arXiv:1904.10558v1 [nucl-ex] 23 Apr 2019

1H(n,el) as a Cross Section Reference in a White Source Neutron Beam With the fissionTPC

N. I. Walsh^{a,∗}, Barker, J. T.^d, Bowden, N. S.^a, Brewster, K. J.^d, Casperson, R. J.^a, Classen, T.^a, Fotiadis, N.^b, Greife, U.^c, Guardincerri, E.^b, Hagmann, C.^a, Heffner, M.^a, Hensle, D.^c, Hicks, C. R.^d, Higgins, D.^b, Isenhower, L. D.^d, Kemnitz, A.^e, Kiesling, K. J.^d, King, J.^f, Klay, J. L.^e, Latta, J.^c, Loveland, W.^f, Magee, J. A.^a, Mendenhall, M. P.^a, Monterial, M.^a, Mosby, S.^b, Oman, G.^e, Sangiorgio, S.^a, Seilhan, B.^a, Snyder, L.^a, Towell, C. L.^d, Towell, R. S.^d, Towell, T. R.^d, Schmitt, K. T.^b, Watson, S.^d, Yao, L.^f, Younes, W.^a, (The NIFFTE Collaboration)

aLawrence Livermore National Laboratory, Livermore, CA 94550, United States bLos Alamos National Laboratory, Los Alamos, NM 87545, United States cColorado School of Mines, Golden, CO 80401, United States dAbilene Christian University, Abilene, TX 79699, United States eCalifornia Polytechnic State University, San Luis Obispo, CA 93407, United States fOregon State University, Corvallis, OR 97331, United States

Abstract

We provide a quantitative description of a method to measure neutron-induced fission cross sections in ratio to elastic hydrogen scattering in a white-source neutron beam with the fission Time Projection Chamber. This detector has measured precision fission cross section ratios using actinide references such as^{235}U(n,f) and^{238}U(n,f). However, by employing a more precise reference such as the H(n,el) cross section there is the potential to further reduce the evaluation uncertainties of the measured cross sections. In principle the fissionTPC could provide a unique measurement by simultaneously measuring both fission fragments and proton recoils over a large solid angle. We investigate one method with a hydrogenous gas target and with the neutron energy determined by the proton recoil kinematics. This method enables the measurement to be performed in a white-source neutron beam and with the current configuration of the fissionTPC. We show that while such a measurement is feasible in the energy range of 0.5 MeV to ∼10 MeV, uncertainties on the proton detection efficiency and the neutron energy resolution do not allow us to preform a fission ratio measurement to the desired precision. Utilizing either a direct measurement of the neutron time-of-flight for the recoil proton or a mono-energetic neutron source or some combination of both would provide a path to a sub-percent precision measurement.

1. Introduction

The Neutron Induced Fission Fragment Tracking Experiment (NIFFTE) collaboration constructed the fission Time Projection Chamber (fissionTPC) to measure fission cross section ratios of the major actinides (^{235}U, 238U,^{239}Pu). The aim of the experiment is to provide ratio measurements with sub-percent uncertainties. In the original design both actinide (n,f) and H(n,el) cross section references were considered [1]. To accommodate either option the detector is capable of detecting both fission fragments and proton recoils. A description

∗Corresponding author Email address: walsh25@llnl.gov (N. I. Walsh)

of a cross section measurement in ratio to an actinide reference can be found in Ref. [2].

As the precision of ratio measurements are improved, the uncertainty on the cross section reference becomes an important factor. The recent ENDF-B/VIII-0 evaluation lists nine neutron cross section standards [3], with H(n,el) having the smallest uncertainty above 1 MeV. For example at 2 MeV the evaluated H(n,el) cross section uncertainty is 0.36% compared to 1.3% for^{235}U(n,f) and^{238}U(n,f) [4].

While other experiments have measured a fission cross section relative to hydrogen elastic scattering, most relied on separate systems to detect fission fragments and protons (e.g. Ref. [5]). This potentially introduces a systematic uncertainty from uncontrolled differ-

Preprint submitted to Elsevier April 25, 2019

ences in beam scattering between the two targets. One experiment that made such a measurement in the same apparatus was performed in a mono-energetic beam [6]. A back-to-back target design was used which significantly reduces beam scatter between the two targets. However, the proton measurement was limited in solid angle and separate detectors were used for fragments and protons.

A ratio measurement with the fissionTPC is unique as it can simultaneously detect both fission fragments and protons over a large solid angle with the same detector. In this work we examine one possible implementation of this measurement using a hydrogenous gas target and a determination of the neutron energy based on the proton recoil kinematics. To perform this measurement over a broad neutron energy spectrum we examine the outcome using a beam source such as the 90L location at Los Alamos Neutron Science Center (LAN- SCE) Weapons Neutron Research (WNR) facility [7]. We have made this choice of energy reconstruction and beam source as they do not require significant modification to the detector or signal processing compared to an actinide-to-actinide ratio measurement [2].

While this work is motivated in the context of a precise fission measurement, the method presented is applicable to neutron flux and spectrum measurements performed with a TPC. Specifically we describe in detail a charged-particle detection efficiency and neutron energy resolution which are relevant to, for example, measurements of a neutron beam flux [8], directional neutron imaging [9, 10], and cosmogenic neutron flux measurements [11].

