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Coherent elastic neutrino-nucleus scattering (CEνNS) provides a unique probe for neutrino prop-
erties Beyond the Standard Model (BSM) physics. REactor neutrino LIquid xenon Coherent Scat-
tering experiment (RELICS), a proposed reactor neutrino program using liquid xenon time pro-
jection chamber (LXeTPC) technology, aims to investigate the CEνNS process of antineutrinos off
xenon atomic nuclei. In this work, the design of the experiment is studied and optimized based on
Monte Carlo (MC) simulations. To achieve a sufficiently low energy threshold for CEνNS detection,
an ionization-only analysis channel will be adopted for RELICS. A high emission rate of delayed
electrons after a big ionization signal is the major background, leading to an analysis threshold of
120 photo-electrons in the CEνNS search. The second largest background, nuclear recoils induced
by cosmic-ray neutrons, is suppressed via a passive water shield. The physics potential of RELICS
was explored with a 32 kg · yr exposure at a baseline of 25m from a reactor core with a 3GW
thermal power. In an energy range of 120 to 240PEs, we the expected 13673.5 CEνNS and 2133.7
background events.The sensitivity of RELICS to the weak mixing angle was investigated at a low
momentum transfer. Our study has shown that RELICS can further improve the constraints on the
non-standard neutrino interaction (NSI) compared to the best results. RELICS set out to develop
a powerful surface-level detection technology for low-energy neutrinos from reactors.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Coherent elastic neutrino-nucleus scattering (CEνNS)
is a Standard Model (SM) weak neutral current process
first proposed in 1974 [1]. The neutrino treats the nucleus
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as a single particle during scattering with a cross-section
proportional to the nucleon number squared. Despite
this process having a relatively large cross-section, the
detection is challenging due to the ultra-low deposited
energy. This process had evaded experimental discov-
eries for decades until 2017 when it was first observed
by COHERENT collaboration with neutrinos produced
by the Spallation Neutron Source (SNS) at Oak Ridge
National Laboratory scattering off a CsI scintillator [2],
and later confirmed with a liquid argon detector [3] in
2020. These measurements of CEνNS offer new probes
for diverse physical phenomena.

CEνNS can provide new constraints on physics beyond
the Standard Model (SM). The weak mixing angle is re-
lated to the CEνNS cross-section [4]. Any deviation from
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the SM prediction in measurement can be an indication of
new physics. CEνNS is also a valuable tool to constrain
nonstandard neutrino interactions (NSI) [5], to search for
sterile neutrinos [6], to verify the existence of non-trivial
neutrino electromagnetic properties [7], and to study the
nuclear structure [8] and astrophysics [9]. In addition,
the CEνNS signal from the solar or atmospheric neu-
trinos is expected to be an irreducible background for
the next-generation dark matter direct detection experi-
ments, such as PandaX-30T [10] and XLZD [11]. A pre-
cise measurement of this process can provide valuable in-
formation for dark matter experiments digging into the
so-called “neutrino floor/fog” [12, 13].

The observation of CEνNS by COHERENT collabora-
tion inspired the interest in CEνNS experimental study.
While the neutrino beam has been the primary source for
the CEνNS discovery, it is limited by the total flux deliv-
ered and the availability of the facility. Therefore, nuclear
reactors, with large anti-neutrino fluxes delivered with
typical energies of a few MeV, which is the so-called “fully
coherent regime” of CEνNS , have been proposed as at-
tractive alternative facilities for the CEνNS study. Due
to the considerably low recoil energy and complex back-
ground, the reactor CEνNS is harder to detect. Many
efforts are underway with reactor neutrinos, such as [14–
23]. Detecting reactor CEνNS will provide a wealth of
physics opportunities and potential applications such as
nuclear safeguards [24].

RELICS is a reactor neutrino experiment using the
LXeTPC technology. LXeTPC is one of the leading
technologies for rare event searches, such as detecting
dark matter and neutrinoless double beta decay [11, 25–
29]. Benefiting from its ultra-low threshold by using
ionization-only channel [30, 31] and reduced background,
LXeTPC is an excellent approach for reactor CEνNS de-
tection. The RELICS experiment is proposed to be lo-
cated near the Sanmen Nuclear Power Plant in Zhejiang
province, China. At a∼25m baseline to the∼3GW reac-
tor core, the average neutrino flux available for RELICS
is ∼1013cm−2s−1.
This work is organized as follows. The operation

principle and the design of the detector as well as the
shielding system, are described in detail in section II.
The simulation framework is introduced in section III. In
section IV, we predict the expected CEνNS event rates
from the Sanmen nuclear reactor. Section V discusses a
dedicated simulation of background contributions. The
physics potential of RELICS is provided in sectionVI. A
summary is presented in sectionVII.

II. EXPERIMENTAL DESIGNS

A. RELICS detector

The LXeTPC technology measures the energy de-
posited from particle interactions by simultaneously de-
tecting the prompt scintillation light (S1) and delayed

ionization charge (S2) [32]. The S1 is produced by the
direct excitation of xenon atoms and the recombination
of electron-ion pairs in LXe. The S2 is proportional
to the number of liberated electrons extracted into gas
xenon (GXe), which are then amplified via electrolumi-
nescence. Both S1 and S2 are recorded by photosensors,
usually photomultiplier tubes (PMTs), on top and bot-
tom arrays of the TPC. This allows a three-dimensional
(3D) vertex reconstruction with a sub-centimeter preci-
sion, and the S2/S1 ratio can be used to discriminate
between nuclear recoil (NR) and electronic recoil (ER)
for background reduction. Typically, the energy thresh-
old of LXeTPC is limited by the S1 signal in 2∼3 photo-
electrons (PEs). The inherent S2 amplification provides
an alternative approach to decrease the energy threshold
by utilizing the ionization-only channel, usually called
the “S2-only” analysis. This approach can reduce the
energy threshold to a few ionization electrons (equiva-
lent NR energy below 1 keVnr) by sacrificing the NR/ER
discrimination and depth information, which, in the case
of CEνNS detection, can be largely compensated by the
high signal-to-background ratio profited from the intense
reactor neutrino flux.
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FIG. 1. The RELICS detector with the inner S.S. vessel (the
outer vessel was hidden for a better view), diving bell, veto
PMTs, and the center TPC consisting of the top and bottom
PMT arrays, anode, gate and cathode electrodes, copper field
shaping-rings and PTFE reflector.

