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Abstract

The 2x2 Demonstrator, a prototype for the Deep Underground Neutrino Experiment
(DUNE) liquid argon (LAr) Near Detector, was exposed to the Neutrinos from the Main
Injector (NuMI) neutrino beam at Fermi National Accelerator Laboratory (Fermilab). This
detector is a prototype of a new modular design for a liquid argon time-projection chamber
(LArTPC), comprising a two-by-two array of four modules, each further segmented into
two optically isolated LArTPCs. The 2x2 Demonstrator features a number of pioneering
technologies, including a low-profile resistive field shell to establish drift fields, native 3D
ionization pixelated imaging, and a high-coverage dielectric light readout system. The
2.4-tonne active mass detector is flanked upstream and downstream by supplemental
solid-scintillator tracking planes, repurposed from the MINERVA experiment, which track
ionizing particles exiting the argon volume. The antineutrino beam data collected by the
detector over a 4.5 day period in 2024 include over 30,000 neutrino interactions in the LAr
active volume—the first neutrino interactions reported by a DUNE detector prototype.
During its physics-quality run, the 2x2 Demonstrator operated at a nominal drift field of
500 V/cm and maintained good LAr purity, with a stable electron lifetime of approximately
1.25 ms. This paper describes the detector and supporting systems, summarizes the in-
stallation and commissioning, and presents the initial validation of collected NuMI beam
and off-beam self-triggers. In addition, it highlights observed interactions in the detector
volume, including candidate muon antineutrino events.

Keywords: neutrino; near detector; Deep Underground Neutrino Experiment; DUNE

1. Introduction

The Deep Underground Neutrino Experiment (DUNE) [1] is an accelerator-based
neutrino observatory currently under construction along the new Long-Baseline Neutrino
Facility (LBNF) neutrino beam [2]. DUNE will unambiguously determine the neutrino mass
ordering; it will also measure the charge-parity (CP)-violating phase and several neutrino
mixing parameters with high precision. Additionally, DUNE will search for physics beyond
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the Standard Model and utilize any supernova neutrino bursts occurring in its lifetime,
close enough to be detected, to study the astrophysics of stellar collapse and the properties
of neutrinos [3]. DUNE is composed of a Near Detector (ND) complex located at Fermilab
in Batavia, Illinois, and a Far Detector (FD) complex positioned 1285 km away at Sanford
Lab in Lead, South Dakota. More information about the experiment and its physics goals
can be found in [14].

The FD complex will be constructed in two phases, with Phase I consisting of two
10 kilo-tonne (counting fiducial mass within the instrumented regions, with each cryostat
holding a total of 17.1 kt LAr [5]) LArTPCs and an addition of two more detectors available
in Phase II. The ND complex [5] will house three detectors, all situated 574 m downstream
of the LBNF neutrino source in a cavern with approximately 60 m of rock overburden.
To minimize systemic uncertainties for the oscillation analyses, it is essential to include
an LAr target in the ND complex. ND-LAr, an LArTPC-based Near Detector, satisfies
this requirement. Together with The Muon Spectrometer (TMS), a magnetized scintillator
detector located directly downstream along the beamline, ND-LAr will have the capability
of moving orthogonally to the beam axis in order to characterize the LBNF neutrino flux
over a range of angles, a technique referred to as PRISM [5]. The third detector in the ND
complex, System for on-Axis Neutrino Detection (SAND), will remain fixed to characterize
and monitor the on-axis beam continuously.

The LBNF beam, currently under construction and slated to become the highest-
intensity neutrino beam in the world, will present new challenges for LArTPC neutrino
detectors. During Phase I, with LBNF in forward horn current mode, ND-LAr expects an
average of 25 neutrino interactions on argon alongside O(100) background events per 9.6 s
beam spill; however, its detector design must also accommodate an increased neutrino
interaction rate following the planned Phase II LBNF beam upgrades. To meet DUNE
physics requirements, the ND-LAr design has been developed to mitigate interaction pileup
in its uniquely high signal-occupancy environment. It features a pixelated charge readout
that produces 3D ionization distributions to which reconstruction algorithms can be directly
applied; this charge readout works in tandem with a fast (nanosecond-level), high-coverage
light readout system within a modular detector design. The modularity of ND-LAr ensures
the correct association of charge and light signals for accurate event reconstruction and
energy deposition estimation.

A staged prototyping program has been implemented to facilitate the success of the
innovative ND-LAr design. The 2x2 Demonstrator represents the first multi-module stage
of testing for the fully integrated system, consisting of four prototype modules running
in the high-occupancy NuMI beam at Fermilab [6,7]. Each module is approximately 60%
of the full-scale design in each transverse dimension and 40% of the height compared to
the planned ND-LAr modules. Prior to their installation in the 2x2 Demonstrator, each
module was tested individually at the University of Bern in Switzerland [8]. The 2x2
Demonstrator sees a neutrino interaction rate per TPC that is comparable to that of ND-LAr,
providing a valuable test of the novel detector geometries and technologies devised to
mitigate event pileup.

This paper covers the details of, and motivation for, the 2x2 Demonstrator system’s
design in Section 2. Section 3 describes the procedures for the installation and commis-
sioning of the detector and cryogenic systems. Section 4 reports on the initial detector
performance based on raw data; it includes beam and self-triggering timing validations, as
well as visually identified, triggered events.

https://doi.org/10.3390/instruments10010018


https://doi.org/10.3390/instruments10010018

Instruments 2026, 10, 18

11 of 33

2. Design of the 2x2 Demonstrator

This section will summarize the considerations and challenges driving the 2x2 Demon-
strator design. It will also describe the detector system layout as a whole, including
cryogenic support systems and the NuMI beam configuration.

2.1. LAYTPC Detectors: Advantages and Challenges

Since their first large-scale implementation in the early 2000s [9], LArTPCs have
furnished the physics community with high-granularity imaging and precise calorimetry
in a dense, scalable, uniform, and fully active detector medium. In conjunction with its
high density (o = 1.4 g/cm?), LAr provides high ionization and scintillation yields of
0O(10*) photons and electrons per deposited MeV [10,11], enabling excellent ionizing track
reconstruction and making it an ideal target material for neutrino detectors.

LArTPC particle detectors such as ArgoNeuT [12], LArIAT [13], ICARUS [14],
MicroBooNE [15], SBND [16], and ProtoDUNE-SP [17] have demonstrated that in a volume
of liquid argon sufficiently free of electronegative impurities, ionization electrons can be
drifted over the order of meters and imaged at mm scale resolutions [18-22]. The resultant
scalability of the LArTPC increases the likelihood of fully containing neutrino interactions
within a detector’s fiducial volume, improving its calorimetric performance.

Within an LArTPC, energetic, charged particles produce argon excimers, which in
turn decay and produce scintillation light; the fast (singlet state) component of this signal,
propagating to the boundaries of a detector within nanoseconds of an interaction, provides
an efficient ¢y timestamp. The slow (triplet state) component of the scintillation light follows
on the order of a us. In an environment such as the DUNE ND, with tens of neutrino
interactions spanning a 9.6 us window, even the fast components of scintillation signals
can experience pileup if multiple signals become indistinguishable in time. Particularly for
interactions with final-state particle tracks detached from the interaction vertex, pileup of
fast-component light signal risks merging neutrino interactions during event reconstruction,
which can bias calorimetric measurements and event classification.

2.2. ND-LAr: Pileup Mitigation

The ND-LAr design emerged from the ArgonCube development program [23], which
aimed to improve upon the performance and robustness of the wire-plane LArTPC design
through new and developing technologies. Specifically, ND-LAr seeks to minimize pileup-
related biases in event reconstruction through TPC modularity.

Precise energy reconstruction and interaction-type classification will depend upon the
successful separation of simultaneous events, a goal which requires ND-LAr to diverge
from the monolithic LArTPC design and its traditional technologies. In an LArTPC with
a maximum drift length of two meters, at a drift field of 500 V/cm corresponding to an
approximate drift velocity of 0.16 cm/ s, the maximum drift time will exceed the length of
a beam spill by more than 1000 us. This difference in scale between the charge readout and
spill windows (over two orders of magnitude) can lead to pileup of ionization tracks in a
multi-interaction beam spill, an effect which scales with a detector’s maximum drift length.
To mitigate this pileup, rather than constructing one or two monolithic volumes, ND-
LAr will be composed of 35 modulesina 7 x 5 x 3 m volume. Each module, measuring
1 x 1 x 3 m, will be split along the beam axis into two optically isolated TPCs, resulting in
a total of 70 TPCs. The 2x2 Demonstrator prototypes this with four modules, totaling eight
optically isolated TPCs.