2. The fissionTPC

The fissionTPC is a two-volume ionization chamber with a common cathode and two highly-segmented anode planes. A negative bias is applied to the central cathode causing ionization electrons to drift towards the anode. The charge is amplified with a MI- CROMEGAS [12] and read out from approximately 3000 conductive pads on each anode plane. The target, typically an actinide deposited on aluminum or a thin carbon foil, is placed in the center of the cathode. Depending on the backing thickness, one or both fission fragments induce a current on the cathode which is capacitively coupled to a current amplifier. This provides the signal used to measure the incident neutron time-of-flight (ToF) in fission measurements. A schematic of the detector with the relevant structures labeled is provided in Fig. 1. A more detailed description of the design is found in Ref. [1].

Figure 1: A simplified schematic of the fissionTPC detector. The neutron beam impinges from the left passing through the upstream volume, the actinide target, and the downstream volume. Both upstream and downstream volumes are 5.4 cm in length and each instrumented with approximately 3000 conductive pads at the anode plane for readout. A charged particle track (represented by the red arrow) ionizes the gas and the charge is drifted towards the segmented anode. The track is reconstructed using the pad’s location and the relative time of arrival of the charge.

The fissionTPC captures the following information on charged particle tracks: the vertex, direction, length, total charge, and ionization profile. Two of the track’s spatial dimensions (x, y) are reconstructed from the location of the anode pad. The relative length along the drift axis (z) is determined for all tracks by the time difference between the start and end of a track as measured on the anode. The absolute position along the drift axis requires using the drift speed and the time difference between the cathode signal and anode signal. In practice however, all fission fragments are assumed to have originated from the center cathode plane. Most proton recoils, especially those further from the cathode, do not deposit enough energy to be detected on the cathode. Therefore, this work assumes only the z-length of a proton track is known. Track energy and ionization profile are determined from the charge collected in the pads. For this analysis, we reduce 2-dimensional ionization profile information to a maximum dE/dx value (Bragg peak). These track parameters (energy, length, and Bragg peak) are used to distinguish between types of particles. An example of the distribution of length vs. energy for the different particle species in the fissionTPC is shown in Fig. 2.

3. Measurement Method

A cross section of reaction x measured in ratio to reference r is given by

σ_x σ_r = C_x − B_x C_r − B_r · N_r N_x · Φ_r Φ_x · ϵ_r ϵ_x (1) 2

Figure 2: Data from the fissionTPC taken at the LANSCE-WNR neutron beam. From left to right the labeled features are protons that do not stop in the detector (p*), contained protons (p), alphas (α), and fission fragments (FF). Particles traversing the entire drift volume are at least 5.4 cm in length and produce a visible feature in the plot at that length.

where C represents the number of measured reaction products, B the number of background counts in that signal, N the number of target atoms, Φ the beam fluence, and ϵ the detection efficiency. With the exception of the target atom number, each term is a function of neutron energy. The fluence ratio in the fissionTPC is very close to one, with the sub-percent correction computed via simulation. The number of actinide target atoms is determined from a measurement of the alpha activity and scaled by half life data. The remaining terms, including the number of hydrogen targets, efficiency, background, and neutron energy, depend on the specific experimental conditions.

Both a hydrogenous gas target and a solid target are candidates for a measurement with the H(n,el) reference. While the quantitative result for the efficiency and background depends on the precise choice of the solid or gaseous target, the evaluation method itself is similar. In a precision measurement with the fissionTPC, the uniformity of the target is necessary to avoid systematic effects arising from beam non-uniformities. A solid target like polystyrene can be spin coated to high uniformity on smooth silicon wafers. The thickness, density, and uniformity can be measured with the required accuracy with a combination of atomic force microscopy, ellipsometry, and X-ray reflectometry. However, complications of depositing an actinide an the same backing or having to remove the polystyrene from the backing (to avoid the large Si(n,p) background) without changing the uniformity are left to further studies. On the other hand, hydrogenous gases like isobutane are used regularly in the detector and are intrinsically uniform. The detector volume and gas properties such as pressure, temperature, and composition can be characterized to the required accuracy with commercially available equipment.

In the fissionTPC the cathode signal provides neutron ToF used for fission reactions. A full width at half maximum (FWHM) timing resolution of 2 ns or better provides sufficient resolution for precise fission cross section ratio measurements [2, 13]. Extracting an accurate timing signal from protons is significantly more complicated and is not possible in the current fissionTPC setup. One of the complicating factors is the pile-up from multiple proton tracks, which is further compounded by the high rate of alpha tracks when measuring against a^{239}Pu target. In addition, the cathode detection efficiency decreases rapidly for proton tracks generated farther away from the cathode. Therefore, we have chosen to investigate a kinematic method of reconstructing neutron energy using a gas target in the fissionTPC. In the kinematic reconstruction, the incident neutron energy (E_n) is related to the scattered proton energy (E_p) and polar angle with respect to the beam axis (θ_p), and is given by

E_n = E_p/cos^2θ_p (2)

In the neutron energy range of interest (<10 MeV) the anisotropy is small so we assume the reaction is isotropic in the center-of-mass frame.