A preliminary 3D mechanical design of the RELICS
detector is shown in figure 1. A cylindrical TPC of 24 cm
in height and 28 cm in diameter sits in a double-layer
stainless steel (S.S) vessel, which provides a stable cryo-
genic environment. The target volume containing an ac-
tive LXe of approximately 44 kg is defined by 12 inter-
locking and light-tight PTFE (polytetrafluoroethylene,
Teflon) panels. The active LXe is then viewed by two
arrays of 64 Hamamatsu R8520-406 PMTs on top and
bottom. A fiducial mass of 32 kg LXe with only a radius
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selection of 12 cm can be well-defined for CEνNS search
under “S2-only” analysis. A “diving bell” structure is
mounted above the top PMT array to control the liquid
level. Five etched S.S electrodes, including two ground-
ing screenings on top and bottom to protect PMTs from
high voltage (HV), anode, gate, and cathode to provide a
nominal drift field of 500V/cm and an extraction field of
10 kV/cm in GXe, are installed. To ensure the uniformity
of the drift field, the target volume is encircled by several
field-shaping rings made from oxygen-free high thermal
conductivity (OFHC) copper. The TPC is surrounded
by approximately 62 kg of LXe, which acts as a 4π active
veto for background suppression. The LXe veto volume
is instrumented with 48 R8520-406 PMTs. To achieve a
high light collection, the inner surface of the inner vessel
is covered with a thin PTFE foil. It is worth noting that
the LXe veto is designed to reduce the background by
∼5 times by removing the coincidence events inside TPC
and in the LXe veto layer. All materials for the detec-
tor construction will be carefully selected to ensure low
intrinsic radioactivity.

B. Shielding system

Near-reactor neutrino experiments usually operate
with shallow overburdens. Thus, the high-energy cosmic-
ray neutrons are supposed to be one of the main back-
grounds for the NR searches from CEνNS. A sufficient
neutron shielding structure, such as water, is required
to slow down and absorb the neutrons. Meanwhile, the
cosmic muon and its induced secondaries are expected to
be another major background. A highly efficient active
muon veto anti-coincidence system is also critical to the
success of this type of experiment.

Figure 2 shows the design of the RELICS shielding sys-
tem based on Monte Carlo (MC) simulations, which is de-
tailed in section V. The design has been optimized to sat-
isfy the requirement of the CEνNS detection. The LXe
detector is placed inside a shield of 7m×7m×7m of wa-
ter contained in a S.S tank. A 5m water shield on top can
suppress the cosmic-ray neutron-induced background to
a controlled level. With such a water tank, the external
neutrons and gammas from the laboratory environment
and the nuclear reactor can be reduced to negligible lev-
els. In close to the LXe detector, a muon veto detector is
installed. The veto detector is made of 8 cm thick plastic
scintillator (PS) equipped with wavelength-shifting fibers
and silicon photomultipliers (SiPMs) to collect and de-
tect the scintillation light. A high veto efficiency of 99%
is expected for the RELICS experiment.

III. SIMULATION FRAMEWORK

The MC simulation framework of the RELICS exper-
iment (RelicsSim) is built upon a Geant4-based Bam-
booMC toolkit [33]. Full detector geometry is imple-
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FIG. 2. The LXe detector with a 8 cm thick PS muon veto
detector inside a 7m×7m×7m S.S water shield tank. The
center of the LXe detector is 2m above ground.

mented, including the detailed detector components and
the shielding system. Various types of particle interac-
tions are studied by simulation to evaluate the expected
signal and background. Subsequently, RelicsAPT, which
inherits from the Appletree [34] framework developed
by XENONnT collaboration [35], is adopted to convert
the energy depositions into observable S1 and S2 signals.
The conversion is based on the intrinsic light yield (Ly)
and charge yield (Qy) in LXe, and convoluted with the
detector-related signal detection and reconstruction ef-
fects.

A. Liquid xenon response

Particle interaction in LXe will produce photons and
electrons. The NEST model can characterize this pro-
cess [36] after considering the fluctuations in scintilla-
tion, ionization, electron-ion recombination, and their
drift field dependence. In RelicsAPT, the Ly and Qy

from NEST (v2.3.6) at 500V/cm drift field are used with
no uncertainty assigned for NRs larger than 3 keVnr. To
quantify the uncertainty of light and charge yields for
CEνNS events, the Ly and Qy bands in XENON1T so-
lar 8B neutrino search [37] are adopted for NRs less than
3 keVnr. The bands of Ly and Qy are scaled to make the
center curve connected to NEST at 3 keVnr. The final
Ly and Qy of NRs applied in RelicsAPT are shown in
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figure 3. For ERs, Ly and Qy from NEST (v2.3.6) are
used without uncertainties. In the 4π LXe veto region,
both Ly and Qy are modeled with zero electric fields.

FIG. 3. The Ly (upper panel) and Qy (lower panel) model of
NR in RelicsAPT. For Enr less than 3 keVnr, the XENON1T
yields model in 8B neutrino search [37] is adopted, and scaled
to NEST model at 3 keVnr. For Enr larger than 3 keVnr,
NEST model is used with 500V/cm drift field.