ND-LAr modules will collect charge on pixelated sensors, a charge readout technique
new to large-scale LArTPCs [24]. The two spatial dimensions defined by the pixelated
anode, when combined with the relative timing of pixel hits, provide native 3D imaging
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of particle tracks within the detector volume before any reconstruction is applied. To
complete this structure while also minimizing uninstrumented regions between each TPC,
a novel, low-profile field shell and a dielectric light readout system (LRS) have also been
designed [25,26]. Segmenting the detector into multiple independently instrumented,
optically isolated regions and including a light readout to supply interaction timing on
a scale capable of resolving the beam structure will improve the ability of ND-LAr to
accurately reconstruct tens of neutrino interactions within individual beam spills, in spite
of backgrounds and the expected pileup rate. The introduction of a small amount of
dead space between these modular regions has no effect on the underlying interaction
physics within each TPC, and its impact on reconstruction efficiency can be quantified and
corrected for using data-driven calibration techniques. Taken together, the innovations
implemented in ND-LAr, which are necessary to disentangle and reconstruct the very large
number of interactions present in each beam spill, are expected to provide equivalent or
improved reconstruction performance relative to the Far Detectors and preserve the validity
of Near—Far comparisons.

In the DUNE ND complex, TMS is located downstream of ND-LAr to track and
characterize muons exiting ND-LAr. For the 2x2 Demonstrator, scintillator planes inter-
leaved with steel panels repurposed from the MINERVA [27] experiment (Mx2) flanking
the LArTPC both upstream and downstream along the beam axis provide similar muon
tracking and calorimetry. The Mx2 is described in greater detail in Section 2.7. To recon-
struct partially contained events, precise timing is required to match energy depositions in
ND-LAr to associated depositions in external detectors like TMS. This is especially true in
environments with high rates of interaction pileup, when multiple overlapping or proximal
particle trajectories could exit the LArTPC in the span of several microseconds. Event
and interaction-level matching between the 2x2 Demonstrator LArTPC and the Mx2 will
provide a valuable test of this process.

2.3. 2x2 Demonstrator: Overview

The 2x2 Demonstrator was installed 102 m underground in Fermilab’s MINOS Hall,
currently home to the NOvA ND [28] and previously home to the MINOS ND [29],
ArgoNeuT [12], and MINERVA experiments. The 2x2 Demonstrator is centered on the
beam axis, in the same location that the MINOS Near Detector once occupied; see Figure 1.

The four 60% scale prototype ND-LAr modules that make up the 2x2 Demonstrator
are suspended in a common bath of liquid argon within a 6.1 m? cylindrical, vacuum-jacket-
insulated cryostat. Together, the four modules form a 2.4-tonne modular LArTPC, pictured
in Figure 2.

Each module hangs beneath a stainless steel top flange containing five feedthroughs:
the detector power and readout cables for each TPC, the high voltage input, detector
monitoring and light system calibration inputs, and an LAr fill port. Before insertion
into the cryostat, the four modules are connected via a steel cross bar enforcing mm scale
separation between modules. Indium was used to provide a cryogenic seal between the
modules, crossbar, and cryostat top plate. The four module units can be seen in Figure 2
prior to their insertion into the cryostat.

Within each module, the two optically isolated TPCs are instrumented with pixel-
based charge readout system (CRS) anodes positioned on either side of a central cathode
plane. The light detection systems are located normal to the anode planes on both sides of
each TPC; they consist of dielectric, scintillating light traps which provide 29% geometrical
coverage within each module.

Located 0.47 m downstream and 0.75 m upstream from the cryostat are scintillator-
based tracking detectors, which were repurposed from the MINERVA experiment.
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Figure 1. The NuMI Target Hall and Minos Hall; see inset. The 2x2 Demonstrator is located at the
downstream end of the MINOS Hall.
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Figure 2. A rendering of the 2x2 Demonstrator and associated systems. The central cryostat contains
four independent LArTPC modules in a common bath of liquid argon. Hexagonal steel panels
interleaved with scintillator tracking planes, repurposed from the MINERVA detector, are located on
both sides of the cryostat, along the axis of the incoming neutrino beam entering from the left.
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2.4. Cryogenic System: Design and Monitoring

Due to the underground location of the 2x2 Demonstrator, direct filling from LAr or
N, tankers was unfeasible. Consequently, the detector was filled via 160 L dewars lowered
by crane into the MINOS Cavern. Throughout operations, LAr purity was maintained
through recirculation, with an internal cryogenic centrifugal pump [8] extracting LAr from
the bottom of the cryostat, passing it through O, and H,O filtering media [30,31], and
pumping the LAr back into the cryostat through the fill ports positioned at the top of each
module. Cooling was provided by three cryocoolers [32], driving cold heads in an LAr
condenser. After filling the cryostat, a non-negligible leak was detected along the indium
seal joining the modules to the cryostat top plate. A continuous top-up with gaseous argon
mitigated the effects of this leak, with H>O and O, gas-getters installed on the input line
to preserve LAr purity. Gas analyzers continuously sampled O;, N, and H;O at various
locations, including the input and output of the LAr filter.

The cryogenic system was designed to provide 40 mm of dielectric shielding of LAr to
the high-voltage system. Due to a difference between the as-built detector and the design,
the position of the condenser boil-off line limited the maximum dielectric shielding to
20 mm for the duration of the 2024 run. The maintained LAr level served as adequate
shielding for the design voltage of 500 V/cm. Following the initial data-acquisition period
in July 2024, the condenser boil-off line was moved, extending the possible voltage range for
future runs to 1 kV/cm. A calibrated liquid-level sensor provided input to the high-voltage
interlock whenever voltage was applied.

2.5. NuMI Beam

The 2x2 Demonstrator sits 1.04 km downstream of the NuMI target facility at Fermilab.
To produce the NuMI beam, 120 GeV protons from Fermilab’s Main Injector Accelerator are
directed at a 1.2 m graphite target, yielding charged kaons and pions that are subsequently
either focused or deflected from the beam path by electromagnetic focusing horns. The
beam can run in both neutrino and antineutrino mode, depending upon the polarity of the
current supplied to the focusing horns. For the duration of the 2024 run, NuMI ran with
reverse horn current (RHC) to produce a muon antineutrino beam.

After the focusing horns, the hadrons produced at the beam target enter a 675 m decay
pipe, followed by 240 m of rock. The muon antineutrinos emitted as the hadrons decay
in flight have an average energy of 5.8 GeV (see Figure 3). For the medium-energy RHC
configuration, the NuMI beam is expected to have a high purity of approximately 95%
muon antineutrinos in the energy range of interest, which is 0 to 10 GeV. Muon neutrinos
account for 4% of the background contamination, while electron (anti)neutrinos constitute
the remaining 1%. Figure 1 shows the layout of the beam and injector facilities with respect
to the MINOS Hall [6].

The Main Injector beam spill spans 9.6 us, with varying cycle times depending on
the configuration of the accelerator complex. Between 8 July and 12 July, when the 2x2
collected physics data, the cycle time between consecutive spills was approximately 1.2 s.
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Figure 3. The expected energy and flux of neutrinos from the NuMI beam at the 2x2 Demonstrator,
compared to those from the Booster Neutrino Beam (BNB) at the SBN Near Detector (SBND) [16] and
the Phase I LBNF beam at the DUNE ND.

2.6. LAYTPC Design and Readout

Details of the 2x2 module design are summarized below, and a full description of
module hardware can be found in [8]. (This is a report on the design and performance
of the first 2x2 module, Module 0, built and operated at the University of Bern). As the
four 2x2 modules were constructed and tested sequentially over several years, hardware
upgrades and variations were integrated into the modules. The differences are summarized
in Table 1. Modules will be referred to as Module 0, 1, 2, and 3, based on the order in which
they were constructed.

Table 1. Aspects of the readout subsystems that differ across modules: all modules use 8 tiles

per anode.
Feature Module 0 Module 1 Module 2 Module 3
Pixel Pitch [mm] 2 4.43 443 3.88 4.43
Pixels/Tile 4900 4900 6400 4900
SiPM Model b 6025PE 6050PE 6050PE 6050PE
Edge Dichroic Mirror [ACL] No Yes Yes Yes

2 Distance between the centers of two adjacent pixels; ? Hamamatsu S13360 (Hamamatsu, Japan).

The 2x2 modules are housed in 1.4 m tall sleeves of 6 mm thick G10/FR-4 [33], each
witha 0.7 m x 0.7 m footprint. The sleeve’s base is left open to facilitate LAr circulation and
its top is attached to the cryostat flange [5]. The choice of G10/FR-4 is advantageous as a
construction material as it has a radiation length of 19.4 cm and a hadronic interaction length
of 53.1 cm, both of which are on the same scale as LAr (14 cm and 85.7 cm, respectively) [34].
In comparison, iron has radiation and hadronic interaction lengths of 1.75 and 16.7 cm,
respectively, so a thin G10 shell behaves far more like LAr than a traditional stainless
steel field cage [35]. This similarity reduces potential event reconstruction complications
introduced by the uninstrumented material between fiducial volumes.
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2.6.1. LArTPC Subsystem: Drift High Voltage

Each 2x2 module is split along the beam axis into two optically isolated TPC volumes
sharing a central cathode. The maximum drift distance from anode to cathode across each
TPC measures 30 cm, requiring only a modest —15 kV potential on the cathode to achieve
the nominal field strength of 500 V/cm. This drift high voltage (HV) is supplied for all
modules by a Spellman [36] SL50N300/ESL /220 unit. A custom-built oil-filled potted
filter-distributor [37] splits the drift HV into four output channels and provides resistive
decoupling for the four, while also acting as a low-pass filter for the power supply ripple.