To investigate the feasibility of using a gas target and kinematic energy reconstruction, we have quantitatively evaluated the efficiency, backgrounds, and energy resolution. These results are based on MCNP [14], Geant4 [15, 16], and the current NIFFTE analysis framework [17]. The MCNP simulation uses the neutron fluence based on the 90L station at LANSCE-WNR to generate the neutron-induced charged particles that enter the fissionTPC detector volume. These charged particles are recorded and the vertices are used as the input to a Geant4 detector simulation. The Geant4 simulation is interfaced with the NIFFTE analysis framework and together they account for the detector response, electronic read-out, and track reconstruction. Inputs to the simulations have been chosen to closely approximate realistic detector conditions. The charge amplification gain and gas properties were chosen to enable stable operation of the fissionTPC when operated in highenergy neutron environment [18]. The simulations are performed using a gas mixture of neon and 5% isobutane and total pressures in the range of 550 to 1500 Torr. For each simulated pressure the electron diffusion and drift speed are estimated from MAGBOLTZ [19]. The simulated gains and thresholds are chosen to match the observed length and energy distributions of data collected at 550 and 1000 Torr.

4. Efficiency

The kinematic reconstruction of neutron energy requires the proton energy is fully deposited in the detector volume. In a hydrogenous gas target, protons recoils are generated throughout the volume and with a range of energies and angles. The likelihood of containment can be calculated because the direction and energy of a proton recoil is described exactly by two-body kinematics. We describe two efficiencies, one based on the truth-level information of whether or not a track is contained and the second on a selection criteria based on the track-level information.

The probability a proton recoil is fully contained in the detector volume, the containment efficiency, is a function of neutron energy, proton kinematics, and start position. Summing over all possible proton kinematics and start positions, the efficiency is simplified to a function of only neutron energy. The containment efficiency can be computed numerically or by Monte Carlo and is determined by the reaction kinematics, detector geometry, and stopping power. However in practice an analysis of data requires a selection gate on some track parameters to identify contained protons. This selection efficiency depends on not just the stopping power but also the detector performance, the tracking algorithms, and the selection criteria.

4.1. Containment Efficiency

The containment efficiency is determined from the number of protons that stop in the detector relative to the total number of H(n,el) interactions in the volume. At each neutron energy, the probability a proton is contained is calculated summing over all interaction vertices and scattering energies (therefore all angles). In the limit of low incident neutron energy, proton tracks are very short and almost always contained. In the other limit, when the proton length in the z-direction exceeds the length of the detector, no vertex produces a contained proton. Effectively the number of target atoms available to produce a contained proton scales according to the recoil kinematics as (Z_{tpc} − L_p cos θ_p), where Z_{tpc} is the 5.4 cm-length of the drift volume. Assuming a beam radius (r_{beam}) and a start vertex selection (r_{start}) not larger than the beam radius, the containment efficiency (ϵ) is given by,

ϵ(E_n) = � πr^2_{start} � · � � Z_{tpc} − L_p · cos θ_p � · dE_p � πr^2_{beam} � · Z_{tpc} (3) A stopping power model is used to relate the proton track length (L_p) and energy (E_p). Additionally, cos θ_p

Figure 3: A toy Monte Carlo calculation of the containment efficiency for H(n,el) recoil protons to be fully contained in a detector with a geometry like the fissionTPC. An efficiency calculated with a SRIMbased stopping power model (red) is compared to the Geant4 stopping power (blue). The efficiency is largest at lowest neutron energies as only protons generated closest to the anode plane are long enough to not be contained. At the higher neutron energies, only protons from more glancing collision are contained.

is a function of E_p as given in Eq. 2. While this analytic form does not account for radial constraints of the detector or other more complicated geometries, these effects can be calculated with a toy model Monte Carlo.

We have validated the numeric calculation of containment efficiency with a toy Monte Carlo. In Fig. 3 we show a comparison between a simple toy Monte Carlo based on the SRIM stopping power model [20] and a Geant4 simulation. Although the Geant4 result also includes scattering in the gas and a more realistic beam profile, the largest difference between these efficiencies is from the stopping power. The difference in efficiencies shows that before a precision measurement can be performed, an accurate stopping power model should be identified and the uncertainties evaluated.

4.2. Selection Efficiency

The selection efficiency is determined by the tracklevel identification of contained protons. It is sensitive to detector effects, the choice of tracking algorithms, and particle selections. In this analysis we consider one realization of these tracking and selection choices.

The 3-dimensional tracking and ionization profile information enables the separation of protons from other particles and the separation of contained protons from those not contained. A distribution of length vs. energy in Fig. 4 shows the neutron-induced protons, alphas, and ion recoils as simulated and reconstructed. Contained protons are selected using a range of the maximum dE/dx consistent with the proton Bragg peak.

Figure 4: Simulated neutron-induced charged particles in the downstream volume of the fissionTPC for the LANSCE-WNR neutron beam. The track length is plotted as a function of detected charge. The main features of the plot from left to right are uncontained protons (p^⋆), contained protons (p), alphas (α), and ion recoils (r) dominated by carbon and neon. The 5.4 cm length of the drift volume accounts for the horizontal feature at that length.

