFN — Sezione di Padova, I-35131 Padova, Italy
75 Panjab University, Chandigarh 160014, India
76 Université Paris-Saclay, CNRS — ĲCLab, F-91406 Orsay, France
77 IIT Patna, Bihta, Bihar 801106, India
78 INFN — Sezione di Pavia, I-27100 Pavia, Italy
79 Università di Pavia, I-27100 Pavia, Italy
80 Ramakrishna Mission Residential College, Narendrapur, Kolkata 700103, India
81 Rice University, Houston, Texas 77005, U.S.A.
82 RIKEN BNL Research Center, Upton, New York, 11973, U.S.A.

– 78 –



2
0
2
2
 
J
I
N
S
T
 
1
7
 
P
1
0
0
1
9

83 INFN — Sezione di Roma, I-00185 Roma, Italy
84 INFN — Sezione di Roma Tor Vergata, I-00128 Roma, Italy
85 Università degli Studi di Roma Tor Vergata, I-00128 Roma, Italy
86 STFC Rutherford Appleton Laboratory, Didcot, OX11 0QX, United Kingdom
87 South China Normal University, Guangzhou 510631, China
88 Shandong University, Qingdao, Shandong 266237, China
89 Southern Methodist University, Dallas, Texas 75275, U.S.A.
90 Stony Brook University, Stony Brook, New York 11794, U.S.A.
91 Temple University, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19122, U.S.A.
92 IISER Tirupati, Tirupati 517507, India
93 INFN — Sezione di Torino, I-10125 Torino, Italy
94 Università di Torino, I-10125 Torino, Italy
95 INFN — Sezione di Trieste, I-34149 Trieste, Italy
96 Università di Trieste, I-34127 Trieste, Italy
97 Tsinghua University, Beĳing, 100084, China
98 University of California, Berkeley, Berkeley, California 94720, U.S.A.
99 University of California, Davis, Davis, California 95616, U.S.A.
100 University of California, Los Angeles, Los Angeles, California 90095, U.S.A.
101 University of California, Riverside, Riverside, California 92521, U.S.A.
102 University of Illinois at Chicago, Chicago, Illinois 60607, U.S.A.
103 University of Massachusetts, Amherst, Massachusetts 01003, U.S.A.
104 Università Piemonte Orientale, I-28100 Novara, Italy
105 University of Science and Technology of China, Hefei, Anhui 230026, China
106 Central University of Tamil Nadu, Neelakudy, Tamil Nadu 610005, India
107 University of Texas at Austin, Austin, Texas 78712, U.S.A.
108 University of Virginia, Charlottesville, Virginia 22904, U.S.A.
109 Wayne State University, Detroit, Michigan 48201, U.S.A.
110 Worcester Polytechnic Institute, Worcester, Massachusetts 01609, U.S.A.
111 Yale University, New Haven, Connecticut 06520, U.S.A.
112 University of York, Heslington, York YO10 5DD, United Kingdom

– 79 –


	ATHENA Detector Proposal — A Totally Hermetic Electron Nucleus Apparatus Proposed for IP6 at the Electron-Ion Collider
	Original Publication Citation
	Authors

	Introduction
	EIC Physics Scope
	Detector Overview
	ATHENA Capabilities
	Structure of the Proposal

	The ATHENA detector
	Design considerations
	Magnet design
	Field shape
	Choice of conductor
	Mechanical design
	Cryogenic design

	Vertex and tracking system
	Choice of technology
	Requirements and subsystem performance

	Calorimetry
	Electron endcap electromagnetic calorimeter
	Barrel electromagnetic calorimeter
	Hadron endcap electromagnetic and hadronic calorimeters
	Hadronic calorimeters in electron endcap and barrel

	Particle identification
	Forward direction
	Barrel region
	Backward direction

	Far forward detectors
	Technology choices
	Detector performance

	Luminosity measurements and low-Q**2 tagging
	DAQ and readout electronics
	Software and computing
	Integration and installation
	R&D needs
	Challenges and mitigation policies
	Upgrade path

	EIC science with ATHENA
	Acceptance and performance
	Electron identification
	Lepton pair invariant-mass resolution
	Hadron and jet reconstruction
	Displaced track and vertex performance

	Origin of spin and 3-D nucleon imaging
	Spin structure of the nucleon via polarised inclusive DIS
	3-D parton imaging with hadrons
	3-D parton imaging with heavy flavor and jets
	Transverse spatial imaging of quarks and gluons

	Origin of mass
	Gravitational gluonic form factors through DVMP on nucleons
	3-D gluon spatial imaging / GPDs via J/psi and Upsilon
	Near-threshold Upsilon production

	Gluons in nucleons and nuclei
	Collinear parton distributions in nucleons and nuclei
	Gluon saturation
	Properties of cold nuclear matter
	Fragmentation and hadronization


	Glossary
	The ATHENA collaboration