The uniformity of the electric field within each TPC is enforced by a resistive field
shell—a departure from the traditional LArTPC resistor-chain field cage. The resistive
field shell, constructed from a layer of carbon-loaded Kapton film (DR8) laminated to G10,
surrounds each drift region as pictured in Figure 4. At a field strength of 500 V/cm, the
100 pm film has a sheet resistance of O(10%) Q)/sq [34]. The field shell is coupled to the
anode and cathode by copper cladding; each cathode panel, also constructed from G10/FR-
4 and carbon-loaded Kapton film (XC, 25 pm thick), has a reduced sheet resistance of
0O(10°) Q)/sq. Cathodes feature Kapton film on both sides, as they bisect the modules [38].
This low-profile field shell design minimizes the uninstrumented material between the
instrumented volumes.

Pixelated

Anode Tile
(70%70 pixels) \‘"\ ’

LCM Tiles -
(2 SiPMs each)

ArCLight Tile ...
(6 SiPMs each)

A AN AN

1.40 m

Figure 4. Rendering of a single 2x2 module, as described in [8]. The module is bisected by a resistive
cathode to form two optically isolated LArTPCs. Readout cable positions for the CRS (gray) and
LRS (red) can be clearly seen external to the anode. During operation, modules are protected by an
external G10 sleeve.
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2.6.2. LAYTPC Subsystem: Charge Readout

Positioned opposite to the central cathode in each module, two anode planes define
the outer extent of the mirrored drift regions. Each anode is instrumented by eight large-
format, low-profile, printed circuit board LArPix pixel tiles [24]. These are arranged in a
4-high-by-2-wide array, with each individual tile measuring 31 cm x 32 cm. The LArPix
application-specific integrated circuits (ASICs) provide cryogenic-compatible, ultra-low-
power amplification, self-triggered digitization, and digital multiplexing for a total of
337,600 pixels in the 2x2 Demonstrator [39]. Each ASIC controls 64 pixel channels, and
is packaged to facilitate commercial production and mounted in an array to the back of
the anode. Every pixel functions as an independent self-triggering detector and resets
with a negligible (approximately 100 ns) dead time. 100 ns corresponds to an electron
traveling 0.16 mm in the detector, given a nominal drift field of 500 V/cm. A typical pixel
hit integrates charge for 2.6 us, so two back-to-back hits on the same individual pixel
separated by a reset would result in a loss of approximately 4% of the second track’s charge.
This effect impacts tracks traveling perpendicular to the anode, and can be suppressed by
alternative LArPix modes. Consequently, the pixelated readout maintains a manageable
data rate and well-resolved tracks even in a high-occupancy environment with multiple
events. The raw hit data extracted from each pixel combined with the relative timing of hits
across all triggered pixels provide native 3D imaging of particle footprints before any signal
processing, filtering, or reconstruction is applied. Timing information from scintillation
light detected by the LRS fixes the global position of charge hits in each TPC drift direction.
Per TPC, a single on-detector Pixel Array Controller and Network card (PACMAN) unit
delivers clean power and establishes I/O with the ASICs, sets configurations, and provides
the data acquisition (DAQ) interface for all eight tiles. As mentioned previously, minor
prototyping variations between modules are summarized in Table 1.

2.6.3. LArTPC Subsystem: Light Readout

Along the inner face of the vertical field cage panels (normal to the anode plane),
eight low-profile, dielectric scintillation light traps span the distance between each anode
and the cathode on both sides of the TPC. As mentioned previously, these light traps
provide 29% geometrical coverage within each module. Two complementary light trap
types alternate along each TPC side, as shown in Figure 4; these are the Light Collection
Modules (LCMs) [26] and the ArCLight (ACL) tiles [25,40].

The LCM consists of wavelength-shifting (WLS) fibers coated in tetraphenyl butadiene
(TPB) and coupled at each end to silicon photomultipliers [41] (SiPMs). Two SiPMs per LCM
are mounted side-by-side with their associated electronics to a 30 cm x 10 cm x 0.1 cm
PVC backing plate; scintillating fibers are bent, laid flat, and affixed to the same plate such
that their ends couple securely to the SiPMs. Within the detector, LCMs are installed in sets
of three and cumulatively occupy an area comparable to that of one ACL. The ACL is a
1 cm thick plate of WLS plastic covered by a TPB-coated dichroic mirror foil. In all modules
except Module 0, additional strips of dichroic foil prevent light from escaping along the
edges of the ACL. A single ACL tile measures 28 cm x 30 cm X 1 cm. ACLs are coupled to
six SiPMs each [41], for a total of 384 SiPMs in the 2x2 Demonstrator. Schematics of both
light trap types are provided in Figure 5.

Signals from the SiPMs undergo pre-amplification on cold electronics, while external
variable-gain amplifiers and analog-to-digital converters (ADCs) sample and record the
signals at 62.5 MHz with 14-bit resolution. The LRS and CRS both receive a trigger issued
in coincidence with the neutrino beam pulse, prompting on-beam readout. Off-beam, every
set of six SiPMs triggers independently on an adjustable threshold in order to detect activity
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like cosmic rays. Blue LEDs located within each TPC, controlled by a custom pulser unit,
provide an internal gain calibration source for the individual SiPMs.

LCM: Front View ACL: Side View

600 mm

Figure 5. Schematics of the two LRS light trap types deployed in the 2x2 Demonstrator: the LCM (left)
and ACL (right) with their respective dimensions. Installed in the detector, individual LCMs measure
10 cm vertically, while a single ACL spans 30 cm along the same dimension. The oscillating lines
represent possible photon trajectories, with interactions at each white point shifting the 128 nm
scintillation light to a more easily detected 512 nm (green).

Both the ACL and LCM are constructed entirely of dielectric materials and can con-
sequently be placed inside the detector volume without causing significant electric field
distortions [8]; this placement optimizes light yield and minimizes the material separating
instrumented LAr volumes. The LRS design provides a detailed timing structure with
vertical spatial resolution. The aim of this design, prototyped in the 2x2 Demonstrator to
meet the physics needs of ND-LAr, is to mitigate the neutrino interaction pileup expected
in a near-beamline detector.

In the 2x2 Demonstrator, the TPC maximum drift length defines a charge readout
window of approximately 200 ps, while the NuMI beam spill spans only 9.6 us. As
previously mentioned, this order of magnitude difference between the charge readout
and spill windows can lead to the pileup of ionization tracks from different interactions
occurring at different points within a single beam spill. The LRS helps to detangle this
pileup: with ACL and LCM light detectors operating on either side of the anode, running
along its full vertical length, the LRS achieves sufficient spatial resolution along the vertical
and beam-direction axes to define regions of interest within each TPC. Each region is
then assigned a timestamp, using timing granularity finer than the NuMI beam bunch
structure. The LRS detects individual scintillation signals with nanosecond-level resolution;
importantly, this resolution enables the association of daughter particles that are detached
from their parent vertices, as in the case of neutral particle decays. By correctly associating
ionization charge clusters with significant optical events centered in the same modular
region, the ionization signals for each separate neutrino interaction within a spill can be
identified and separated in spite of the 200 ps charge readout window.

2.7. Mx2: External Scintillator

Scintillator planes, repurposed from MINERVA, are positioned upstream and down-
stream of the 2x2 Demonstrator cryostat (see Figure 6), centered along the NuMI beamline.
This supplemental system provides tracking for ionizing particles that pierce the LArTPC
detector and are particularly useful for charged pion and muon discrimination. The planes
are composed of WLS fibers encased in plastic scintillator strips, arranged in 3 orientations
with respect to the beam for 3D reconstruction. Three different configurations of scintillator
planes are used: tracker planes composed solely of scintillator strips, as well as electro-
magnetic and hadronic calorimeter planes, interleaved with lead sheets and steel plates,
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respectively. Figure 7 provides an overview of their composition, and a detailed description
can be found in [27].

Figure 6. The 2x2 Demonstrator consists of a 2x2 array of modular LArTPCs flanked upstream and

downstream by Mx2 scintillating tracker planes.

[N ] ]: Seintillator Plane [X,U,V]
[ : steel Plate
B : Lead sheet

Mx2 Composition

Tracker ECAL HCAL
module module module

ele|o| [©

L_UPSTREAM__| Eal DOWNSTREAM |

Figure 7. Muon taggers positioned 75 cm upstream and 47 cm downstream of the 2x2 LArTPC consist
of three different types of tracking planes. The downstream modules were designed to also perform
calorimetric measurements. A total of 185 128-channel multi-anode Hamamatsu H8804 PMTs are
mounted atop the Mx2 module sets (one set consisting of four sequential modules); the upstream
modules sport 57 PMTs, while the downstream modules operate the remaining 128.