B. Detector related effects

In addition to the intrinsic LXe response model, the
detector-related effects must be considered when inter-
preting the observed S1 and S2 signals. The main de-
tector parameters are considered based on the expected
detector performance listed in Tab. I, as a conservative
estimation.

To explore the capability of the RELICS detector on
the ionization-only detection channel, the light collec-
tion efficiency (LCE) of S2 is simulated by RelicsSim with
the optical parameters listed in Tab. I. The LCE map is
shown in figure 4. An averaged g2 value of 30PE/e− is
estimated based on the S2 LCE map, the properties of
the PMTs, such as ϵQE, ϵCE, and pDPE that also listed in

Tab. I, and a 100% electron extraction efficiency on the
liquid surface. An electron lifetime of 1.2ms is applied
for S2 estimation considering the probability of electrons
loss to electronegative impurities during their drift.

TABLE I. The detector related parameters.

Optical parameters
PTFE reflectivity (LXe & GXe) 99% [38]
LXe Rayleigh scattering length 30 cm [39]

LXe absorption length 50m [40]
Electrodes reflectivity 57% [41]

Signal generation
PMT quantum efficiency (ϵQE) 33% [42]
PMT collection efficiency (ϵCE) 75% [42]
Double PE probability (pDPE) 21.9% [43, 44]

g2 30PE/e−

Detector operation
Drift field 500V/cm

Electron lifetime 1.2ms [25]

FIG. 4. The S2 LCE map with both top and bottom PMT
arrays. Simulations are performed by generating S2 photons
in the GXe region below the anode.

IV. EXPECTED CEνNS EVENTS

The SM of particle physics well predicts the CEνNS
process — a neutrino of any flavor scatters off a nucleus
via Z0 boson exchange coherently over the whole nucleus
at a low momentum transfer (Q =

√
2mtER). The dif-

ferential cross-section can be written as Eq. 1 below:

dσ

dER
=

G2
F

2π

Q2
w

4
F 2 (2mtER)mt

[
2− mtER

E2
ν

]
(1)

where GF is Fermi’s coupling constant, Qw is the weak
nuclear charge, mt is the mass of the target nucleus, F
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is the ground state elastic form factor, ER is the nuclear
recoil energy while Eν the incident neutrino energy. Q ·
R ≲ 1 is required to ensure coherence, where R is the
nuclear radius. Normally, this can be satisfied when Eν ≲
50MeV.

For neutrinos scattering in a target medium, the ex-
pected CEνNS event rate can be expressed as Eq. 2,
where Nt is the number of targets per unit mass, ϕ(Eν)
is the incident neutrino flux.

dN

dER
= Nt

∫
ϕ(Eν)

dσ

dER
dEν (2)

For the reactor neutrinos with energy above 2MeV,
the Huber-Mueller model[45, 46] is adopted for the spec-
tra calculation while P. Vogel’s theory [47] is used for be-
low 2MeV region, which is rarely searched due to the
1.8MeV energy threshold of inverse beta decay reaction.
We assume a fuel mixture of 235U(56.1%), 238U(7.6%),
239Pu (30.7%), and 241Pu (5.6%), the total neutrino flux
ϕ(Eν) can be estimated with a 3GW reactor core at
∼25m distance, and then the CEνNS event rate can be
obtained accordingly as shown in figure 5.

FIG. 5. The expected CEνNS event rate in xenon medium
from reactor neutrino with a flux of 1013cm−2s−1.

V. BACKGROUND CONTRIBUTIONS

The complexity of the backgrounds in reactor CEνNS
detection is one of the major reasons it escaped the
searches for several decades. To overcome this chal-
lenge, dedicated background simulations have been con-
ducted to optimize the design of the shielding system
for RELICS, using RelicsSim and RelicsAPT. The back-
ground contributions can be divided into five categories
according to their origin, such as (VA) cosmic-ray neu-
trons, (VB) cosmic muons, (VC) detector materials, and
(VD) internal background from LXe. The last one is
(VE) delayed electrons, which have been observed by

large LXeTPC searching for dark matter and should be
treated carefully.
This section describes all the background components

and is summarized in (VF). The following criteria are
applied to MC data to select the background events that
can mimic CEνNS signals:

i. LXe-veto: The 4π-LXe veto exhibits a good back-
ground suppression because the background events
are more likely to deposit energy in both active
LXe and 4π-LXe veto regions. The event will be
removed if it contains an NR (ER) energy larger
than 500 (100) keV in the LXe veto region.

ii. single-scatter: Given the small interaction cross-
section of neutrino, the probability of a neutrino
having more than one interaction in the sensitive
LXe volume is negligible. We require only one en-
ergy deposition above 0.5 keVnr energy in the LXe
volume.

iii. FV : Events are required to be within the center
12 cm radius fiducial to reduce background at the
edge of the TPC, leading to a total fiducial volume
(FV) of 32 kg.

iv. S2-width: For “S2-only” analysis, the event depth z
cannot be accurately estimated. S2-width cut was
developed to remove the events around the liquid-
gas interface, especially for the backgrounds from
detector materials.

v. In addition, dedicated selection methods are devel-
oped to suppress backgrounds out of the delayed
electrons, such as waveform classifier and pattern
classifier. These two criteria are described in detail
in (VE).