This Bragg peak distribution and the resulting length vs. energy distribution after such a Bragg peak selection are shown in Fig. 5. Additional selections on length, polar angle, vertex, and energy further improve the identification of neutron-induced contained protons.

Based on the proton selection criteria applied to the simulation, we have computed the selection efficiency as a function of neutron energy. As shown in Fig. 6, a broader range of neutron energies is accessible by operating the fissionTPC at multiple pressures. At the lower neutron energies the selection efficiency does not follow the containment efficiency because a minimum length cut eliminates recoils from low energy neutrons. We apply a polar angle selection of θ <45^∘ which limits the maximum neutron energy that can generate a contained proton.

4.3. Uncertainty and Calibration

The selection efficiency is subject to several sources of uncertainty related to the physics of stopping powers and electrons drifting in the gas. Specifically it depends on the gas mixture, gas pressure, electron diffusion, drift speed, charge multiplication, and trigger threshold. These are all included in the Geant4 modeling of the detector, but each would need to be calibrated for a precision measurement.

The models for electron diffusion, drift and stopping power can be calibrated to mono-energetic alpha decays of an actinide target. A calibration to protons directly could be achieved in two ways. The first is to use a source of mono-energetic neutrons such as from a DD generator. A second option is to use a neutron filter such

Figure 5: Distributions of light charged particles as simulated in the fissionTPC showing (a) the Bragg peak (maximum dE/dx) and (b) the energy distribution after a selection on the Bragg peak for protons. A selection of the proton Bragg peak between the dashed lines in (a) is used to generate the length-energy distribution in (b). Additional cuts like a minimum length and a 2-dimensional cut on the proton lengthenergy band are used to improve the selection of contained protons. The labels indicate features due to uncontained protons (p^⋆), protons (p), deuterons (d), and alphas (α).

Figure 6: The selection efficiency computed from a simulation of the fissionTPC with a neon-isobutane gas mixture at 550 and 1500 Torr. This efficiency is based on a selection applied to the proton Bragg peak dE/dx value to identify fully-contained protons from the H(n,el) reaction. This selection includes a minimum track length of 1 cm and a minimum polar angle of θ <45^∘ . Error bars are statistical only.

as boron or carbon to effect a known distortion in the neutron spectrum (and therefore the proton spectrum). This second method provides the ability to directly calibrate in a white source of neutrons.

The predicted selection efficiency may be validated with ratio measurements performed at multiple gas pressures and mixtures. Each gas configuration has a different stopping power and therefore a different selection efficiency. Each measurement is corrected for the efficiency and the different number of target atoms, with the flux normalization being obtained from an actinide (n,f) reaction and its cross section.

This validation relies on the assumption that the efficiency for detecting fission fragments does not change as a function of pressure. This is justified because the fission fragment source is localized along the z-axis and the primary driver for fission fragment efficiency is target thickness and neutron kinematics [2].

5. Backgrounds

In this analysis tracks that pass the selection criteria that are not protons from H(n,el) reactions in the gas, including particles mis-identified as protons, are considered to be backgrounds. The dominant backgrounds arise from other neutron induced reactions with a proton in the final state. Most such backgrounds are threshold reactions like (n,p) which have neutron energy thresholds of around 5 to 10 MeV. These reactions produce track angles and energies that do not preserve the incident neutron energy information. Without a time-of-flight to verify the kinematic reconstruction, these inelastic reactions are indistinguishable from elastic proton recoils.

Beam-induced background protons originate from the detector vessel, target backing, anode planes, and the non-hydrogenous gas components. The upstream side of the fissionTPC is useful as a veto of tracks that pass through part of the upstream volume, through the cathode, and stop in the downstream volume. These tracks are identified and removed if they are coincident and co-linear. Another potential background source is back-scattered protons from the downstream anode plane. These are rejected based on their direction. The remaining background sources are protons created in the central portion of the cathode (the target backing) and the downstream gas components. Reducing the target-backing mass greatly impacts the background rate. In this work a thin 100 μg/cm^2 carbon foil was chosen. After applying these selections, the resulting background rates (Fig. 7) relative to H(n,el) are expected to be less than 1% below reconstructed neutron energies of

3 MeV. Corrections approaching 10% are required up to 8 MeV. The dominant background is the Ne(n,p) reaction.

Figure 7: Simulated background rates relative to the H(n,el) reaction assuming a kinematic neutron energy reconstruction. These results are based on the fissionTPC with a neon-isobutane mixture operated in the LANSCE-WNR neutron beam. Error bars are statistical only. The main backgrounds are (n,p) reactions caused by neutrons of higher energies than as reconstructed assuming an elastic collision. Below 3 MeV the background is less than 1% of the signal. At higher energies, corrections of up to 10% are required.

6. Neutron Energy Resolution

In the kinematic reconstruction of the incident neutron energy, the energy resolution is determined by the combined proton energy and angular resolutions. These resolutions ultimately depend on the specific experimental parameters such as electron drift speed, electron diffusion, gain, and thresholds. We evaluate these resolutions with the Geant4 simulation using a combination of estimated and measured parameters for the fissionTPC.