Between the upstream and downstream components, the Mx2 supplies approximately
5.6 tonnes of active, fiducial scintillator mass, made up of 7.8% hydrogen and 92.2% carbon
atoms. The Mx2 has a spatial resolution of 3.1 mm and a timing resolution of 3 ns [27].
The Mx2 reuses readout electronics from MINERVA, including original photomultiplier
tubes (PMTs), front-end mother boards, and in-rack custom electronics and power supplies.
The DAQ [42], as developed for MINERVA, was reused with minimal changes. The Mx2
DAQ triggers on the NuMI A9, a TTL (Transistor-Transistor Logic) early-warning signal
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indicating an incoming beam pulse. For the Mx2, receipt of the NuMI A9 initiates a 216 ps
delay, after which a 16 ps readout gate is opened on all channels to capture the entire NuMI
beam pulse as well as delayed light from decaying particles inside the detector.

3. Installation and Commissioning

The following section outlines the activities from the initial module construction and
cosmic data acquisition at the University of Bern to the installation of the full 2x2 Demon-
strator at Fermilab.This section also describes the commissioning of the 2x2 Demonstrator
cryogenic and detector systems in the lead-up to its run in 2024.

3.1. Module Construction and Installation

Between 2021 and 2023, the 2x2 Demonstrator modules were sequentially constructed
and operated at the University of Bern, where they recorded cosmic ray muons in pure
LAr for approximately one week per test run. Details of the assembly and performance of
Module 0 were published in [8].

Over the same period, the infrastructure in the MINOS cavern at Fermilab was up-
graded in preparation for the 2x2 Demonstrator installation. Both the MINOS and MIN-
ERVA experiments were removed from the cavern, while electrical, networking, and
environmental safety systems were updated to meet the requirements of the 2x2 Demon-
strator. In 2022 and 2023, the cryostat and the Mx2 were installed and their control systems
subsequently commissioned.

As the modules completed their individual test runs at the University of Bern, they
were shipped fully assembled to Fermilab and underwent warm acceptance tests on arrival.

In October 2023, the four modules were lowered 102 m by crane into the MINOS
cavern. Once underground, they were arranged into a two-module by two-module array
and installed in their cryostat, as shown in Figure 8. Installation of the remaining site
infrastructure and supporting cryogenics system was completed in March 2024, whereupon
the 2x2 Demonstrator subsystems collected warm commissioning data in the NuMI beam
for detector calibration. In May 2024, purging of the 2x2 Demonstrator cryostat commenced,
and the detector was filled with LAr by 31 May.

3, (V™Y
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Figure 8. Cont.
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Figure 8. Installation of the 2x2 module array in the MINOS Underground Hall on 23 October
2023 [43].

3.2. Commissioning: Cryogenics

Leak-checking of the vessel after filling revealed a gaseous argon (GAr) leak in the
indium seal joining the modules and the cryostat. This leak necessitated the installation of
a continuous GAr top-up system, as well as O, and H,O gas purifiers to minimize added
contaminants from the GAr. Additionally, a malfunctioning component of the detector
condenser needed replacement, impacting the system’s ability to maintain a high level of
LAr purity. Once a spare was acquired, cryogenic commissioning continued. The cryogenic
adjustments made in the period following the initial fill corresponded to an electron lifetime
of approximately 100 us, resulting in a charge loss of ~86% for signals drifted over the full
30 cm anode-to-cathode distance during this initial period of operation.

Between 5 July and 6 July, in a brief window between high voltage runs, new cartridges
were installed in the O, and H,O gas-getters. This maintenance period mitigated the
full-drift charge attenuation to ~15%, establishing an improved electron lifetime, which
remained stable at approximately 1.25 ms for the remainder of the 2024 run.

3.3. Commissioning: TPC High Voltage

During cryogenic commissioning, several cross-checks were performed to verify the
successful integration of the HV system. The resistances across the HV feed-throughs
were measured, confirming good connections at the cathodes; the potted filter-distributor,
system monitoring and controls, and the interlocks were likewise tested.

Cryogenic commissioning completed shortly before the Fermilab Summer Accelerator
Shutdown in 2024; consequently, limited time was available for cold commissioning of
the detector with the HV system fully ramped. The LRS provides HV monitoring during
ramps, as potential electric breakdowns will produce flashes of light in the detector. The
low cosmic muon rates underground improved the LRS sensitivity to any such flashes
relative to the single-module runs at the University of Bern. A trial ramp to half-nominal
(250 V/cm) field strength was performed on 31 May to commission the system after the
detector was initially filled. During this test, slight deviations from nominal light rates

https://doi.org/10.3390/instruments10010018


https://doi.org/10.3390/instruments10010018

Instruments 2026, 10, 18

22 of 33

were observed in the 2x2 Demonstrator. Offline investigations concluded that the elevated
rates were due to low LAr purity rather than complications within the HV system.

On 1 July, the TPC HV system began ramping at a conservative rate of 25 V/s, pausing
every 0.5 kV to monitor the status of the TPCs. The detector was held at half-nominal
voltage for 12 h to ensure HV stability before completing its ramp to nominal voltage. The
aggregate ramp from null to nominal TPC HV (—15 kV on the cathode) took 28.8 h.

On 4 July, an unintentional cessation of the HV occurred when the liquid-level interlock
tripped, providing an opportunity to test the monitoring system’s stability and robustness.
The system and detector suffered no ill effects due to this HV trip, and cryogenic work
leading up to the 7 July ramp significantly improved the LAr purity.

On 7 July and 8 July, the 2x2 Demonstrator was ramped to nominal voltage and ran
continuously until midday on 12 July.

3.4. Commissioning: Light Readout

Prior to the conclusion of cryogenic commissioning, the LRS underwent several
commissioning stages. Under warm conditions, connections along the cold and warm
readout chain were tested and confirmed in stages. At this preliminary stage, 13 SiPMs were
flagged as non-working or exceeding acceptable noise levels, constituting 3.5% of all LRS
channels. Once the cryostat was filled with LAr, the current draw of each cold electronics
board was confirmed to lie within the expected range. Between the June 2024 and the July
2024 HV ramps, an ADC unit was replaced due to variable baselines, reducing the number
of non-working or noise-dominated channels to 11 (2.8% of the total). The LED settings
for each module were tuned for every SiPM and then deployed in automated calibration
scripts. Calibration data were then taken at varying SiPM bias voltages, increasing the bias
in steps of 0.5 V between each calibration run in order to determine optimal overvoltage
settings for each SiPM. The average bias voltage across all operational LRS channels during
the 2024 run was 46.8 V, corresponding to an average breakdown voltage of 42.3 V and an
overvoltage of 4.5 V. Following this optimization of the LED and SiPM settings, calibration
data were once again taken to extract the gain and resolution of each channel.

Due to the tight commissioning timeline driven by the beam shutdown, the opportu-
nity for LRS commissioning with the HV on was limited in this initial run.

3.5. Commissioning: Charge Readout

During cryogenic commissioning but before the HV period, the charge readout was
commissioned in multiple steps. First, a communication network between the ASICs of
each pixel tile was established. At this stage, 43 out of 6400 ASICs were disabled due
to unreliable communication or recurring bit-corruption issues. Next, a measurement of
the baseline offset was performed by periodically sampling the charge on every pixel:
this check quantifies the pedestal for each readout channel, and higher baseline noise
in specific regions of the detector helps identify sources of noise impacting the charge
readout. Once pedestals were quantified, the channel-level thresholds for the nominal
self-triggering operations were tuned such that the trigger rate on each channel lay between
0.01 and 0.1 Hz. Finally, to estimate the threshold values, a special run was carried out
where the periodic reset of the front end, typically configured with a period of 10-100 ps,
was disabled such that the slowly integrating charge from leakage currents induced at-
threshold triggers. The obtained thresholds were found to be 5k electrons on average.
Design and handling issues primarily related to system grounding, microphonics, and
leakage currents ultimately required disabling 2.25% of all pixel channels over the course
of these commissioning stages. The disabled channels were primarily located along the
edge boundaries of the pixel tiles.
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Design improvements implemented in a subsequent large-scale, ND-LAr prototype,
the Full Scale Demonstrator (FSD), reduced the total fraction of inactive channels to 0.8%.
High noise or leakage currents were responsible for a quarter of these disabled channels,
while the remainder stemmed from chip communication issues.

