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Abstract

We present a comprehensive characterization of the LAPPD Gen-II, a large-area microchannel-plate photomultiplier
tube (MCP-PMT) equipped with a capacitively coupled sensing (readout) electrode. Two detector variants with dif-
ferent geometries and materials were investigated using a picosecond pulsed laser system. We measured the single-
photon timing response and spatial charge distribution on segmented readout electrodes. The prompt timing peak
exhibits a resolution of approximately 30 ps, with the overall timing structure explained by photoelectron propa-
gation and back-scattering effects from the MCP input surface. We developed analytical models that describe the
propagation of photoelectrons and the induced charge spread on the sensing electrodes, including secondary electron
backscattering from the resistive anode. The model accurately reproduces the measured device properties and enables
performance extrapolations for various detector geometries and dielectric properties. These results provide a predic-
tive framework for optimizing MCP-PMTs for timing- and imaging-critical applications such as RICH detectors in
high-energy physics and TOF-PET systems for medical imaging.

Keywords: Micro-channel plate PMT, LAPPD, timing distribution, charge distribution, MCP-PMT response
modeling, RICH, TOF-PET,

1. Introduction

Cutting-edge photosensor technology plays a crucial role in the evolving landscape of particle physics and medical
instrumentation, with applications such as Ring Imaging Cherenkov (RICH) detectors and Positron Emission Tomog-
raphy (PET) systems. Demanding requirements — including picosecond-level time resolution, high spatial precision,
MHz-level counting capability, low dark-count rates, minimal sensitivity to magnetic fields, radiation tolerance, and
cost efficiency — are driving the next generation of technological innovation [1, 2, 3, 4, 5].

Photomultiplier tubes with microchannel plates (MCP-PMT) are well-known low-light level sensors with excellent
timing properties [6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12]. Large Area Picosecond Photodetector (LAPPD) [13, 14] is a novel multi-
channel MCP-PMT. It provides single-photon sensitivity, sub-millimeter spatial resolution [15], temporal resolution
of a few tens of picoseconds [10, 11], and a large active area (around 20 × 20 cm2).

An advanced version of the LAPPD, referred to as Gen-II, features a resistive anode that is capacitively coupled
through a back plate at the bottom of the detector to the sensing electrode located outside the vacuum region (Fig. 1).
This design broadens the range of feasible readout systems and layouts while simplifying the construction of the
vacuumized detector volume.

In this article, we present performance studies of this new version of LAPPD. Our focus is on understanding
how capacitive coupling influences the spatial distribution of signals on the sensing electrode and the achievable time
resolution, building on the model developed in our previous work [16, 8]. An additional objective of this study is
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Figure 1: LAPPD sensor cross-section: schematic layout of the LAPPD detector with a definition of the main potential levels, geometric parameters,
and dielectric constants (left); photo of the front face of the LAPPD detector (right).

Figure 2: External read-out electrode, the original (Incom) sensing electrode with pads at 25.4 mm pitch.

to determine the optimal set of MCP-PMT parameters for different application domains, particularly RICH and PET
systems, each of which imposes distinct performance requirements.

In what follows, we will present the photo-sensor, describe the experimental setup, present the measurement
results, discuss the modeling of effects in the device, and draw our conclusions.

2. MCP-PMTs investigated in this study

The detectors used in this study were LAPPD Gen-II detectors developed by Incom Inc. [13]. They use a front
cover with a 5 mm thick fused silica glass window and multi-alkali photocathode for photon conversion, two MCPs
stacked in a chevron pair for signal multiplication, and a back plate with an interior monolithic resistive anode that
is capacitively coupled to the readout electrode on the external side (Fig. 1). The MCPs of the ALD-GCA type are
produced from Incom C5 Glass capillary arrays (GCA) and covered by atomic layer deposition (ALD) with layers
of resistive and emissive coatings [14]. The parameters of the two samples are listed in Table 1. The more recent
sample, Incom #162, has smaller gaps between the photocathode and the first MCP and between the second MCP
and the resistive anode; it also has a thinner back plate made of a material with a higher dielectric constant (ceramic
instead of borosilicate glass). The multi-alkali photocathodes are Na2KSb and K2NaSb for the tubes #162 and #109,
respectively.
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Table 1: LAPPD MCP-PMT parameters.