While the simulation provides information about the detector effects, we have not explicitly evaluated the effects of calibration uncertainties on the proton energy and angle. In the simulation the proton energy is determined with a linear scaling of the collected charge. In data this relation is determined using mono-energetic alphas of known energies such as those emitted from an actinide target. The polar angle calibration is directly related to that of the drift velocity. The drift velocity is set to a value that reconstructs the polar angle distribution of spontaneous alpha decay as an isotropic distribution. The uncertainty is determined from a combination of statistics and variations from the fit range used to evaluate the polar angle isotropy. In a previous measurement with a^{235}U alpha source, the drift velocity was determined with an uncertainty of 0.3%.

6.1. Proton Energy Resolution

In the fissionTPC the charged particle energy resolution is impacted by variations in the charge-to-energy gain in each anode pad due to variations in the preamplifiers and the MICROMEGAS structure. Some of this variation is reduced by calibrating the pad gains for each run. Using data from mono-energetic alphas, the charge voxel from each pad is first re-binned relative to the alpha track charge cloud axis. Each pad is then compared to the volume-averaged distribution of each bin to provide an estimate of the gain correction. Pad gain variations of 5% to 10% are typical in the data while the variations were found to be stable to less than 1%. The stability allows for a reliable correction to be applied. For reference, at a pressure of 550 Torr the energy resolution of 4.4 MeV alphas after this calibration is 1.7%.

Although in the simulation the pad thresholds and gains are uniformly applied, other detector effects are included and provide a reasonable estimate of the resolution. The same selection of contained protons as in the previous sections is used to determine the proton energy resolution (Fig. 8(a)). The FWHM of the distribution ranges from ∼8% at a gas pressure of 550 Torr to ∼4% at 1500 Torr.

The distribution is nearly symmetric except for a small tail where the reconstructed energy is less than expected. We find these tail events are due primarily to at least one of three possible reasons. One reason is the proton is nearly contained but after depositing energy corresponding to its Bragg peak, the remaining energy is not deposited in the gas volume. A second reason is charge is lost because of diffusion. While the charge cloud drifts towards the anode, it spreads out and at the edges the charge falls below the trigger threshold of the pad. The amount of energy lost increases with the amount of diffusion and therefore also with drift distance. A third scenario which affects both the length and energy of the track, occurs at the beginning of the track where the stopping power is lowest and the charge deposited falls below the pad threshold. Some of these effects can be minimized by operating at pressures and drift fields that reduce the diffusion or by increasing the gain of the MICROMEGAS.

6.2. Angular Resolution

The angular resolution is computed by comparing the polar angle from the reconstructed track to the initial direction as determined from the H(n,el) kinematics. This resolution is given in term of cos^2θ_p as this scales with the neutron energy. Unlike proton energy resolution, the angular resolution does not depend strongly on gas pressure. For example, at 1000 Torr and with a θ < 45^∘ selection, the angular resolution, shown in Fig. 8(b), has a FWHM of 8%.

The intrinsic few-degree scattering of protons stopping in a gas is the dominant contributor to this resolution. The impact of this is more significant at larger θ due to the cosine function. The angular resolution improves to 5% FWHM with a selection criteria of θ <30^∘ and to 3.5% FWHM with θ <20^∘. This cut improves the angular resolution but at the expense of a reduced selection efficiency and narrower accessible range of neutron energies. Additionally, we identify tracking biases that arise due to the asymmetric value of electron diffusion parallel and perpendicular to the drift field. This effect can be measured and corrected for in the tracking algorithm. Using an ad hoc correction to adjust the cos θ bias removes the skew in the resolution distribution, however this correction does not change the FWHM of the distribution.

6.3. Neutron Energy Resolution

We compute the reconstructed neutron energy resolution with respect to the truth incident neutron energy. The resolution for the fissionTPC detector is shown in Fig. 8(c). The FWHM of the neutron energy resolution varies from 12% at 1500 Torr to 16% at 550 Torr. A selection of forward polar angles (θ <20^∘) improves the resolution to 7%. A distribution of the truth neutron energy versus the reconstructed energy in Fig. 9 displays the impact this resolution has on reconstructing the correct energy. Similarly Fig. 10 shows the energy resolution after applying a forward angle selection cut of θ < 20^∘. Even with the coarse binning shown in the figures and a forward angle selection the effect of the resolution is substantial. Events not along the diagonal of these plots would be events placed in the wrong energy bin.

Compared to the ToF method in the fissionTPC with a 2 ns FWHM timing resolution, the ∼10% energy resolution from this method is, for example at 2 MeV, 10 times worse. Ultimately the impact from the energy resolution on a cross section ratio depends on the bin width and the slope and structure of the cross section ratio. A measurement with only the kinematic method of energy reconstruction precludes using the H(n,el) cross section as a reference in a precision (n,f) measurement. However, in other cross section measurements or neutron imaging experiments this resolution may be sufficient.

Figure 8: Resolution on the reconstruction of (a) proton energy, (b) cosine of the polar angle squared, and (c) neutron energy generated from a simulation of neon-isobutane gas at 1000 Torr in the fissionTPC. Contained protons are identified by selections that include a minimum length (>1 cm), polar angle (θ <45^∘), and a Bragg peak selection. The FWHM of the E_p resolution is 5%, the cos^2 θ FWHM is 8%, and the E_n FWHM is 12%. A polar angle selection of θ <20^∘ improves the angular and neutron energy resolution by nearly a factor of two.