3.6. Data Collection: Nominal HV with LAr Purity

The 2x2 Demonstrator collected 86 h of NuMI beam data at nominal running condi-
tions, with a field strength of 500 V/cm and a high level of LAr purity (O(ms)). Additional
data recorded at half-nominal field strength completes the physics data set, bringing the
total run time with beam and high LAr purity to 4.5 days. This period of 100% detector
up-time corresponded to 1.5 x 10!? protons on target (POT), which produced more than
30k (anti)neutrino interactions in the LArTPC volume. A summary of the detector status
and corresponding NuMI beam configuration is shown in Figure 9.

NuMI Beam Status During 2x2 Voltage-On Periods

I
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Figure 9. Recorded POT for the NuMI beam of the 2x2 Demonstrator (blue). The green line indicates
when the beam was running and shows the cycle period of the beam pulses delivered. The topmost
panel shows the TPC HV applied to the 2x2 cathode(s) in black.

Throughout the run, the Mx2 and LRS triggered on NuMI A9 early-warning signals
to capture beam spills, while the LRS additionally triggered on off-beam interactions
exceeding a set light threshold. The CRS pixels self-triggered continuously on independent,
pixel-by-pixel thresholds; additional markers in the CRS data stream tagged NuMI A9
and LRS threshold triggers to assist in event building during downstream processing.
Six hours of additional, low-threshold, non-beam data were collected for charge readout
commissioning studies on 12 July 2024, after which the detector ramped down for further
cryogenic improvements.

4. Data Validation and Event Displays

The innovative technology prototyped in the 2x2 Demonstrator—namely, its native
3D pixelated charge readout—coupled with a low-background, underground environment
enables instantaneous proof of detector performance and the viability of the ND-LAr design.
During the 4.5-day physics-quality run, LArTPC events could be viewed in event displays
like those shown at the end of Section 4 almost immediately, using minimally processed
raw data. The 2x2 Demonstrator consortium will publish data analyses utilizing offline
event reconstruction at a later date. The remainder of this paper focuses on validations
of trigger synchronization between detector subsystems and the NuMI beam, as well as
event displays demonstrating the performance of the 2x2 Demonstrator with minimally
processed data.
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4.1. Validation: Multi-Detector Triggering

The three detector subsystems (LRS, CRS, and Mx2) record data through distinct
DAQs in separate data streams. The event-level trigger alignment of each subsystem with
the NuMI beam A9 early-warning signal, as well as each subsystem’s timing offsets relative
to each other, must be well-understood. Validation of the detector’s trigger alignment is
essential to ensure accurate offline data matching and event reconstruction.

Within the LArTPC, the charge readout and the light readout share a common on-beam
triggering system. The light readout warm electronics receive the NuMI A9 directly and
trigger, then forward the signal to a PACMAN controller to tag the spill window in the
self-triggering charge readout. Mx2, in contrast, triggers independently, but also on the
NuMI A9.

In order to optimize timing measurements within the 2x2 Demonstrator LArTPCs, the
LRS has been configured to record light waveforms over a period of 16 us. Each trigger is
padded by approximately 1.6 us prior to beam arrival, and the LRS continues taking data
for several ps following the spill period to ensure full coverage of any associated secondary
interactions or decays. The Mx2 likewise pads its beam window by a period of 0.5 ps and
collects data for 5.5 ps following the end of the spill.

Figure 10 shows the integrated and normalized data rate spanning two hours from
the three detector subsystems (CRS, LRS, and Mx2) relative to the arrival of the beam pulse.
When compared to Figure 11, in which the 6-batch structure of the NuMI beam is visible, it
is evident that all three subsystems successfully trigger on the beam. The beam structure is
apparent in the shape of the Mx2 integrated waveforms and, to a lesser degree, in the light
readout integrated waveforms.

Beam Timing [Normalized]:
2 hours of beam data starting 07/12/2024 1:20:27 CDT
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Figure 10. The maximum readout window of a single beam spill in the 2x2, 200 us, is defined by
the maximum drift time for charge. Above, the recorded signal outputs of the three subsystems
of the 2x2 Demonstrator (LRS, Mx2, and the CRS), summed across two hours of beam spills, are
plotted against the maximum readout window. Focusing on the first 16 ps (see inset), the successful
alignment between subsystems is evidenced by the nearly simultaneous arrival time of the beam
signal. Note that the LRS and Mx2 pad their readout by different lengths of time before and after the
beam arrival, as determined by each systems’ respective DAQ requirements.
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Figure 11. In magenta: the NuMI beam structure is evident in the NuMI toroid signal, with the beam
running in slip-stacked, NuMI-only mode. In dark blue: NuMI’s beam trigger window [6].

4.2. Validation: Charge Readout Self-Triggering

One advantageous feature of the 2x2 Demonstrator charge readout is its ability to self-
trigger on events without reliance on an external beam or light threshold trigger. Outside
of the ~0.8 Hz NuMI beam spills, most high-energy interactions in the 2x2 Demonstrator
stem from muons, often minimally ionizing, produced by cosmic ray interactions in the
atmosphere. The MINOS ND, when located where the 2x2 Demonstrator currently stands,
measured a cosmic muon rate of 27 Hz [44]. Although the MINOS target and the 2x2 target
are materially different, the rock overburden is unchanged, so a scintillating detector with
an approximate volume of 2 m3 is estimated to detect cosmic muon events at a rate of
around 2 Hz.

Figure 12 shows the self-trigger data rates for the charge readout system over several
seconds, along with the tg of NuMI beam triggers. A clear correlation can be observed
between self-triggered hits from the pixelated charge readout and the beam signal from
NuMILI. In addition, the non-beam-correlated spikes are consistent with the rate of cosmic
muons expected in the 2x2 (~2 Hz).

Charge Readout Self-Triggering:
Coincidence with NuMI Beam A9 Signal
T T T
—— CRS Data : '

u| w\hw | JLLLL e

T
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20004 | —-- Beam Triggers

=
w
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Figure 12. CRS self-trigger hit rates (blue) as a function of time, overlaid with A9 triggers from the
NuMI beam (orange) indicating beam spill arrival times.
4.3. Visual Confirmation of Neutrino Interactions

With minimal offline processing, data recorded within a NuMI beam trigger can be
visually analyzed to confirm the presence of neutrino interactions and the validity of the
detector systems.
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The 2x2 Demonstrator expects two consistent sources of relatively high-energy back-
ground events. The first, mentioned previously, are cosmic muons. These have no cor-
relation to the beam timing. Due to the short duration of the NuMI beam pulse and the
beam’s comparatively long cycle time, beam events without any cosmic background are
common. The second background source are muons produced by NuMI beam neutrino
interactions in the rock between the beam target and the detector hall, called rock muons.
These ionizing particles coincide with the beam spill. Simulations of rock muon interactions
in the nearest 100 m of rock to the 2x2 Demonstrator suggest that an average of one to three
rock muons will pass through the 2x2 LArTPC or its Mx2 muon-tagging planes during
each beam pulse. Preliminary visual scanning of beam data supports this approximation,
and a more detailed analysis is in progress.

The first events presented below, Events 1 and 2, were selected from our high-purity,
beam-on dataset via visual scanning. These events feature data from all three subsystems.
The data from the LArTPCs have not yet undergone full offline reconstruction; only minimal
calibration has been applied to the raw data products. In each display, multiple charged
current interactions occur in the LArTPC detector volume across one beam spill; these
neutrino interactions are accompanied by multiple rock muon tracks visible in the external
Mx2 planes, some of which enter the LArTPC. This density of events, while less than that
expected at ND-LAr, provides an excellent test of the high-coverage LRS, the pixelated
CRS, and the efficacy of detector modularity in separating simultaneous interactions.

Also included is an event display of a beam spill in which only rock muons deposit
energy in the detector volume (Event 3), as well as a cosmic muon event recorded between
beam spills (Event 4). These event displays provide insight into two prominent background
topologies for both the 2x2 Demonstrator and ND-LAr.

The event displays presented in this paper feature a 3D projection of CRS and LRS data;
an additional 3D projection includes particle trajectories passing through the upstream
and downstream Mx2 planes when appropriate. Light waveforms have been corrected
for baseline offsets, and SiPM responses have been equalized and converted from ADC
counts to detected photoelectrons using the calibrations reported in Section 3. The follow-
ing event displays use calibrated light data to render ACL and LCM responses visually
coherent. Given the impracticality of displaying full light waveforms from all 384 SiPMs,
the calibrated sum of each SiPM waveform is represented in the 3D projections as a colored
panel. The colored panels extend along the drift axis to cumulatively fill the geometric area
occupied by TPB-coated, ACL or LCM light traps within the detector. Although multiple
SiPMs are coupled to each light trap, photon transport is not uniform within the traps
themselves and the signal observed by each coupled SiPM depends upon its proximity
to the source of scintillation light. Each SiPM sum is displayed independently to better
demonstrate the systems’ resultant capability for spatial discrimination.