serial photocathode-to-MCP1 MCP2-to-anode resistive anode back plate material and microchannel
number distance l distance g thickness d dielectric constant ϵ2 diameter
#162 1.19 mm 3 mm 2 mm ceramics, 10 10 µm
#109 2.8 mm 6.7 mm 5 mm borosilicate glass, 4.6 20 µm

Figure 3: The LAPPD detector in the measurement setup; the laser light propagates through the yellow fibre to the focuser (outlined in green) that
moves with the 3D stages (outlined in blue) to the photocathode window (outlined in magenta). The red cables connect the MCPs to the power
supply for biasing, and the ribbon cable connects to the Z stage.

Both samples enable independent control of voltages to the photocathode and MCPs. The original (Incom) sensing
electrode with square sensing pads at 25.4 mm pitch (Fig. 2) was used to read-out the signals from the MCP-PMT.
Signals from the sensing electrode were transmitted through inductors to the SMA connectors, ensuring a positive
polarity when connected to the read-out system.

3. Experimental set-up

The measurement setup (Fig. 3) used an ALPHALAS PICOPOWER™-LD diode laser [17] that emitted light
pulses (20 ps FWHM) with a wavelength of 405 nm focused on a spot with a diameter of approximately 10 µm. The
laser output was attenuated to provide mostly single photons per pulse on the detector and led by an optical fiber into
a dark box with the LAPPD. A computer-controlled system was used to move the light spot across the detector.

The five high-voltage levels required to power the LAPPD (Fig. 1) were provided by a CAEN HiVolta (DT1415ET)
power supply. The standard settings for sample #109 were UPC−MCP1in = 100 V, UMCP1in−MCP1out = 825 V, UMCP1out−MCP2in =

200 V, UMCP2in−MCP2out = 825 V and UMCP2out−A = 500 V; for #162, the corresponding values were: 50 V, 850 V,
200 V, 850 V, and 200 V, respectively. The signals from the sensing electrode pads were amplified (ORTEC FTA
820B), discriminated (Phillips Scientific discriminator model 806), and timed with a CAMAC TDC (KaizuWorks
KC3781A) for which the laser controller provided the stop pulse. The analog pulse was measured by a VME charge
integrator (CAEN QDC V965), and the entire measurement was controlled by a PC running LabWindows.

To eliminate the effect of time-walk due to leading-edge discrimination, a correction to hit timing was applied us-
ing the measured correlation between the signal timing and signal charge, as shown in Fig. 4, from where a correction
formula was derived.
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Figure 4: Time-walk correction: signal timing as a function of signal charge raw data with the correction curve (in red, f (ADC) = −612 ps +
8166 ps/

√
ADC [channels] + 13.97).

4. Results of measurements

4.1. Time distribution of signals
The time spectrum of pulses when corrected for time walk (Figs. 5 and 6) is typical for a MCP-PMT [8]. Two

distinctive features can be identified: a dominant prompt peak and a uniform distribution of delayed pulses, with
a shoulder-like transition region between the two. As will be discussed in Sec. 5, the prompt peak comes from
photoelectrons that hit the first MCP and start the multiplication, while the uniform distribution of delayed pulses is
due to back-scattered photoelectrons that retain most of their kinetic energy. We note here that a full timing distribution
can only be measured if the pad side is at least four times the distance between the photocathode and the first MCP, as
will become clear in Sec. 5.1. We also note that a small peak at 1 ns is not affected by varying the potential difference
between the photocathode and the microchannel plate 1 (UPC−MCP1); it is most likely caused by a reflection2.

In Figs. 5 and 6, we observe that both the width of the dominant peak and the length of the tail decrease with
increasing potential difference UPC−MCP1, consistent with previous studies of MCP-PMTs [12, 11]. To study this
effect systematically, we extract the width of the dominant prompt peak from each of the timing spectra by fitting
the initial portion of the distribution with a sum of two Gaussian functions, one representing the prompt peak and the
other modeling the shoulder-like transition region, as illustrated in Figs. 5 and 6.