Figure 9: Distribution showing the spread of the truth neutron energy vs. the reconstructed neutron energy using the kinematic method in a simulation of the fissionTPC.

Figure 10: Distribution of truth and reconstructed neutron energy similar to Fig. 9 but with a narrower selection of polar angles (θ <20^∘). The few events in the tail of the distribution (truth energy greater than reconstructed energy) are from background (n,p) reactions.

7. Discussion and Conclusion

This work provides a quantitative assessment of a method to apply the precisely known H(n,el) cross section as a reference in a neutron-induced fission cross section ratio measurement. We evaluate the efficiency, background, and energy resolution as they are all critical to the ratio measurement. The decision to use a gaseous hydrogenous target and the kinematic energy reconstruction is motivated by the desire to operate the fissionTPC with minimal detector development while at a white-source neutron beam. The method presented is also relevant for neutron imaging experiments and neutron flux measurements performed with other TPCs.

We show that without knowing the absolute zposition of the proton, we are able to compute a proton selection efficiency as a function of neutron energy. From our simulations, we show the ionization profile can be used to identify fully contained protons and based on a selection of this ionization profile we have calculated a selection efficiency. The estimated background contribution assuming a thin-carbon backing and a hydrogenous gas target has a minimal effect below 3 MeV, with small corrections needed at higher energies. The energy resolution has been evaluated and several systematic effects were identified. Ultimately the energy resolution of this method is limited by the intrinsic few-degree scattering of protons stopping in the gas.

Although this measurement is feasible, it would not provide a sufficiently precise reference for a fission cross section ratio. The precision is limited by the neutron energy resolution and a reliance on simulation for background and efficiency corrections. Developing a robust method to extract neutron ToF from the proton recoil would greatly improve the neutron energy resolution. A fast ToF signal would also eliminate the low energy background as a direct measurement of the incident neutron energy would make them distinguishable from signal protons where the kinematic method cannot. Furthermore, a ToF measurement would remove the requirement that the proton be fully contained which will significantly reduce the complexity of the efficiency correction.

A measurement at a mono-energetic neutron facility is also an option towards a precision measurement. A mono-energetic beam would eliminate the high-energy (n,p) backgrounds. This would then allow for measurements to be made with a thick silicon target backing on which a solid hydrogenous target could be mounted. A solid target at a fixed location in z rather than gaseous target also simplifies the efficiency correction.

8. Acknowledgments

The neutron beam for this work was provided by LANSCE, which is funded by the U.S. Department of Energy and operated by Los Alamos National Security, LLC, under contract DE-AC52-06NA25396. This work performed under the auspices of the U.S Department of Energy by Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory under contract DE-AC52-07NA27344. This material is based upon work supported by the U.S. Department of Energy, National Nuclear Security Administration, Stewardship Science Academic Alliances Program, under Award Number de-na0002921.

References

[1] M. Heffner, D. Asner, R. Baker, J. Baker, S. Barrett, C. Brune, J. Bundgaard, E. Burgett, D. Carter, M. Cunningham, J. Deaven, D. Duke, U. Greife, S. Grimes, U. Hager, N. Hertel, T. Hill, D. Isenhower, K. Jewell, J. King, J. Klay, V. Kleinrath, N. Kornilov, R. Kudo, A. Laptev, M. Leonard, W. Loveland, T. Massey, C. McGrath, R. Meharchand, L. Montoya, N. Pickle, H. Qu, V. Riot, J. Ruz, S. Sangiorgio, B. Seilhan, S. Sharma, L. Snyder, S. Stave, G. Tatishvili, R. Thornton, F. Tovesson, D. Towell, R. Towell, S. Watson, B. Wendt, L. Wood, L. Yao, A Time Projection Chamber for High Accuracy and Precision Fission Cross Section Measurements, Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A759 (2014) 50–64. doi:10.1016/j.nima.2014.05.057.

[2] R. J. Casperson, D. M. Asner, J. Baker, R. G. Baker, J. S. Barrett, N. S. Bowden, C. Brune, J. Bundgaard, E. Burgett, D. A. Cebra, T. Classen, M. Cunningham, J. Deaven, D. L. Duke, I. Ferguson, J. Gearhart, V. Geppert-Kleinrath, U. Greife, S. Grimes, E. Guardincerri, U. Hager, C. Hagmann, M. Heffner, D. Hensle, N. Hertel, D. Higgins, T. Hill, L. D. Isenhower, J. King, J. L. Klay, N. Kornilov, R. Kudo, A. B. Laptev, W. Loveland, M. Lynch, W. S. Lynn, J. A. Magee, B. Manning, T. N. Massey, C. McGrath, R. Meharchand, M. P. Mendenhall, L. Montoya, N. T. Pickle, H. Qu, J. Ruz, S. Sangiorgio, K. T. Schmitt, B. Seilhan, S. Sharma, L. Snyder, S. Stave, A. C. Tate, G. Tatishvili, R. T. Thornton, F. Tovesson, D. E. Towell, R. S. Towell, N. Walsh, S. Watson, B. Wendt, L. Wood, L. Yao, W. Younes, Measurement of the normalized^{238}U(n, f )/^{235}U(n, f ) cross section ratio from threshold to 30 MeV with the NIFFTE fission Time Projection Chamber, Phys. Rev. C 97 (2018) 034618.

doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.97.034618.