Two-dimensional projections of both the charge and light signals for each event are
also provided in each display. Three projections—one from above the detector, one side-on
along the beam axis, and the last side-on along the drift axis—show the charge and light
signal summed along the third, flattened axis. Light signal sums are represented by colored
rectangles running along the borders of each TPC. These rectangles do not extend along
the drift axis in the side-on projection in order to avoid obscuring the charge data.

https://doi.org/10.3390/instruments10010018


https://doi.org/10.3390/instruments10010018

Instruments 2026, 10, 18 27 of 33

Event 1: NuMI beam trigger on contained charged current muon neutrino.

This event shows a charged current neutrino interaction with its vertex in Module 3,
upstream. The interaction produces one through-going muon track which passes above
the downstream Mx2 planes, as well as several other tracks that are contained within the

LArTPC volume.

Pt \ )= DEEP UNDERGROUND
.w"...: NEUTRINO EXPERIMENT

60
40

20 N

Drift Axis [cm]
4
{=]
i

Vertical Axis [cm]

mmm

[y

Vertical Axis [cm]
(=]

plats A ¥u |
-204 L R SR |
4 'Il i [ 1
—40 ]
—g04
—60-40-20 0 20 40 60—-60-40-20 0 20 40 60
Beam Axis [cm] Drift Axis [cm]
| B
20 40 B0 a0 100 120 140 160 107 10° 10%
Light [p.e.]

Charge [10° e]

I 1 100
/ ‘—\ﬂ?\_

N

50

o
7S .f'f

NN/

r

o
Vertical Axis [cm]

—

-100
150
100 &
&

—100

0
100
Beam axis [cm] 200 300 -150

https://doi.org/10.3390/instruments10010018


https://doi.org/10.3390/instruments10010018

Instruments 2026, 10, 18 28 of 33

Event 2: NuMI beam trigger on two charged current neutrino interactions.

Two charged current neutrino interactions, one in Module 1 and the other in Module 2, pro-
duce tracks within the LArTPC volume. A rock muon passing through both upstream and
downstream Mx2 taggers pierces Modules 2 and 3 during the same period of 16 ps, but the
neutrino interactions remain well separated from each other by the detector’s modularity.
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Event 3: NuMI beam trigger on external neutrino interactions with Michel electrons.
Several rock muons produce tracks in the LArTPC volume; one of these muons decays in
Module 3, generating a Michel electron. In the light waveforms corresponding to the LCMs
nearest the decay (top left), one can see a separation of 2.48 us between fast scintillation
signals associated with the muon and the Michel electron.
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Event 4: Light threshold trigger on cosmic muon.

A cosmic muon enters the LArTPC at a relatively shallow angle; with only the minimally-
processed pixel hits, showering tracks are clearly defined, while the y-axis spatial resolution
of the LRS is visible in the waveform sums bordering each charge display. Additionally, as
the cosmic muon only deposits energy in Modules 2 and 3, the successful optical isolation
of adjacent TPCs is clearly demonstrated. As the external Mx2 panels trigger solely on the
NuMI A9 early-warning signal, there are no recorded Mx2 tracks corresponding to this
off-beam LArTPC event.
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5. Lessons Learned

The 2x2 Demonstrator, as an intermediate stage in the ND-LAr prototyping process,
has informed updates to the intended ND-LAr design. Several of these updates have
already been tested in the FSD, a single ND-LAr-scale module assembled and run at the
University of Bern. The FSD was successfully operated at a nominal drift field of 500 V/cm
during October and November 2024. The FSD prototyped shielding on the LRS cold
electronics, which improved the isolation between the charge and light subsystems. It also
featured updated warm and cold cabling for the LRS, as well as a new iteration of the
pixelated anode tiles. These alterations reduced the noise levels observed in the LArTPC
data, particularly for the LRS. Although the resistive field shell described in Section 2
was, and continues to be, successfully prototyped in the 2x2, cost constraints motivated its
replacement by an equally low-profile resistor-chain field shell in subsequent prototypes.
The resistor-chain design was successfully operated in 2024 as part of the FSD, and its
performance satisfies ND-LAr physics requirements. Future testing in the 2x2 Demonstrator
and the FSD will aim to streamline calibration methods, further reduce noise levels, and
improve the dynamic range of the LRS. Additionally, the Module Row Prototype, still
under construction at Fermilab, will test the mounting, structural support, and installation
of five full-scale modules ahead of ND-LAr assembly.
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6. Conclusions

Between 11 June and 12 July 2024, the 2x2 Demonstrator of the DUNE Near Detector
LArTPC was commissioned and collected 10 days of on-axis NuMI beam data at Fermilab. Of
the acquired data, 86 h of the NuMI triggered beam data were collected at nominal running
conditions, with a field strength of 500 V/cm and an LAr purity of approximately 1.25 ms. In
total, the 2x2 Demonstrator collected around 30,000 neutrino interactions during its physics-
quality run. Although the data collected by the 2x2 Demonstrator will be processed through
customized reconstruction [45,46] and analysis tools, the clarity of event topologies in the July
2024 dataset enable us to identify and display the first recorded neutrino events in a DUNE
prototype detector using minimally processed subsystem signal data.

The 2x2 Demonstrator is expected to resume collecting neutrino data when the NuMI
beam returns. In the interim, the existing dataset is being utilized as a training tool for
upcoming analyses. In addition, these data will help to advance the development of native
3D reconstruction algorithms, to validate the proposed design of the DUNE Near Detector,
and to inform the development of future LArTPC detectors.

Funding: This document was prepared by the DUNE collaboration using the resources of the Fermi
National Accelerator Laboratory (Fermilab), a U.S. Department of Energy, Office of Science, HEP User
Facility. Fermilab is managed by Fermi Forward Discovery Group, LLC, acting under Contract No.
89243024CSC000002. This work was supported by CNPq, FAPER], FAPEG and FAPESP, Brazil; CFI,
IPP, and NSERC, Canada; CERN; MSMT, Czech Republic; ERDF, H2020-EU, and MSCA, European
Union; CNRS/IN2P3 and CEA, France; INEN, Italy; FCT, Portugal; NRF, Republic of Korea; CAM,
Fundacién “La Caixa”, Junta de Andalucfa-FEDER, MICINN, and Xunta de Galicia, Spain; SERI and
SNSF, Switzerland; TUBITAK, Turkey; The Royal Society and UKRI/STFC, United Kingdom; DOE
and NSF, United States of America. This research used resources of the National Energy Research
Scientific Computing Center (NERSC), a U.S. Department of Energy Office of Science User Facility
operated under Contract No. DE-AC02-05CH11231. This manuscript has been authored by Fermi
Forward Discovery Group, LLC, under Contract No. 89243024CSC000002 with the U.S. Department
of Energy, Office of Science, Office of High Energy Physics.

Data Availability Statement: The datasets presented in this article are not readily available because
the data are subject to restrictions per the DUNE collaboration policies and Data Management Plan.
Inquiries regarding the data may be directed to the corresponding author.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflicts of interest.

References

1.

Abi, B.; Acciarri, R.; Acero, M.A.; Adamov, G.; Adams, D.; Adinolfi, M.; Ahmad, Z.; Ahmed, ].; Alion, T.; Alonso Monsalve, S.;
et al. Deep Underground Neutrino Experiment (DUNE), Far Detector Technical Design Report, Volume II: DUNE Physics. arXiv
2020, arXiv:2002.03005. [CrossRef]

Strait, J.; McCluskey, E.; Lundin, T.; Willhite, J.; Hamernik, T.; Papadimitriou, V.; Marchionni, A.; Kim, M.].; Nessi, M.; Montanari,
D.; et al. Long-Baseline Neutrino Facility (LBNF) and Deep Underground Neutrino Experiment (DUNE) Conceptual Design
Report Volume 3: Long-Baseline Neutrino Facility for DUNE June 24, 2015. arXiv 2016, arXiv:1601.05823. [CrossRef]

Abi, B.; Acciarri, R.; Acero, M.A.; Adamov, G.; Adams, D.; Adinolfi, M.; Ahmad, Z.; Ahmed, ].; Alion, T.; Alonso Monsalve, S.;
et al. Supernova neutrino burst detection with the Deep Underground Neutrino Experiment: DUNE Collaboration. Eur. Phys. ].
C 2021, 81, 423. [CrossRef]

Abi, B.; Acciarri, R.; Acero, M.A.; Adamov, G.; Adams, D.; Adinolfi, M.; Ahmad, Z.; Ahmed, J.; Alion, T.; Alonso Monsalve, S.;
et al. Deep Underground Neutrino Experiment (DUNE), Far Detector Technical Design Report, Volume I Introduction to DUNE.
J. Instrum. 2020, 15, TO8008. [CrossRef]

Abud, A.A.; Abi, B.; Acciarri, R.; Acero, M. A.; Adamov, G.; Adams, D.; Adinolfi, M.; Aduszkiewicz, A.; Ahmad, Z.; Ahmed, J.;
et al. Deep Underground Neutrino Experiment (DUNE) Near Detector Conceptual Design Report. arXiv 2021, arXiv:2103.13910.
[CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.3390/instruments10010018


http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2002.03005
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1601.05823
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-09166-w
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/15/08/T08008
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/instruments5040031
https://doi.org/10.3390/instruments10010018

Instruments 2026, 10, 18 32 of 33

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.
17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.
26.