As shown in Fig. 7, the time resolution of the prompt peak improves with increasing UPC−MCP1in, saturating at
σ ≈ 30 ps and ≈ 40 ps for samples #162 and #109, respectively. Similarly, the width of the uniform distribution
is shrinking as a function of UPC−MCP1in as can be seen in Fig. 8; the origin of this dependence will be discussed in
Sec. 5.

4.2. Spatial distribution of induced signal charge
The capacitive coupling of the anode with the sensing electrode and read-out electronics over a few mm-thick back

plate of the LAPPD is bound to influence the signal distribution on the read-out pads due to the spread of induced
charge on the coupled electrode.

To assess this spread, we have scanned the LAPPD with the laser along the x-direction over pads denoted by 1,
2, 3, and 4 (right pane of Fig. 9) while keeping the y-coordinate constant, corresponding to the center of pads. The

2This explanation is further corroborated by the observation that the width of this spurious peak scales in the same way as the width of the main
prompt peak.
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tmax = 2009 ps tmax = 1629 ps tmax = 1228 ps

tmax = 853 ps tmax = 703 ps tmax = 603 ps

Figure 5: The measured timing distribution of pulses in LAPPD #162 after time walk correction for different potential differences between the
photocathode and the microchannel plate 1 (UPC−MCP1in). The result of the fit with a sum of two Gaussian functions with parameters Ai, µi, σi is
shown in red, and the fitted parameters are displayed in the box in the top right corner of each of the plots; the dashed lines indicate the peak of the
prompt peak and the end of the approximately flat component of the time spectrum (tmax).
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tmax = 3574 ps

tmax = 2006 ps tmax = 1606 ps

tmax = 2781 ps tmax = 2356 ps

Figure 6: The measured timing distribution of pulses in LAPPD #109 after time walk correction for different potential differences between the
photocathode and the microchannel plate 1 (UPC−MCP1in). The result of the fit with a sum of two Gaussian functions with parameters Ai, µi, σi is
shown in red, and the fitted parameters are displayed in the box in the top right corner of each of the plots; the dashed lines indicate the peak of the
prompt peak and the end of the approximately flat component of the time spectrum (tmax).
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Figure 7: Data points: width (σ1) of the prompt peak as a function of the potential difference between the photocathode and the microchannel plate
1 (UPC−MCP1in) for both samples; statistical errors of the fitted values of σ1 are smaller than the marker size. Superimposed: fit to the data points
by the model prediction, Eq. 4, discussed in Sec. 5.1.
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Figure 9: Fraction of the signal collected on the reference pad 2 as a function of the position of the laser spot, with the dashed curve showing the
average measured values (left). Right: the laser is scanned across pads labeled 1, 2, 3, and 4 in red; the gray lines indicate the positions of spacers.
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Figure 10: Photoelectron trajectories in the MCP-PMT: direct (left) and back-scattered photo-electron (right).

signal collected on the four pads was measured for different positions of the laser spot. The ratio of the signal on the
reference pad (in our case, pad number 2) to the sum of signals on all four pads is shown in the left pane of Fig. 9 as
a function of the laser spot position.

5. Modeling of the response of the detector

To understand the response of the LAPPD as presented above, we have modeled the propagation of the photoelec-
tron from the photocathode to the first MCP input plane (MCP1in in Fig 1) as well as the generation of signals by
secondary electrons once they exit the multiplication process (MCP2out in Fig 1) and reach the resistive anode. We
note that the model is applicable to any MCP-PMT that is thin compared to its lateral dimensions. Such a detector
can be approximated by a stack of parallel, infinite layers. Mechanical support structures, such as spacers, are not
considered, and the model is of limited value in their immediate vicinity.

As we demonstrate in the following sections, the propagation model for photoelectrons explains the primary
features of the detector’s timing response, while the propagation of secondary electrons towards the anode determines
the formation of the signal on the sensing electrode.