A. Background induced by cosmic-ray neutrons

The cosmic rays that travel through the atmosphere
can produce a variety of radiation particles, such as neu-
trons, protons, pions, etc, through spallation reaction
on nitrogen, oxygen, etc [48, 49]. Among them, the
high-energy cosmic-ray neutrons (CRNs) can easily pass
through the shield and deposit energy in the RELICS de-
tector. The main purpose of the water shield design is
to block the CRNs. The size of the water tank is opti-
mized based on the MC simulation. The CRN flux is cal-
culated using the Cosmic-Ray Shower Generator (CRY)
source [50]. The energy spectrum of the CRNs from
CRY is shown in figure 6. Analyze the MC data shows
that only CRNs with energy greater than ∼103 MeV can
deposit energy in LXe, which also indicates that the neu-
trons from the nuclear reactor and laboratory environ-
ment normally with energy less than 10MeV [51] that
also shows in figure 6, can not contribute to the back-
grounds.
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FIG. 6. The energy spectrum of the CRNs (blue) from CRY
calculation. The neutrons that can deposit energy in LXe in
the CEνNS ROI are shown in red color. The energy spectrum
of the reactor and environmental neutrons from the measure-
ment of CONUS [51] experiment is overlaid.

After processing the MC data, and passing the
LXe-veto, single-scatter and FV selections, the CRNs-
induced NR background rate is estimated to be
(7.7± 0.7)×10−2 kg−1day−1 in [0.3, 1] keVnr region-of-
interest (ROI) of CEνNS detection, with the spectrum
shows in figure 7 (top). In addition, the secondaries of
CRNs will also induce ER background in LXe, with a rate
of (9.0± 0.3)×10−3 kg−1day−1keV−1, which is shown in
figure 7 (bottom).

B. Background induced by cosmic muons

The RELICS detector will operate without overbur-
den. Hence, special attention has to be paid to the muon-
related background. Even though muons are tagged
with 99% efficiency by the PS veto detector, the neu-
tron background produced by muon interacting with the
detector materials is still one of the main background
components. Dedicated simulations are performed to
evaluate the muon-induced backgrounds. The energy
and angular distributions of muons follow the Shukla
model [52]. The energy deposition in LXe that is caused
by muon-induced fast neutron and related gammas are
recorded by RelicsSim, and then filtered with LXe-veto,
single-scatter and FV selections. Assuming a 99% muon
veto tagging efficiency, the muon-induced NRs and ERs
are (0.08± 0.01)×10−2 kg−1day−1 in [0.3, 1] keVnr and
(0.66± 0.09)×10−3 kg−1day−1keV−1 in [0, 40] keVer, re-
spectively. The corresponding spectra are shown in fig-
ure 7.
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FIG. 7. Top panel: The NR background distributions from
CRNs (dark magenta) and cosmic muons (red). Bottom
panel: The ER background distributions from detector mate-
rials (blue), CRNs (dark magenta), cosmic muons (red), 85Kr
(sandy brown) and 222Rn (light blue).

C. Neutrons and gammas from the detector
materials

Materials constructing the detector contain radioactive
contamination. The selection of the materials requires an
extensive radioactivity screening campaign for rare event
search experiments. To evaluate the background contri-
bution from these materials, the radioactive contamina-
tion for all the materials is considered in the RELICS
MC model. Currently, the radioactivity of isotopes from
XENON100 [53] is adopted. A dedicated effort is also be-
ing carried out to select clean materials for the RELICS
experiment, leading to similar radioactivity for most of
the materials.
The NR background rate induced by neutrons is

around one event per year and completely negligible in
the CEνNS ROI. ER background induced by gammas is
studied in this work. The decay of these isotopes is gen-
erated and confined uniformly in the corresponding de-
tector component in the simulation. By applying succes-
sive selection criteria, including LXe-veto, single-scatter
and FV selections, the spatial distribution of ER back-
ground events inside the active LXe volume in the energy
region of [0, 40] keVer is shown in figure 8. Figure 7 (bot-
tom) shows the corresponding energy spectrum, which
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is two orders of magnitude higher than the ER back-
ground components. The average ER background rate is
(364± 5)×10−3 kg−1day−1keV−1 in the FV volume.
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FIG. 8. Spatial distribution of ER background from detector
materials inside the active LXe volume in the energy region of
[0, 40] keVer. The red line indicates the 12 cm radius fiducial
selection.

S2 width selection: As shown in figure 8, a large
amount of background events are located close to the
liquid-gas interface. These backgrounds are mainly from
the radioactivities of PMTs and can not be suppressed
without the selection in “z” in an “S2-only” analysis. As
demonstrated in [30], the pulse shape of S2 signals can
discriminate background happening at the liquid-gas in-
terface to signals distributed uniformly in “z”. A toy
MC was conducted to consider the drift and diffusion
properties of electrons in LXe to optimize such a selec-
tion. We simulate S2s and their pulse shape parameters
with “z” distributions shown in figure 8 with energy in
the CEνNS ROI. The S2s are simulated via RelicsAPT
where the NEST model is incorporated. The S2 pulse
shape is simulated using the electron diffusion model

σe =
√

2DLt
v2
d

+ σ2
0 , where DL is the longitudinal diffu-

sion coefficient, vd is the electron drift velocity, σ0 is the
width of single electron waveform [54]. In our simulation.
DL = 16 cm2/s, vd = 0.174 cm/µs, and σ0 = 0.19µs.
Uniformly distributed CEνNS signal is simulated using

the same procedure. The distributions of the S2 width
are shown in figure 9, for both CEνNS signal and ER
background from the detector materials. A threshold of
0.22 µs on S2 width can give an average background re-
jection power of 94%, with a high CEνNS signal accep-
tance of 86%.

D. Internal backgrounds in LXe

Radioactivity in LXe can directly deposit energies and
produce background in the CEνNS ROI. These radioac-
tivities mostly come in the form of noble gases, such as
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FIG. 9. The distributions of the S2 width from the uniformly
distributed CEνNS signal and ER background from detector
materials. The dark region is the event that is being rejected
by the S2-width criterion.

argon, krypton, xenon, and radon. This section describes
how these radioactivities are created and evaluates their
contribution to the CEνNS ROI.