27.

28.
29.

Adamson, P; Anderson, K.; Andrews, M.; Andrews, R.; Anghel, I.; Augustine, D.; Aurisano, A.; Avvakumov, S.; Ayres, D.S,;
Baller, B; et al. The NuMI neutrino beam. Nucl. Instrum. Methods Phys. Res. A Accel. Spectrometers Detect. Assoc. Equip. 2016,
806, 279-306. [CrossRef]

Ainsworth, R.; Dey, J.; Eldred, J.; Harnik, R.; Jarvis, J.; Johnson, D. E.; Kourbanis, I.; Neuffer, D.; Pozdeyev, E.; Syphers, M. J.; et al.
An Upgrade Path for the Fermilab Accelerator Complex. arXiv 2022, arXiv:2106.02133. [CrossRef]

Abud, A.A.; Abi, B.; Acciarri, R.; Acero, M.A.; Adames, M.R.; Adamov, G.; Adamowski, M.; Adams, D.; Adinolfi, M.; Adriano,
C.; et al. Performance of a Modular Ton-Scale Pixel-Readout Liquid Argon Time Projection Chamber. Instruments 2024, 8, 41.
[CrossRef]

Arneodo, F. The ICARUS Experiment, A Second-Generation Proton Decay Experiment and Neutrino Observatory at the Gran
Sasso Laboratory. arXiv 2001, arXiv:hep-ex/0103008. [CrossRef]

Miyajima, M.; Takahashi, T.; Konno, S.; Hamada, T.; Kubota, S.; Shibamura, H.; Doke, T. Average energy expended per ion pair in
liquid argon. Phys. Rev. A 1974, 9, 1438-1443. [CrossRef]

Doke, T.; Hitachi, A.; Kikuchi, J.; Masuda, K.; Okada, H.; Shibamura, E. Absolute Scintillation Yields in Liquid Argon and Xenon
for Various Particles. Jpn. . Appl. Phys. 2002, 41, 1538. [CrossRef]

Adamson, P.; Anderson, K.; Andrews, M.; Andrews, R.; Anghel, I.; Augustine, D.; Aurisano, A.; Avvakumov, S.; Ayres, D.S,;
Baller, B; et al. The ArgoNeuT detector in the NuMI low-energy beam line at Fermilab. J. Instrum. 2012, 7, P10019. [CrossRef]
Acciarri, R.; Adams, C.; Asaadi, J.A.; Backfish, M.; Badgett, W.; Baller, B.; Rodrigues, O.B.; Blaszczyk, F.d.M.; Bouabid, R,;
Bromberg, C.; et al. The Liquid Argon In A Testbeam (LArIAT) experiment. |. Instrum. 2020, 15, P04026. [CrossRef]

Amerio, S.; Amoruso, S.; Antonello, M.; Aprili, P.; Armenante, M.; Arneodo, F; Badertscher, A.; Baiboussinov, B.; Baldo Ceolin,
M.; Battistoni, G.; et al. Design, construction and tests of the ICARUS T600 detector. Nucl. Instrum. Methods Phys. Res. A Accel.
Spectrometers Detect. Assoc. Equip. 2004, 527, 329-410. [CrossRef]

Fleming, B. The MicroBooNE Technical Design Report; Fermi National Accelerator Laboratory (FNAL): Batavia, IL, USA, 2012.
[CrossRef]

Nebot-Guinot, M. Status of the Short-Baseline Near Detector at Fermilab. Phys. Sci. Forum 2023, 8, 22. [CrossRef]

Abud, A.A.; Abi, B.; Acciarri, R.; Acero, M.A.; Adames, M.R.; Adamov, G.; Adams, D.; Adinolfi, M.; Aduszkiewicz, A.; Aguilar, J.;
et al. Design, construction and operation of the ProtoDUNE-SP Liquid Argon TPC. J. Instrum. 2022, 17, P01005. [CrossRef]
Abratenko, P.; An, R.; Anthony, J.; Arellano, L.; Asaadi, J.; Ashkenazi, A.; Balasubramanian, S.; Baller, B.; Barnes, C.; Barr, G.; et al.
Search for an Excess of Electron Neutrino Interactions in MicroBooNE Using Multiple Final-State Topologies. Phys. Rev. Lett.
2022, 128, 241801. [CrossRef]

Acciarri, R.; Adams, C.; An, R.; Aparicio, A.; Aponte, S.; Asaadi, J.; Auger, M.; Ayoub, N.; Bagby, L.; Baller, B.; et al. Design and
construction of the MicroBooNE detector. J. Instrum. 2017, 12, P02017. [CrossRef]

Abi, B.; Abud, A. Abed; Acciarri, R.; Acero, M.A.; Adamov, G.; Adamowski, M.; Adams, D.; Adrien, P.; Adinolfi, M.; Ahmad, Z.;
et al. First results on ProtoDUNE-SP liquid argon time projection chamber performance from a beam test at the CERN Neutrino
Platform. J. Instrum. 2020, 15, P12004. [CrossRef]

Cicerchia, M. Study of cosmic rays in the ICARUS-T600 detectors. PoS 2024, TAUP2023, 165. [CrossRef]

Acciarri, R.; Adams, C.; Asaadi, ].; Baller, B.; Basque, V.; Bolton, T.; Bromberg, C.; Cavanna, F.; Edmunds, D.; Fitzpatrick, R. S,;
et al. First measurement of electron neutrino scattering cross section on argon. Phys. Rev. D 2020, 102, 011101. [CrossRef]
Amsler, C.; Arbelo, Y.; Asaadi, J.; Auger, M.; Barbato, F; Bay, F.; Bishai, M.; Bleiner, D.; Borgschulte, A.; Bremer, J.; et al. ArgonCube:
A Novel, Fully-Modular Approach for the Realization of Large-Mass Liquid Argon TPC Neutrino Detectors; Technical Report; CERN:
Geneva, Switzerland, 2015.

Dwyer, D.A.; Garcia-Sciveres, M.; Gnani, D.; Grace, C.; Kohn, S.; Kramer, M.; Krieger, A.; Lin, C.J.; Luk, K.B.; Madigan, P; et al.
LArPix: Demonstration of low-power 3D pixelated charge readout for liquid argon time projection chambers. J. Instrum. 2018,
13, P10007. [CrossRef]

Gauch, A. Scintillation light detection performance for the DUNE ND-LAr 2 x 2 modules. J. Instrum. 2023, 18, C04004. [CrossRef]
Anfimov, N.; Berner, R.; Butorov, L.; Chetverikov, A.; Fedoseev, D.; Gromov, B.; Korablev, D.; Kreslo, I.; Kuznetsova, K.; Olshevskiy,
A; et al. Development of the Light Collection Module for the Liquid Argon Time Projection Chamber (LArTPC). J. Instrum. 2020,
15, C07022. [CrossRef]

Aliaga, L.; Bagby, L.; Baldin, B.; Baumbaugh, A.; Bodek, A.; Bradford, R.; Brooks, W.K.; Boehnlein, D.; Boyd, S.; Budd, H.; et al.
Design, calibration, and performance of the MINERvVA detector. Nucl. Instrum. Methods Phys. Res. A Accel. Spectrom. Detect. Assoc.
Equip. 2014, 743, 130-159. [CrossRef]

Habig, A. The NOVA Experiment. Nucl. Phys. B—Proc. Suppl. 2012, 229-232, 460. [CrossRef]

Michael, D.G.; Adamson, P.; Alexopoulos, T.; Allison, WW.M.; Alner, G.J.; Anderson, K.; Andreopoulos, C.; Andrews, M.;
Andrews, R.; Arms, K.E,; et al. Observation of Muon Neutrino Disappearance with the MINOS Detectors and the NuMI Neutrino
Beam. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2006, 97, 191801. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.3390/instruments10010018


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2015.08.063
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2106.02133
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/instruments8030041
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.hep-ex/0103008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.9.1438
http://dx.doi.org/10.1143/JJAP.41.1538
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/7/10/p10019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/15/04/P04026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2004.02.044
http://dx.doi.org/10.2172/1333130
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/psf2023008022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/17/01/P01005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.241801
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/12/02/P02017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/15/12/P12004
http://dx.doi.org/10.22323/1.441.0165
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.011101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/13/10/P10007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/18/04/C04004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/15/07/C07022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2013.12.053
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysbps.2012.09.097
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.97.191801
https://doi.org/10.3390/instruments10010018

Instruments 2026, 10, 18 33 of 33

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

46.

Research Catalysts, Inc. Material Safety Data Sheet (MSDS) for Q-5 Copper Catalyst. Available online:
https:/ /www.labconco.com/download/g-5-copper-catalyst-sds/1962&ved=2ahUKEwiVh9Lhw YSTAxWjtokEHTbA]J4
EQFnoECBgQAQ&usg=AOvVaw3Wy_vHA]JJpM3YINOEqIhax (accessed on 1 September 2025).