5.1. Modeling of the time response

When a photon hits the photocathode, it ejects a photoelectron at an angle α relative to the normal as shown
in Fig 10. The trajectory of this electron determines the subsequent development of the signal. Most of the pho-
toelectrons enter a microchannel and undergo multiplication. However, some photoelectrons are reflected from the
MCP top surface, either elastically or inelastically; they return to the MCP at a different location, where they trigger
multiplication, as shown in Fig. 10.

When analyzing the propagation of a photoelectron from the photocathode to the first MCP (Fig. 10, right), we
assume a uniform electric field in the gap between these two elements (the width of this gap l is typically a few
millimeters). The initial kinetic energy of the photo-electron, T0, which depends on the photon energy and the work
function of the photocathode material, is of the order of 1 eV, and is thus small compared to the energy gained from
the electric field, T = e0UPC−MCP1in; in the following derivations, we will, therefore, only retain the leading term in
the T0/T expansion.

Using straightforward kinematic relations, analogous to the kinematics of a projectile fired at an oblique angle, we
arrive at the following relations for the maximal lateral deflection d0 of the photoelectron when hitting the first MCP
and the maximal time of flight t0,

d0 = 2l

√
T0

T
, (1)
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t0 = l

√
2me

T
. (2)

The results show that both quantities depend on the applied voltage. Higher voltage and smaller gap reduce both the
travel time and the lateral spread, which is desirable for precise timing and spatial resolution. The difference ∆t0 of
the largest and smallest t0, i.e., for photoelectrons that are emitted from the photocathode at the angles of α = 90◦ and
α = 0◦, respectively,

∆t0 =
l
√

2meT0

T
=

l
√

2meT0

e0UPC−MCP1in
, (3)

is a measure of the time resolution of the device. For one of the LAPPD samples studied (#162), the numerical
values are as follows. At UPC−MCP1in = 30 V, the maximal flight time to the first MCP is 400 ps, the time spread is
∆t0 = 200 ps, and the maximum lateral deflection d0 amounts to 0.24 mm; for UPC−MCP1in = 100 V, the correspoding
values are 220 ps, 60 ps, and 0.13 mm. Here we assume a value of T0 = 1 eV for the initial kinetic energy of the
photoelectron, taking into account the work function of a multi-alkali photocathode and the photon energy (3.06 eV
at the wavelength of 405 nm).

The time spread ∆t0 depends on the potential difference between the photocathode and the first MCP, UPC−MCP1in,
and varies as 1/UPC−MCP1in. This spread is related to the width of the main component of the time distribution of
single photon signals, the dominant Gaussian-like contribution shown in Figs. 5 and 6. As shown in Fig. 7, the mea-
sured width of the prompt peak (σ of the gaussian-like contribution, denoted as σ1), is indeed reduced by increasing
UPC−MCP1in; it eventually saturates because of other sources of uncertainty (laser, electronics, time evolution in the
multiplication process). A fit of a quadratic sum of the term that varies as 1/UPC−MCP1in and a constant contribution,

σ1 =

√
σ2

1,A(
Ũ

UPC−MCP1in
)2 + σ2

1,B (4)

is displayed as a dashed curve in Fig. 7; it shows a good agreement with the data points. Here σ1,A and σ1,B are free
parameters, and σ1,A is the value of the first term at UPC−MCP1in = Ũ.

The term σ1,A( Ũ
UPC−MCP1in

) which we will denote as σA, is the component of the resolution due to photoelectron
propagation. Its value at a given value of UPC−MCP1in is proportional to ∆t0 (Eq. 3), σA = k∆t0. For sample #162, the
value of this coefficient is k = 0.24, while for #109, the corresponding value is k = 0.21. It is interesting to observe
that these values are in good agreement with the prediction of a model discussed in [16].

The difference in the saturated value of σ1 for the two samples is probably due to the difference in time evolution
in the multiplication process in the micro-channels with different diameters (20 µm for #109, 10 µm for #162). Since
both samples have the same length-to-diameter ratio, the electric field in the 20 µm micro-channel is lower than in
the 10 µm case, so that the multiplication proceeds at a lower rate, which would lead to a different contribution to the
overall time resolution.