1. Intrinsic 222Rn and 85Kr

Krypton mixes into xenon gas when it is extracted
from the air. 85Kr, regardless of its low abundance
of 2 × 10−11 in natural krypton, is one of the main
backgrounds in any LXe experiments searching for rare
events. The concentration of krypton in xenon is usually
reduced below ppt level in dark matter search experi-
ments, such as XENONnT and PandaX-4T, through dis-
tillations with dedicated columns[ref]. In RELICS, we
assume a natKr/Xe concentration of 10 ppt and expect
(0.28± 0.01)×10−3 kg−1day−1keV−1 as shown in figure 7
(bottom), which is a subdominant component.

The other intrinsic background in LXe comes from
the decays of 222Rn, which emanates from any mate-
rial touching Xenon gas or liquid. The emanated 222Rn
diffuses homogeneously inside the LXe volume within
its relatively long half-life of 3.8 days. The β decay of
214Pb is another important background component in
the CEνNS ROI in the decay chain of 222Rn. With
similar size and material, the radioactivity of 222Rn in
RELICS is comparable to XENON100. Assuming a con-
servative 222Rn radioactivity of 40µBq ·kg−1 as achieved
by the XENON100 experiment [53] (≤20µBq · kg−1),
the expected ER background rate is estimated as of
(0.98± 0.02)×10−3 kg−1day−1keV−1 as shown in figure 7
(bottom), which is also a subdominant component in the
CEνNS search.
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2. Cosmogenic isotopes 127Xe and 37Ar

The RELICS experiment, which is to be operated with-
out overburden, is unavoidable under cosmic radiation.
We consider cosmogenic radioactive isotopes through the
activation and spallation of Xenon atoms. In particu-
lar, 127Xe and 37Ar are known cosmogenic backgrounds
in LXeTPCs [27, 55] due to their characteristic x-rays
or Auger electrons through electron capture process and
their relatively long half-life of 36.4 and 35.0 days, respec-
tively.

127Xe: Natural xenon does not contain 127Xe. 127Xe
can be produced from 128Xe when cosmogenic muons
kick off a neutron in the nucleus with a cross-section
of (2.74± 0.4)×10−24 cm2. Additionally, we consider an-
other production channel through the neutron capture on
126Xe with an upper limit cross-section of 0.7×10−26cm2

at 95% C.L [56]. The production rate of 127Xe in LXe
is calculated based on its production cross-section, the
muon’s fluxes and energy spectrum, and thermal neu-
trons. The 127Xe decays to 127I via electron capture (EC)
process, with a half-life of 36.4 days. We assume that the
production and decay of 127Xe reach equilibrium before
deploying the RELICS detector inside the shielding. The
estimated equilibrium decay rate is 9.29 evts/day/kg.
The shielding system of RELICS can attenuate neutrons
efficiently, and the equilibrium decay rate can decrease
to 0.79 evts/day/kg after ∼300 days.
Following the EC, the 127I is left primarily popu-

lating at the excited state of either 375 or 203 keV,
which promptly decays to the ground state with gamma-
ray emissions. The EC occurs from either the K, L,
M, or N shell electrons and is subsequently filled with
electrons from higher levels via emission of x-rays or
Auger electrons with total energy (relative intensity)
of 32.2 keV (83.4%), 5.2 keV (13.1%), 1.1 keV (2.9%) or
186 eV (0.7%), respectively. The final background con-
tribution from 127Xe is simulated with RelicsSim. The
double-scatter criteria can remove most of these back-
ground events due to the simultaneous gamma-ray and
x-ray or Auger electrons emission. If EC capture is hap-
pening from the N-shell electrons with a binding energy
of 186 eV, it may contribute background in the CEνNS
ROI when the emitted gamma rays, either with energy
of 375 and 203 keV, escape from the LXe detector and
the active LXe veto. The event rate from 186 eV energy
deposition is less than 10−4 kg−1day−1 after all the se-
lection criteria described above, which is negligible for
CEνNS search.

37Ar: We consider three possible mechanisms for 37Ar
production in xenon, following the approaches in [57].
Firstly, the extremely low content of 37Ar in the atmo-
sphere, which is generated by spallation of 40Ar through
40Ar(n, 4n)37Ar, neutron capture of 36Ar, or cosmic bom-
bardment of calcium-containing soils, via 40Ca(n, α)37Ar.
This mechanism only needs to be considered in the con-
text of air leaks of an LXe detector, which is strictly
limited to below 0.1 liter per year to ensure the purity

level of LXe. Secondly, the spallation of detector ma-
terials, especially iron in steel. However, its contribu-
tion is greatly suppressed due to the slow diffusion rate
of argon in steel. Lastly, the direct spallation of xenon
atoms by high-energy cosmogenic protons and neutrons.
The semi-empirical formula by Silberberg and Tsao was
used to calculate the spallation cross-section. The CRY
is used to calculate the proton spectrum. Gordon’s neu-
tron spectrum [58] is adopted for cosmogenic neutron
estimation. The production rate of this process is es-
timated to be 0.024 atoms/kg/day with an uncertainty
of ∼100%. The produced 37Ar decays to the ground
state of 37Cl via EC and subsequently deposits energy
via x-rays or Auger electrons. The total energy (relative
intensity) for K, L, and M shells are 2.82 keV (90.2%),
0.270 keV (8.9%), and 0.018 keV (0.9%), respectively. As
a results, the background rate of 37Ar in the CEνNS
ROI is below10−4 kg−1day−1 and completely negligible
for CEνNS search.

E. Delayed electrons

Besides the background components induced by real
physical sources, another type of background must be
considered in the CEνNS ROI. This background is caused
by a high emission rate of delayed electrons after S2
signals in the TPC, which could be incorrectly identi-
fied as CEνNS candidate in “S2-only” analysis. Such
background has been observed by large LXeTPCs exper-
iments searching for dark matter particles in deep under-
ground laboratories, such as XENON1T [59], PandaX-
4T [31] and LUX [60]. The source of this background is
not well understood yet, but we can roughly divide the
delayed electrons into two groups.