[3] D. Brown, et al., ENDF/B-VIII.0: The 8th Major Release of the Nuclear Reaction Data Library with CIELO-project Cross Sections, New Standards and Thermal Scattering Data, Nuclear Data Sheets 148 (2018) 1–142, Special Issue on Nuclear Reaction Data. doi:10.1016/j.nds.2018.02.001.

[4] A. Carlson, V. Pronyaev, R. Capote, G. Hale, Z.-P. Chen, I. Duran, F.-J. Hambsch, S. Kunieda, W. Mannhart, B. Marcinkevicius, R. Nelson, D. Neudecker, G. Noguere, M. Paris, S. Simakov, P. Schillebeeckx, D. Smith, X. Tao, A. Trkov, A. Wallner, W. Wang, Evaluation of the Neutron Data Standards, Nuclear Data Sheets 148 (2018) 143–188, Special Issue on Nuclear Reaction Data. doi:10.1016/j.nds.2018.02.002.

[5] R. Nolte, M. S. Allie, F. D. Brooks, A. Buffler, V. Dangendorf, J. P. Meulders, H. Schuhmacher, F. D. Smit, M. Weierganz, Cross Sections for Neutron-Induced Fission of^{235}U,^{238}U,

209Bi, and^{nat}Pb in the Energy Range from 33 to 200 MeV Measured Relative to n-p Scattering, Nuclear Science and Engineering 156 (2) (2007) 197–210. doi:10.13182/NSE06-14.

[6] D. M. Barton, B. C. Diven, G. E. Hansen, G. A. Jarvis, P. G.

Koontz, R. K. Smith, Measurement of the Uranium-235 Fission Cross Section over the Neutron Energy Range 1 to 6 MeV, Nuclear Science and Engineering 60 (4) (1976) 369–382.

doi:10.13182/NSE76-A26898.

[7] P. W. Lisowski, K. F. Schoenberg, The Los Alamos Neutron Science Center, Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research A 562 (2006) 910–914.

doi:10.1016/j.nima.2006.02.178.

[8] D. Maire, et al., First Measurement of a 127 keV Neutron Field with a μ-TPC Spectrometer, IEEE Trans. Nucl. Sci. 61 (4) (2014) 2090–2096. doi:10.1109/TNS.2014.2307093.

[9] N. Bowden, M. Heffner, G. Carosi, D. Carter, P. OMalley, J. Mintz, M. Foxe, I. Jovanovic, Directional fast neutron detection using a time projection chamber, Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research Section A: Accelerators, Spectrometers, Detectors and Associated Equipment 624 (1) (2010) 153 – 161. doi:10.1016/j.nima.2010.09.010.

[10] Y. Fu, Y. Tian, Y. Li, J. Yang, J. Li, Directional fast neutron detection using a time projection chamber and plastic scintillation detectors, Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research Section A: Accelerators, Spectrometers, Detectors and Associated Equipmentdoi:10.1016/j.nima.2018.10.123.

[11] J. Lopez, K. Terao, J. Conrad, D. Dujmic, L. Winslow, A prototype detector for directional measurement of the cosmogenic neutron flux, Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research Section A: Accelerators, Spectrometers, Detectors and Associated Equipment 673 (2012) 22 – 31.

doi:10.1016/j.nima.2012.01.021.

[12] Y. Giomataris, P. Rebourgeard, J. Robert, G. Charpak, Micromegas: a high-granularity position-sensitive gaseous detector for high particle-flux environments, Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research Section A: Accelerators, Spectrometers, Detectors and Associated Equipment 376 (1) (1996) 29 – 35. doi:10.1016/0168-9002(96)00175-1.

[13] F. Tovesson, A. Laptev, T. S. Hill, Fast neutron–induced fission cross sections of 233, 234, 236, 238u up to 200 mev, Nuclear Science and Engineering 178 (1) (2014) 57–65.

doi:10.13182/NSE13-56.

[14] D. B. Pelowitz, Ed., MCNPX Users Manual Version 2.7.0, LA- CP-11-00438 (2011).