The photoelectrons striking the MCP do not always enter a micro-channel but may instead scatter from its surface,
as has already been discussed in previous studies of MCP-PMTs [16, 8]. If the scattering is elastic, the electron
maintains its kinetic energy but is deflected by an angle β relative to the surface. Depending on the scattering angle,
the electron can re-enter the MCP at a different position with a separation of

d1 = 2l sin(2β) , (5)

from the original impact point on the MCP. The time of arrival of the scattered photoelectron back to the MCP is

t1 = 2l sin β

√
2me

T
= 2l sin β

√
2me

e0UPC−MCP1in
(6)

with a maximal value of t1,max = 2t0. The maximum range is equal to two times the photocathode-to-MCP1 distance
d1,max = 2 l.

These results indicate that the scattering distance exceeds several millimeters (for sample #162, the maximum
range is 2.38 mm), significantly larger than the direct deflection d0 calculated above, effectively displacing the impact
point of the photoelectrons.
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Figure 11: Elastically back-scattered photoelectrons: distribution of impact points in one projection, with rmax = d1,max = 2 l.

Here we introduce a probabilistic model, assuming an angular distribution uniform over the solid angle of the
elastically scattered photo-electrons. This enables the calculation of the spatial distribution for the landing positions
of elastically backscattered photoelectrons, d2P/dxdy. The resulting projection of the spatial distribution is displayed
in Fig. 11.

The time-of-flight of the elastically-scattered photo-electrons is uniformly distributed between t1 = 0 and t1 = 2t0
as can be easily seen following a straightforward analytical derivation3. Such a uniform distribution in the tail of the
timing response has already been reported in our earlier studies of MCP-PMTs [16, 8], and is confirmed in the present
study (Figs. 5 and 6).

Further support for the model is provided by Fig. 8, which shows reasonably good agreement between the mea-
sured width of the uniform component of the signal-timing distribution and the model prediction as a function of the
potential difference between the photocathode and microchannel plate 1 (UPC–MCP1in). The prediction is based on the
expression for t1,max, the maximum time required for elastically scattered photoelectrons to reach MCP1, as given in
Eq. 6. The small systematic discrepancy between the measurements and the model warrants further investigation;
potential contributing factors include secondary scattering of elastically scattered photoelectrons.

These results establish that back-scattering of photoelectrons is a significant contributor to the spread of the in-
duced signal, both in time and in space. It also shows that the flat part of the distribution in time, as shown in Figs. 5
and 6, can be attributed to elastic back-scattering of photoelectrons.

5.2. Modeling of the spatial distribution of induced signal charge
In modeling the signal generated by secondary electrons, we introduce a simplifying assumption: the distribution

of secondary electrons during their transit from the exit of the second MCP to the resistive anode (Fig. 10) is treated as
a point-like charge. Their initial kinetic energy is assumed to be negligible, such that the dominant contribution arises
from the induced charge on the segmented sensing-electrode structure. Later in this section, we will present a special
measurement that verifies this assumption. Further support for this assumption comes from the literature [18, 19, 20]

3The distribution over t1, dN/dt1, can be expressed as dN/dt1 = dN/d(sin β) · d(sin β)/dt1; this is constant since d(sin β)/dt1 is a constant
according to Eq. 6, and dN/d(sin β) is a constant due to our assumption that the angular distribution of scattered photoelectrons is uniform over the
solid angle.
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Figure 12: Fraction of the signal charge collected on the reference pad 2, Q2/(Q1 + Q2 + Q3 + Q4), versus the position of the laser spot relative
to the center of the reference pad for sample #162. The full black curve represents the model’s prediction without back-scattering of secondary
electrons from the resistive anode, and the dashed curve shows the average measured values.

and our previous studies of MCP-PMTs with internal segmented anodes [8], where the transition in measured signal
charge on the reference pad is very sharp when scanning with a laser across the boundary between the pads. We
also assume that the charge arriving at the resistive anode does not significantly drift during the period of signal
development.