The first kind of delayed electrons is produced via
photon-ionization of impurities or metals in the drift re-
gion of the TPC. Photon-ionized delay electrons only ap-
pear shortly (within a time range that is comparable to
the largest drift time of the LXeTPC) after the high en-
ergy S2 signals and will be completely subdominant when
a 1µS exposure is rejected for each of the high energy S2s,
leading to an exposure loss of ≃1%.
Besides photon-ionization, delayed electrons can also

be produced in a larger time range of up to a few seconds.
The rate of delayed electrons is observed to be correlated
with the level of impurities in LXe and the amplitude of
the extraction field. Muons passing through the LXeTPC
result in large energy deposition, generating a substantial
number of ionization electrons. These delayed electrons
may occur after the primary S2 signal of muon events,
leading to a prolonged tail of signals composed of a sin-
gle or a few electrons. Due to the high rate of cosmic
muons, RELICS faces a major challenge in suppressing
background from accidental pile-ups of delayed electrons
in a short time range that is comparable to the width of a
physical S2 signal. This background is hereafter referred
to as Delayed Electron (DE).
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1. Expected rate of DE

As shown in previous studies with XENON1T [59] and
LUX [60], the emission rate of delayed electrons are corre-
lated, in time and position, with the previous high-energy
events. This part of the background is referred to as a
correlated delayed electron background and can be signif-
icantly suppressed due to its unique correlation with pro-
ceeding high-energy events. We simulate muons passing
through the TPC active volume using Geant4, tracking
their interaction vertex and the energy deposited along
the track. The ionization signals are generated along the
muon track, assuming a constant ionization yield of 50
electrons per keV. We then simulated the generation of
delayed electrons, assuming that 0.1% of the total ion-
ization electrons from primary interactions are delayed
emissions in a time range of 0.1ms to 2 s, comparable to
[59]. The distribution in “delayed time” (time respected
to the primary S2) for delayed electrons is assumed to
follow a power law with a coefficient of -1.1, as shown
in XENON1T [59]. These delayed electrons’ horizontal
positions (x, y) are assumed to be the same as their pri-
mary S2s. Position reconstruction resolution for single
electron S2s, which is expected to be 20mm from op-
tical simulations, is taken into account in this analysis.
Ionization S2 signals are grouped together if the time
gap between them is below 1µs in order not to split S2
waveforms of events happening at the bottom part of the
TPC. As a result, the pile-up of DE (called Pile-up DEs)
leads to a significant background in CEνNS search. In
RELICS, we expect more than 10Hz of muon events in
the LXeTPC, leaving a large amount of single electron
S2 signals. The expected event rate of a single-electron
pile-up background is summarized in Table II. Without
implementing appropriate cuts to reduce the rate of these
pile-up events, CEνNS signals with 3 to 6 electrons will
be completely overwhelmed.

TABLE II. A comparison of the CEνNS signal and the Pile-up
DEs background in one year of exposure with 32 kg of fiducial
mass.

Ne CEνNS Pile-up DEs
3 3.5×104 9.8×108

4 1.5×104 7.3×106

5 6.9×103 6.9×105

6 3.2×103 7.5×104

2. Waveform classifier

The waveform characteristics of Pile-up DE events dif-
fer from the physical interactions in the LXeTPC, such
as CEνNS and other backgrounds. In physical interac-
tions, electrons drift upwards under the drifting electric
field, resulting in signal waveform distributions that fol-

low a Gaussian distribution in time. As shown in fig-
ure 10, Pile-up DEs are distinguishable from physical in-
teractions in terms of the shape of waveforms. The dis-
crimination between them is maximized by employing a
convolutional neural network (CNN), as shown in figure
11. While maintaining ≃80% of the physical interactions
with a score over 0.8, the Pile-up DE events are reduced
by approximately one order of magnitude.
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FIG. 10. Simulation waveform of Pile-up DE and CEνNS.
Recording the number of photo-electrons collected for each
sample, the upper panel corresponds to real physical events,
and the lower panel represents the Pile-up DE events.
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FIG. 11. Result of waveform discrimination by CNN. The
waveform is evaluated by the neural network, which provides
predicted scores indicating the discriminability between the
two types of waveform.

3. Pattern classifier

Beyond the distinctions in the waveform or time dis-
tribution, the planar distribution of signals within the
top PMT arrays also presents notable differences between
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Pile-up DE and physical interactions. CEνNS and other
physical signals are composed of multiple electrons gen-
erated from the same position above the liquid surface
in the detector, while the DE signals are mostly gener-
ated around the previous muons’ tracks. These DEs are
merged together into larger signals only due to their tem-
poral proximity. Therefore, the distributions of photo-
electrons from CEνNS signals and DE signals differ in
the top PMT array of the detector. Real physical interac-
tions appear more like a superposition of multiple single-
electron signals from the same location, whereas the Pile-
up DEs are formed by the superposition of single-electron
signals originating from multiple different horizontal po-
sitions, thus appearing more dispersed.

After each S2 signal in the detector, the expected pho-
tons to be detected in each channel on the top PMT
array are denoted as λch. λch is determined by the to-
tal area of S2, the relative LCE in that channel, and the
PMT responses including detection efficiency. LCE of
each PMT is derived with light propagation simulation
in the RELICS TPC. It is assumed that the number of
photo-electrons received by the PMT channel follows a
Poisson distribution with λch as the mean. The detected
photo-electrons are further derived considering the reso-
lution of PMTs to single photo-election.

Given the expected and observed light distribution
pattern, we calculated the goodness-of-fit likelihood to
determine whether the event is from physical interac-
tions or Pile-up DEs. The logarithm of goodness-of-fit
likelihood P is written as:

P =

63∑
ch=0

log

(
λch

Npe
ch × e−λch

Npe
ch !