ThermoFisher Scientific. Molecular Sieves 4A, 8 to 12 Mesh. Available online: https://documents.thermofisher.com/chem-
specs-pdf/retrievePdf?rootSku=19727&sku=197270050 (accessed on 1 September 2025).

Cryomech. AL600 Gifford-McMahon Cryocooler. Available online: https:/ /bluefors.com/wp-content/uploads/2025/07/AL6
00-CPA1114-Cryocooler-Specification-Sheet.pdf (accessed on 12 February 2026).

Curbell Plastics. About G10/FR-4 Glass Epoxy. Available online: https://www.curbellplastics.com /materials/plastics / g10-fr-4-glass-
epoxy/ ?srsltid=AfmBOop3gRh01CbzVXhTEP5q4wyFtORLttYoOPQNVKP8Y j3qWVNXx--b (accessed on 1 September 2025).

Auger, M.; Berner, R.; Chen, Y.; Ereditato, A.; Goeldi, D.; Koller, P. P,; Kreslo, I; Lorca, D.; Mettler, T.; Piastra, F; et al. A New
Concept for Kilotonne Scale Liquid Argon Time Projection Chambers. arXiv 2019, arXiv:1908.10956. [CrossRef]

Particle Data Group. Atomic and Nuclear Properties of Iron (Fe). 2025. Available online: https://pdg.lbl.gov /2024
/ AtomicNuclearProperties/HTML /iron_Fe.html (accessed on 13 May 2025).

Spellman High Voltage Electronics Corporation. SL 10W to 1200W Compact HV Power Source. Available online: https:
/ /www.spellmanhv.com/-/media/en/Products/SL.pdf (accessed on 1 September 2025).

Shell Diala. Safety Data Sheet, Shell Diala S2 ZX-A. Available online: https://shop.sclubricants.com/pub/media/pds/shell/
Shell-Diala-52-ZX-A-datasheet.pdf (accessed on 12 February 2026).

Berner, R.; Chen, Y.; Ereditato, A.; Koller, P.P.; Kreslo, I.; Lorca, D.; Mettler, T.; Miao, T.; Piastra, F.; Sinclair, J.R.; et al. First
Operation of a Resistive Shell Liquid Argon Time Projection Chamber: A New Approach to Electric-Field Shaping. Instruments
2019, 3, 28. [CrossRef]

Russell, B. The 2x2 Demonstrator—A demonstrator for the DUNE ND-LAr Near Detector based on the ArgonCube Design. PoS
2024, TAUP2023, 221. [CrossRef]

Biirgi, J.; Calivers, L.; Diurba, R.; Frieden, F.; Gauch, A.; Iacob, L.E,; Kreslo, I.; Kunzmann, ].; Parsa, S.; Weber, M. Improvement and
Characterisation of the ArCLight Large-Area Dielectric Light Detector for Liquid-Argon Time Projection Chambers. Instruments
2024, 8, 48. [CrossRef]

Hamamatsu. MPPC S13360 Series Datasheet. Available online: https://www.hamamatsu.com/content/dam/hamamatsu-
photonics/sites/documents/99_SALES_LIBRARY /ssd/s13360_series_kapd1052e.pdf (accessed on 1 September 2025).

Perdue, G.N.; Bagby, L.; Baldin, B.; Gingu, C.; Olsen, J.; Rubinov, P; Schulte, E.C.; Bradford, R.; Brooks, W.K.; Caicedo, D.A.M,;
et al. The MINERvVA data acquisition system and infrastructure. Nucl. Instrum. Methods Phys. Res. A Accel. Spectrom. Detect.
Assoc. Equip. 2012, 694, 179-192. [CrossRef]

Svoboda, D. Fermilab Visual Media: The 2x2 Prototype Detector for the DUNE Near Detector Was Placed in Its Cyrostat.
Photograph. 2024. Available online: https:/ /cdv-vmsfmw-p.fnal.gov/asset (accessed on 1 August 2024).

Adamson, P.; Anghel, I.; Aurisano, A.; Barr, G.; Bishai, M.; Blake, A.; Bock, G.J.; Bogert, D.; Cao, S.V.; Castromonte, C.M.; et al.
Observation of seasonal variation of atmospheric multiple-muon events in the MINOS Near and Far Detectors. Phys. Rev. D 2015,
91, 112006. [CrossRef]

Acciarri, R.; Adams, C.; An, R.; Anthony, ].; Asaadi, J.; Auger, M.; Bagby, L.; Balasubramanian, S.; Baller, B.; Barnes, C.; et al. The
Pandora multi-algorithm approach to automated pattern recognition of cosmic-ray muon and neutrino events in the MicroBooNE
detector. Eur. Phys. ]. C 2018, 78, 82. [CrossRef]

Dominé, L.; de Soux, P.C.; Drielsma, F.; Koh, D.H,; Itay, R.; Lin, Q.; Terao, K.; Tsang, K.V.; Usher, T.L. Point proposal network
for reconstructing 3D particle endpoints with subpixel precision in liquid argon time projection chambers. Phys. Rev. D 2021,
104, 032004. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to

people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https:/ /doi.org/10.3390/instruments10010018


https://www.labconco.com/download/q-5-copper-catalyst-sds/1962&ved=2ahUKEwiVh9LhwYSTAxWjtokEHTbAJ4EQFnoECBgQAQ&usg=AOvVaw3Wy_vHAJJpM3Y9NOEqIhax
https://www.labconco.com/download/q-5-copper-catalyst-sds/1962&ved=2ahUKEwiVh9LhwYSTAxWjtokEHTbAJ4EQFnoECBgQAQ&usg=AOvVaw3Wy_vHAJJpM3Y9NOEqIhax
https://documents.thermofisher.com/chem-specs-pdf/retrievePdf?rootSku=19727&sku=197270050
https://documents.thermofisher.com/chem-specs-pdf/retrievePdf?rootSku=19727&sku=197270050
https://bluefors.com/wp-content/uploads/2025/07/AL600-CPA1114-Cryocooler-Specification-Sheet.pdf
https://bluefors.com/wp-content/uploads/2025/07/AL600-CPA1114-Cryocooler-Specification-Sheet.pdf
https://www.curbellplastics.com/materials/plastics/g10-fr-4-glass-epoxy/?srsltid=AfmBOop3gRh01CbzVXhTEP5q4wyFt0RLttYoOPQNvkP8Y_j3qWVNx--b
https://www.curbellplastics.com/materials/plastics/g10-fr-4-glass-epoxy/?srsltid=AfmBOop3gRh01CbzVXhTEP5q4wyFt0RLttYoOPQNvkP8Y_j3qWVNx--b
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1908.10956
https://pdg.lbl.gov/2024/AtomicNuclearProperties/HTML/iron_Fe.html
https://pdg.lbl.gov/2024/AtomicNuclearProperties/HTML/iron_Fe.html
https://www.spellmanhv.com/-/media/en/Products/SL.pdf
https://www.spellmanhv.com/-/media/en/Products/SL.pdf
https://shop.sclubricants.com/pub/media/pds/shell/Shell-Diala-S2-ZX-A-datasheet.pdf
https://shop.sclubricants.com/pub/media/pds/shell/Shell-Diala-S2-ZX-A-datasheet.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/instruments3020028
http://dx.doi.org/10.22323/1.441.0221
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/instruments8040048
https://www.hamamatsu.com/content/dam/hamamatsu-photonics/sites/documents/99_SALES_LIBRARY/ssd/s13360_series_kapd1052e.pdf
https://www.hamamatsu.com/content/dam/hamamatsu-photonics/sites/documents/99_SALES_LIBRARY/ssd/s13360_series_kapd1052e.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2012.08.024
https://cdv-vmsfmw-p.fnal.gov/asset
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.112006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-017-5481-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.032004
https://doi.org/10.3390/instruments10010018

	Introduction
	Design of the 2x2 Demonstrator
	LArTPC Detectors: Advantages and Challenges
	ND-LAr: Pileup Mitigation
	2x2 Demonstrator: Overview
	Cryogenic System: Design and Monitoring
	NuMI Beam
	LArTPC Design and Readout
	LArTPC Subsystem: Drift High Voltage
	LArTPC Subsystem: Charge Readout
	LArTPC Subsystem: Light Readout

	Mx2: External Scintillator

	Installation and Commissioning
	Module Construction and Installation
	Commissioning: Cryogenics
	Commissioning: TPC High Voltage
	Commissioning: Light Readout
	Commissioning: Charge Readout
	Data Collection: Nominal HV with LAr Purity

	Data Validation and Event Displays
	Validation: Multi-Detector Triggering
	Validation: Charge Readout Self-Triggering
	Visual Confirmation of Neutrino Interactions

	Lessons Learned
	Conclusions
	References