The Shockley–Ramo theorem [21, 22] provides the foundation for calculating the induced charge on a given pad
of the sensing electrode due to charges at positions r⃗i(t). The induced charge at the electrode j is at time t

Q j(t) = −
N∑

i=1

qiu j(r⃗i(t)) (7)

where the weighting field u j satisfies the equation

∇
[
ϵ (⃗r)∇u j (⃗r)

]
= 0 (8)

with appropriate boundary conditions at the electrodes. Denoting by Qanode the charge carried by secondary electrons
that landed at the resistive anode, the charge induced at the sensing electrode is given by the following expression

Qsens.el. = −Qanode

(
1 +
ϵ1
ϵ2

d
g

)−1

. (9)

The charge collected at a single pad of the sensing electrode at z = 0 amounts to

Qpad(x, y, z = d) = −Qanode u(x, y, z = d), (10)

where u(x, y, z = d) refers to the specific pad, and is evaluated numerically. Here, as in Eq. 7, the coordinates x, y, z = d
refer to the coordinates of the secondary electrons that have reached the resistive anode (at z = d). The charge induced
on a single pad is then normalized against the total charge induced on the sensing electrode, giving a fractional signal
that can be compared to measurements.

To compare our model predictions for charge sharing with the measured data, we restrict the discussion to the
main component — that is, events in which the photoelectron promptly initiates multiplication in microchannel plate
1. In the experimental data, this selection is implemented by choosing events within the main prompt peaks of Figs. 5
and 6. The signal spread observed in Fig. 12 agrees reasonably well with the prediction of the model. However, the
observed tails are substantially more pronounced than the model anticipates, and the corresponding transitions appear
noticeably less sharp.

To account for this discrepancy, we note that low-energy electrons of kinetic energy of a few hundred eV that
impinge on a solid surface of the resistive anode can get backscattered with a sizable probability, between 10% and
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Figure 13: Schematic depiction of the propagation of the secondary electrons during signal development.

30% [23], or emit secondary electrons [24]. Such back-scattering could lead to the process shown in Fig. 13, i.e., a
fraction of secondary electrons that have reached the anode would scatter and reach the anode again, but at a displaced
position. We therefore refine our model and assume that a fraction of the secondary electrons, denoted by η, stops
immediately at the resistive anode, while the remaining portion (1 − η) elastically scatters before being absorbed on
the anode. The scattering behavior is modeled using the distribution derived above (Sec. 5.1), with the maximum
scattering range (Eq. 5) reaching twice the size of the gap between the second micro-channel plate and the resistive
anode (6 mm for sample #162 and 13.4 mm for #109).

The resulting charge collected at a pad of the sensing (read-out) electrode is now expressed as a weighted sum of
two terms: one corresponding to the direct, non-scattered electrons, and the other representing the convolution(

d2P
dxdy

∗ u(z = d)
)

(x, y) (11)

of the weighting potential of the pad with the spatial distribution of scattered electrons,

Qpad(x, y, d) = −Qanode

[
η u(x, y, d) + (1 − η)

(
d2P
dxdy

∗ u(z = d)
)

(x, y)
]

(12)

The predictions of the two components of the revised model are shown in Fig. 14 for both LAPPD samples. This
division into directly absorbed and scattered electrons allows for a more realistic description of how induced charge
is spread across the sensing electrode, as can be seen from Figs. 15 and 16. The sum of the two components (Eq. 12)
is fit to the data by varying the parameter η. It is interesting to note that the value of (1 − η), i.e., the probability
of scattering as returned by the fit, amounts to 30% and 35% for the two samples, in good agreement with the value
expected from the literature [23].