)
(3)

where λch and Npe
ch are expected and observed photo-

electrons in a specific channel.
The S2 distribution pattern on top PMT array of

the Pile-up DEs rejected by a selection in P (fig-
ure 12, left) would look like that of physical interac-
tions (figure 12, right). Since both of horizontal position
and emission time of DEs are strongly correlated to the
previous muon tracks, we further calculate the “Space-
time Correlation Coefficient” of each event with previous
muons to distinguish Pileup DEs from physical interac-
tions that are independent of any muon events in the
RELICS LXeTPC.

For each energy deposition of muon passing through
the RELICS TPC, the reconstructed position of DEs
would follow a Gaussian distribution determined by the
resolution of position reconstruction. The distribution of
DEs in time with respect to the previous muon events is
assumed to follow a power law, as seen in [59]. Assuming
Ni is the expected number of DE in a specific position,
the probability distribution function of DEs can be ex-
pressed as:

Pi = Ni × (t− ti)
−γ × 1

2π · σ2
e−

(x−xi)
2+(y−yi)

2

2σ2 (4)
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FIG. 12. The expected S2 pattern on top PMT array from
one Pile-up DE event (top) and the expected pattern from the
corresponding reconstructed position (bottom), only channels
with an expected area greater than 0.1PE are shown with
color.

where (xi, yi) is the position of muon track, (x, y) is the
observed position, t − ti is the time delay to the muon
track and σ is the resolution of reconstructed position.
Considering that the emission of DE can last up to ≃2s
and the muon event rate of ≃10Hz, we sum up the contri-
butions of Pi from the previous 20 muons and define the
log of this value as the “Space-time Coefficient”, which
is defined as:

CSpace−time = log

(∑
i

Pi

)
(5)

We simulated 3.1×107 muon events, corresponding to
3.5 days of live time, and calculated the Pattern Likeli-
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hood P and “Space-time Coefficient” CSpace−time. The
two-dimensional distribution for Pile-up DE and physi-
cal interactions, within an S2 range of 120 to 240PE, are
shown in figure 13.

Considering the correlation between CSpace−time, P
and the S2 area of each event, we provide a score for each
event by Eq.6. Events with higher scores are inclined to
be from physical interactions.

Score = P − (kst · Cspace−time) + karea · S2area + b (6)

While restricting the acceptance of Pile-up DE events
lower than 0.01%, we scanned the parameter space of kst
and karea, in order to retain as high signal acceptance as
possible. The fitted values are kst of 9.10 , karea of 0.57
and b of -65.78.

Figure 14 delineates the score distribution for Pile-up
DEs and physical interactions. The final classifier identi-
fies all events with scores exceeding 0 as real physical in-
teractions. In the ROI of S2 ranging from 120 to 240PE,
the acceptance for physical interactions such as CEνNS
is 67%. This cut reduced the rate of Pile-up DEs by 4
orders of magnitude in the same ROI, leaving the rate
of Pile-up DE background below the expected CEνNS
signal in the whole ROI.
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FIG. 13. Distribution of pattern likelihood and space-time
correlation of DE and CEνNS S2 signals. CEνNS events are
represented by green/yellow points and DE events are repre-
sented by blue/cold points. Contours of CEνNS events dis-
tribution are also shown in this figure.

F. Summary

The background distribution from CRNs, cosmic
muons, and detector materials are converted to S2 size
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FIG. 14. Distribution of scores from pattern classifier. The
survival rate for CEνNS within ROI with scores over 0 is
66.77% and 0.001% for DE events within ROI.

from recoil energy using RelicsAPT which is described
in Sec. III. All the background components mentioned
above are summarized in figure 15. The CEνNS event
rate is overlaid. The dominant background contribution
comes from the Pile-up DEs, despite its large discrimi-
nation power to physical events as described in VE. The
NR background contribution from CRNs is an order of
magnitude higher than muons, which is the second major
contribution. The detector materials contribute a rela-
tively low and flat component in ER. The event rate of all
the background components in 32 kg·yr exposure is sum-
marized in Tab. III. A signal-to-background ratio greater
than 6 can be achieved in [120, 240] PEs ROI of CEνNS
detection.

TABLE III. The total number of expected events (Nevts) of all
the background components in [120, 240] PEs ROI of CEνNS
detection in 32 kg·yr exposure.

Event Type Nevts

Pile-up DE 1429.0
CRNs 470.4

Muon-induced neutrons 2.3
ER 232.0

Total Background 2133.7

CEνNS 13673.5

VI. PHYSICS POTENTIAL

To explore the physics potential of the RELICS detec-
tor, this section will discuss its sensitivity to the weak
mixing angle and non-standard interactions (NSI) based
on the background estimation in sectionV with 32 kg·yr
exposure. Several systematic uncertainties are consid-
ered, including 5% reactor neutrino flux, 5% ER and NR
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FIG. 15. Expected S2 distribution of CEνNS (Green) all
background in the RELICS experiment. The dominant back-
ground in the lowest energy is the Pile-up DE (Green) induced
by muon interactions in the TPC; The next largest back-
ground is neutrons (Purple), mainly from the CRNs as shown
in Tab. III. The ER from radioactivity of detector material,
CRNs and muons (Blue) are non-negligible background. The
ROI for the CEνNS search is defined as 120PE to 240PE and
shown as a shaded region.

TABLE IV. List of nuisance parameters shared in the likeli-
hoods for measuring the weak mixing angle and searching for
NSI. All the nuisance parameters are constrained by Gaussian
distribution, and their standard deviations (constraints) are
also listed in the table.