[15] S. Agostinelli, J. Allison, K. Amako, J. Apostolakis, H. Araujo, P. Arce, M. Asai, D. Axen, S. Banerjee, G. Barrand, F. Behner, L. Bellagamba, J. Boudreau, L. Broglia, A. Brunengo, H. Burkhardt, S. Chauvie, J. Chuma, R. Chytracek, G. Cooperman, G. Cosmo, P. Degtyarenko, A. Dell’Acqua, G. Depaola, D. Dietrich, R. Enami, A. Feliciello, C. Ferguson, H. Fesefeldt, G. Folger, F. Foppiano, A. Forti, S. Garelli, S. Giani, R. Giannitrapani, D. Gibin, J. G. Cadenas, I. González, G. G. Abril, G. Greeniaus, W. Greiner, V. Grichine, A. Grossheim, S. Guatelli, P. Gumplinger, R. Hamatsu, K. Hashimoto, H. Hasui, A. Heikkinen, A. Howard, V. Ivanchenko, A. Johnson, F. Jones, J. Kallenbach, N. Kanaya, M. Kawabata, Y. Kawabata, M. Kawaguti, S. Kelner, P. Kent, A. Kimura, T. Kodama, R. Kokoulin, M. Kossov, H. Kurashige, E. Lamanna, T. Lampén, V. Lara, V. Lefebure, F. Lei, M. Liendl, W. Lockman, F. Longo, S. Magni, M. Maire, E. Medernach, K. Minamimoto, P. M. de Freitas, Y. Morita, K. Murakami, M. Nagamatu, R. Nartallo, P. Nieminen, T. Nishimura, K. Ohtsubo, M. Okamura, S. O’Neale, Y. Oohata, K. Paech, J. Perl, A. Pfeiffer, M. Pia, F. Ranjard, A. Rybin, S. Sadilov, E. D. Salvo, G. Santin, T. Sasaki, N. Savvas, Y. Sawada, S. Scherer, S. Sei, V. Sirotenko,

D. Smith, N. Starkov, H. Stoecker, J. Sulkimo, M. Takahata, S. Tanaka, E. Tcherniaev, E. S. Tehrani, M. Tropeano, P. Truscott, H. Uno, L. Urban, P. Urban, M. Verderi, A. Walkden, W. Wander, H. Weber, J. Wellisch, T. Wenaus, D. Williams, D. Wright, T. Yamada, H. Yoshida, D. Zschiesche, Geant4 a simulation toolkit, Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research Section A: Accelerators, Spectrometers, Detectors and Associated Equipment 506 (3) (2003) 250–303.

[16] J. Allison, K. Amako, J. Apostolakis, H. Araujo, P. A.

Dubois, M. Asai, G. Barrand, R. Capra, S. Chauvie, R. Chytracek, G. A. P. Cirrone, G. Cooperman, G. Cosmo, G. Cuttone, G. G. Daquino, M. Donszelmann, M. Dressel, G. Folger, F. Foppiano, J. Generowicz, V. Grichine, S. Guatelli, P. Gumplinger, A. Heikkinen, I. Hrivnacova, A. Howard, S. Incerti, V. Ivanchenko, T. Johnson, F. Jones, T. Koi, R. Kokoulin, M. Kossov, H. Kurashige, V. Lara, S. Larsson, F. Lei, O. Link, F. Longo, M. Maire, A. Mantero, B. Mascialino, I. McLaren, P. M. Lorenzo, K. Minamimoto, K. Murakami, P. Nieminen, L. Pandola, S. Parlati, L. Peralta, J. Perl, A. Pfeiffer, M. G. Pia, A. Ribon, P. Rodrigues, G. Russo, S. Sadilov, G. Santin, T. Sasaki, D. Smith, N. Starkov, S. Tanaka, E. Tcherniaev, B. Tome, A. Trindade, P. Truscott, L. Urban, M. Verderi, A. Walkden, J. P. Wellisch, D. C. Williams, D. Wright, H. Yoshida, Geant4 developments and applications, IEEE Transactions on Nuclear Science 53 (1) (2006) 270–278.

doi:10.1109/TNS.2006.869826.

[17] S. Stave, D. M. Asner, R. G. Baker, J. Bundgaard, E. Burgett, M. Cunningham, J. Deaven, D. L. Duke, U. Greife, S. Grimes, M. Heffner, T. Hill, D. Isenhower, J. L. Klay, V. Kleinrath, N. Kornilov, A. B. Laptev, W. Loveland, T. N. Massey, R. Meharchand, H. Qu, J. Ruz, S. Sangiorgio, B. Seilhan, L. Snyder, G. Tatishvili, R. T. Thornton, F. Tovesson, D. Towell, R. S. Towell, S. Watson, B. Wendt, L. Wood, The Data Analysis Framework for the NIFFTE Fission Time Projection Chamber, Nuclear Data Sheets 119 (2014) 380–382.

doi:10.1016/j.nds.2014.08.105.

[18] L. Snyder, B. Manning, N. Bowden, J. Bundgaard, R. Casperson, D. Cebra, T. Classen, D. Duke, J. Gearhart, U. Greife, C. Hagmann, M. Heffner, D. Hensle, D. Higgins, D. Isenhower, J. King, J. Klay, V. Geppert-Kleinrath, W. Loveland, J. Magee, M. Mendenhall, S. Sangiorgio, B. Seilhan, K. Schmitt, F. Tovesson, R. Towell, N. Walsh, S. Watson, L. Yao, W. Younes, Performance of a MICROMEGAS-based TPC in a high-energy neutron beam, Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A881 (2018) 1–8. doi:10.1016/j.nima.2017.10.028.

[19] S. F. Biagi, Magboltz 8.

URL http://magboltz.web.cern.ch/magboltz/ [20] J. F. Ziegler, M. Ziegler, J. Biersack, SRIM – The stopping and range of ions in matter (2010), Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research Section B: Beam Interactions with Materials and Atoms 268 (11) (2010) 1818– 1823, 19th International Conference on Ion Beam Analysis.

doi:10.1016/j.nimb.2010.02.091.