Finally, we performed a dedicated measurement to verify our assumption that the swarm of secondary electrons
at the exit of the second MCP can be considered as a point-like charge. This check was carried out by comparing the
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Figure 14: Two components of the induced charge distribution for LAPPD geometries of samples #109 (left) and #162 (right) with 25.4 mm pads:
without (top) and with secondary electron back-scattering (middle); bottom: charge sharing profile as a function of x for y = 0.
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Figure 15: Fraction of the signal charge collected on the reference pad 2, Q2/(Q1 + Q2 + Q3 + Q4), versus the position of the laser spot relative
to the center of the reference pad for sample #162. The dashed curve represents the measured values, while the black curve represents the model
fitted to the data, a sum of unscattered (red) and scattered (green) contributions; the gray lines indicate the pad boundaries.
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Figure 16: Same as Fig. 15 for sample #109.
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Figure 17: Fraction of the signal charge collected on the reference pad 2, Q2/(Q1 + Q2 + Q3 + Q4), versus the position of the laser spot relative
to the center of the reference pad for UMCP2out−A = 500 V (left) and UMCP2out−A = 100 V (right). The dashed curve represents the measured
values, while the black curve represents the model fitted to the data; the gray lines indicate the boundaries of the pad. Sample #109 was used in this
measurement.

charge sharing at two different potential differences between microchannel plate 2 and resistive anode (UMCP2out−A),
500 V and 100 V. We again perform scans with the laser spot moving from the centre of the left neighboring pad to
the centre of the right neighboring pad for the two UMCP2out−A settings. The comparison between the results, shown
in Fig. 17, shows an almost identical charge sharing, pointing to a negligible influence of the value of UMCP2out−A.
From this observation, we conclude that the by far dominant contribution of charge sharing is the induced charge
spread on the sensing electrode, whereas the contribution of initial secondary electron spread can be neglected, thus
confirming the justification for the model assumption. This result is also in good agreement with our previous studies
of MCP-PMTs with internal segmented anodes [8], mentioned above.

5.2.1. Signal development for different detector parameters
Having observed the success of our model in reproducing features observed in the bench tests of two LAPPD sam-

ples with very different geometric and material properties, we are now able to predict the performance of MCP-PMTs
with capacitively coupled sensing electrodes in other geometries and with other material properties. To investigate
the dependence, we have carried out modeling of signal development for different parameters of the MCP-PMT, the
distance from MCP2 to the resistive anode g, the thickness d, and the dielectric constant ϵ2 of the back plate.

The results are presented in Fig. 18 and Table 2. As expected, the degree of charge sharing between neighboring
pads exhibits a strong dependence on the detector geometry. For relatively small pads (smaller than 5 mm), more
than 50% of the charge is induced on neighboring pads (Fig. 18). Such effects become negligible for large pads. This
outcome demonstrates that the segmentation of the sensing electrode must be carefully matched with the intended
application of the detector: a fine segmentation provides high spatial resolution, but at the cost of increased charge
sharing. However, the value of the dielectric constant of the back plate material has only a minor effect on the charge
sharing.

Figure 19 shows the charge-sharing behavior in the absence of backscattering from the resistive anode. We note
that this scenario also effectively describes the MCP-PMT operation in a magnetic field of around 1 T, oriented
perpendicular to the entrance window — a configuration encountered in some particle physics experiments. In this
case, the backscattered electrons spiral along the magnetic field lines and end up at the anode very close to where they
originated instead of flying sideways as in Fig. 13. Such a magnetic field also has a similar effect on backscattered
photoelectrons, as observed in previous studies [25, 26].

Another important factor is the completeness of signal capture, as given by Eq. 9, and shown in Table 2 for a few
examples. Related to this, it is worth noting that a finite pad array is often used in experiments, so that not all scattered
electrons are necessarily collected. In case the total charge information is required, a correction for incomplete charge
detection must be applied using Eq. 12 and scaling the measured charge fractions accordingly.
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Figure 18: Induced charge distribution on a single pad, normalized to the charge induced at the sensing electrode as a function of pad size for
different dielectric constants ϵ2 of the back plate material and for different gap-to-resistive anode thickness (g/d) ratios: for the pad bellow the
photon impact point (top), the next-neighbor pad (middle), and the diagonal-neighbor pad (bottom). The calculation assumes a 30% probability for
back-scattering of secondary electrons off the resistive anode.
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Figure 19: Same as Fig. 18, but assuming no back-scattering of secondary electrons from the resistive anode.