Nuisance Parameters Constraints
Charge yield morpher t 1 [37]

Reactor neutrino flux multiplier γf σγf = 0.05
ER background rate multiplier β1 σβ1 = 0.10

Neutron background rate multiplier β2 σβ2 = 0.05
Pile-up DE background rate multiplier β3 σβ3 = 0.10

background uncertainty. The uncertainty of the Qy intro-
duced in Sec. III A is the dominant one in our estimation.

A. Weak mixing angle

A precise measurement of CEνNS cross-section allows
for a constraint on the weak mixing angle θw. Also known
as the Weinberg angle, θw is conventionally used in the
form of sin2 θw in the comparison between theory and
experiment. Since Qw is given by N −

(
1− 4 sin2θw

)
Z,

sin2 θw can be extracted from the measured cross-section,
and any deviation from the SM prediction will indicate
new physics.

χ2 =
∑
j


(
Nobs,j −Nexp,j(sin

2 θW , t2)(1 + γf )−
∑3

i Bi,j(1 + βi)
)2

σ2
stat,j


+ t2 +

3∑
i

(
βi

σ2
βi

)2 + (
γf

σ2
γf

)2

(7)

The χ2 of likelihood for sin2 θw measurement is de-
fined as Eq. 7 where index j indicates different S2 inter-
vals. Nobs,j and Nexp,j are the observed and expected
signal events in each S2 interval, respectively. Bi,j is the
background rate estimation and index i runs over back-
ground components, including ER and neutrons. The
rest are nuisance parameters. β1 and β2 are the multipli-
ers of the ER and neutron backgrounds, respectively. t
denotes the morphers of charge yields. A Gaussian con-
straint term is imposed on each nuisance parameter, as
summarized in Tab. IV.

The expected constraint on sin2 θw from RELICS is
shown in figure 16. The great improvement from the red
solid line to the blue dashed line indicates that the charge
yield variation is a major contribution to the constraint
uncertainty. The sensitivity is expected to be competitive
and improve the Dresden-II’s result [61]. As illustrated in
Fig. 17, RELICS will provide a measurement on sin2 θw
with momentum transfer down to the MeV scale, which is
a valuable complementary to the current measurements.

FIG. 16. The expected constraints on sin2 θw with RELICS.
The red line shows the nominal likelihood curve defined by χ2

in Eq. 7, while the blue dashed line illustrates the likelihood
curve with the charge yield fixed. The faint green dot-dashed
line marks ∆χ2 = 1, and its intersections with each likelihood
curve represent the measured constraint. The Dresden-II re-
sult (green) [61] and the PDG value (black) [62] are overlaid
for reference.
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FIG. 17. The expected measurement (red) on sin2 θw with
RELICS. Other current and future measurements at differ-
ent momentum transfers are also included (APV, CONNIE,
Qweak, eDis, LHC). The black line represents the depen-
dence of the weak mixing angle in the MS renormalization
scheme [63].

B. Nonstandard neutrino interactions

The detection of CEνNS provides a new probe to study
neutrino physics beyond the SM, such as the NSI of neu-
trinos. NSI has been extensively studied in the litera-
ture [64]. This work focuses on a model-independent ap-
proach in the neutrino-quark sector. The parameteriza-
tion of the NSI contributions to the cross-section can be
expressed as Eq. 8, which indicates that the cross-section
strongly depends on the effective electron neutrino-up
quark and -down quark interaction strength parameters
of ϵuVee and ϵdVee .

dσ

dER
=
G2

F ·mt

2π
F 2 (2mtER)

[
2−

mtER

E2
ν

]
×

[
Z(gpV + 2ϵuVee + ϵdVee ) +N(gnV + ϵuVee + 2ϵdVee )

]2 (8)

Eq. 9 defines the χ2 of likelihood, where all the pa-
rameters are the same as Eq. 7, except ϵuVee and ϵdVee . All
the related uncertainties of nuisance parameters are also
taken in Tab. IV. Figure 18 shows the constraining on ϵuVee
and ϵdVee of RELICS under the standard model assump-
tion, where both of the parameters are zero. The latest
result from COHERENT [65] is overlaid for comparison.
A tighter constraint can be achieved for the RELICS ex-
periment with higher statistics.

χ
2
=

∑
j


(
Nobs,j − Nexp,j(ϵ

uV
ee , ϵdVee , t2)(1 + γf ) −

∑3
i Bi,j(1 + βi)

)2

σ2
stat,j


+ t

2
+

3∑
i

(
βi

σ2
βi

)
2
+ (

γf

σ2
γf

)
2

(9)

FIG. 18. The 90% allowed parameter space of (ϵuVee , ϵdVee ) con-
strained by RELICS detector. The COHERENT results [65]
are superimposed for comparison.

VII. SUMMARY

The RELICS experiment is a O(100) kg LXe detector
with a fiducial mass of 32 kg that aims to observe the
process of reactor CEνNS. The experiment is planned to
be deployed at Sanmen Nuclear Power Plant (∼3GW) in
Zhejiang province, China, with a distance of ∼25m, an
average neutrino flux of ∼1013cm−2s−1.
In this work, a preliminary design of the RELICS ex-

periment was presented. A dedicated MC simulation has
been performed to study the background contributions.
The dominant backgrounds come from the Pile-up DEs.
The second largest background, nuclear recoils induced
by cosmic-ray neutrons, is suppressed via a passive wa-
ter shield. An ionization-only analysis channel will be
adopted for RELICS analysis to achieve a sufficiently
low energy threshold for CEνNS detection. A signal-
to-background ratio of greater than 6 can be achieved in
[120, 240] PEs ROI of CEνNS detection. Its sensitivity
to weak mixing angle and NSI are explored with 32 kg·yr
exposure.
The RELICS experiment will provide rich opportuni-

ties to study Beyond the Standard Model (BSM) physics
and potential applications in nuclear reactor monitoring
for nuclear safeguards.
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