Table 2: Fraction of the signal induced on the sensing electrode for various values of the MCP2-to-resistive-anode distance g, the thickness b and
the dielectric constant ϵ of the back plate of the MCP-PMT).

g distance d thickness dielectric constant ϵ2 −Qsens.el./Qanode
MCP2-anode back plate of the back plate
2 mm 2 mm 10 0.9
6 mm 2 mm 10 0.97
6 mm 2 mm 4.6 0.93
6 mm 5 mm 4.6 0.85

16



6. Discussion

The above investigation into the influence of structural parameters, such as the distance between the microchannel
plates and the anode, as well as the dielectric properties of the medium between the resistive anode and the segmented
sensing electrode (Fig. 18), can be summarized as follows. Larger distances or higher dielectric constants both affect
the weighting potential, leading to different spreading patterns of the induced charge. These dependencies emphasize
that not only pad geometry but also overall detector design plays a crucial role in determining signal characteristics.

There are several consequences of the results of this study for applications of LAPPDs (and MCP-PMTs in general)
with capacitively coupled sensing electrodes in RICH detectors and in PET and TOF-PET devices.

For a RICH detector, the relevant figure of merit is the resolution in the photon impact point position. A capaci-
tively coupled sensing electrode with center-of-gravity estimation of the impact point position can improve the impact
point precision as compared to the MCP-PMTs with internally segmented anodes. In this case, during reconstruction,
care must be taken to properly combine hits into clusters, applying methods that have already been developed, for
example, for the RICH detector of the ALICE experiment [27]. This strategy is considered one of the options for
upgrading ARICH, the Cherenkov aerogel counter of the Belle II experiment [28]. If, however, the track density in
the RICH detector reaches the level anticipated for the LHCb RICH, the resulting high occupancy requires pad sizes
of roughly 1 mm, together with a timing resolution better than 100 ps for single photons [2]. While the excellent tim-
ing performance of the LAPPD makes it a highly promising option, in a capacitively coupled MCP-PMT with such
small pads, a single photon hit would distribute charge over a large number of pads. Additional studies are therefore
needed, incorporating the results of the present work into simulations of the RICH detector response and into the
event-reconstruction algorithms.

For PET or TOF-PET applications, where scintillating crystals are attached to the front window of the LAPPD,
the impact points of scintillating photons are spread over several pads. Charge sharing could indeed be beneficial in
further improving the resolution of the annihilation gamma conversion point position. The excellent timing properties
and large size make LAPPD a very promising candidate for flexible panel-based TOF-PET systems [5].

The present study also reinforces our earlier conclusion regarding the critical role of a thin gap between the
photocathode and the first MCP. Reducing this gap improves the time resolution by narrowing the main Gaussian peak
and shortening the photoelectron back-scattering tail in the time spectrum. The back-scattering range, approximately
twice the gap size, is likewise reduced. Increasing the voltage between the photocathode and the first MCP yields a
similar improvement in timing performance.

Finally, it is worth noting that previous studies have reported a reduction in back-scattering effects — whether from
primary photoelectrons or from secondary electrons — on the spatial distribution of charge at the sensing electrodes
when a magnetic field is applied perpendicular to the MCP-PMT entrance window [25, 26]. This behavior can be also
understood within the framework of the model presented in this paper as discussed in Sec. 5.2.1.

7. Summary and outlook

We studied a large-area MCP-PMT, the LAPPD Gen-II version with a resistive anode, featuring borosilicate glass
or ceramic back plates, and a capacitively coupled sensing (readout) electrode. We measured the timing response and
the induced charge distribution on the read-out electrodes.

We developed models for photoelectron propagation and signal evolution, and compared them with the measure-
ments. We found a very good agreement between the two and were able to make predictions for performance for
different geometries and materials of the back plate of the MCP-PMT.

In future work, we plan to study the performance of LAPPD Gen-II sensors equipped with custom-designed
sensing electrodes featuring various segmentation patterns. We also aim to investigate the intermediate region of the
timing spectrum, which is currently attributed to inelastic scattering and secondary emission. Additionally, we will
investigate how to incorporate the results of this study into simulations of detector response for RICH and TOF-PET
applications, as well as how to integrate them into event reconstruction procedures.
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