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Abstract

In this work we report on measurements of neutron absorption in supermirror

coatings. The measurements were carried out using the SuperADAM instrument

at the Institut Laue-Langevin and by measuring the gamma-ray production

from m = 3 and m = 4 neutron supermirrors when illuminated by a beam of

neutrons. The results provide a valuable validation for recent computational and

theoretical work that can be used as input to Monte-Carlo radiation transport

calculations for the design of the shielding of neutron scattering instruments.

Keywords: Supermirror, neutron absorption, gamma-ray production,

radiation shielding calculations, neutron scattering instruments

1. Introduction

At a spallation neutron source, such as the European Spallation Source (ESS)

[1], currently under construction in Lund, Sweden, the thermal and cold neu-

trons to be used for neutron scattering experiments will originate from the

bombardment of a heavy metal target with a high-energy proton beam. The
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secondary neutrons created during this process are slowed down to the thermal

and cold energy regime by moderators [2] placed around the target location and

guided to the positions of the neutron scattering instruments, which can be up

to or around 150 meters from the source position, using neutron supermirror

guides [3]. Neutron supermirrors consist of alternating layers, such as Ni and Ti,

and are characterized by the critical angle, θc = mθNic , where θNic is the critical

angle of pure nickel. Neutrons which are incident on the supermirror surface,

with an angle less than the critical angle, will be reflected with a high proba-

bility. Thus, the higher the critical angle, the more efficient the supermirror is

at reflecting neutrons. Recently, results have been reported where supermirrors

have been fabricated with m = 8 [4].

A major component of the neutron scattering instruments at a neutron

source is the shielding required for both radiation safety at the facility and

also for improving the performance of the instruments through background re-

duction [5, 6, 7]. Far from the source position, and in the absence of high-energy

secondary radiation from the source, the shielding requirements along the in-

struments are driven by the gamma-ray production along the beamline of the

instrument. This arises partially from the absorption of the non-reflected ther-

mal and cold neutrons in the supermirror coatings of the neutron guides. In

the case of Ni, for example, this can lead to the production of gamma-rays with

energies up to the order of 9 MeV [8, 9]. Thus one could expect that an accurate

modelling of the gamma-ray production along the neutron beamline during the

design phase would translate into a cost-savings for the facility, in addition to

providing more accurate estimates of the prompt dose rates in the vicinity of

the beamline shielding.

The shielding design of neutron scattering instruments is typically carried

out using Monte-Carlo codes such as PHITS [10], the MCNP family of codes

[11], Geant4 [12, 13] and FLUKA [14]. However, of these codes, only PHITS

comes packaged with the ability to simulate neutron transport in neutron su-

permirror guides. In order to introduce similar capabilities for the other codes,

a number of different approaches have been taken. For example, Ref. [15]
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included this ability in a patch to MCNPX [11], which was later ported and

extended in a patch to MCNP6.2 [16] in Ref. [17]. In a similar way, a patch

including supermirror physics was also created for Geant4 [18]. Alternatively,

it has been suggested to use a neutron ray-tracing program, such as McStas

[19, 20] or VITESS [21, 22], to simulate the slow neutron transport in an in-

strument guide alone and transfer the unreflected neutrons to one of the above

mentioned Monte-Carlo codes via specialized tools [23, 24, 25, 26].

The above mentioned approaches however imply a rather simplistic model of

the interaction of the neutrons with the supermirror. Namely, a parameterized

reflection probability is attributed to a single surface. The un-reflected neutrons

are simply transferred to the supermirror layers, which are treated as a homo-

geneous material. Recently, a quantum-mechanical treatment of the neutron

scattering in the layers was presented in [27]. An interesting conclusion of this

work was that the rigorous treatment provided a significantly different behavior

of the neutron absorption in the supermirror layers, compared to, for example,

the implementation in PHITS. This approach has also been included in Mc-

Stas in the components derived from the neutron event logger tool [24, 28, 29],

in order to be used in radiation shielding calculations. Lately, the patch to

MCNP6.2 was further updated [30] and the model for neutron interaction with

a supermirror was improved to make it possible to reproduce the theoretically

calculated neutron absorption rates.

In light of the above mentioned theoretical and computational developments,

there has so far not been a measurement, as far as the authors know, of the neu-

tron absorption levels in supermirror coatings presented in previous literature.

For this reason, we carried out such a study and present the results below. In the

following sections, we give an overview of the experimental setup, followed by

the data analysis methodology, and lastly present the results with comparison

to the theoretical treatment presented in [27].
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2. Experimental Setup and Data Analysis

2.1. Experimental Setup

The measurements were carried out using the SuperADAM instrument [31]

at the Institut Laue-Langevin (ILL) [32], which provides a monochromatic beam

of neutrons for reflectometry studies. Fig. 1 shows a schematic of the experi-

mental setup. At the sample position, we placed a set of Ti and Ni/Mo m = 3

and m = 4 supermirrors and exposed them to a neutron beam of wavelength 5.2

Å. The samples were development test mirrors from Mirrotron Ltd. [33]. The

neutron beam illuminated the reflective side of both of these samples, where

each was approximately 111 mm in length, 40 mm in width, and just under

4.0 mm thick. The Ni/Mo and Ti layers of the samples were deposited on a

substrate of borofloat® [34] glass. The samples were placed on a holder, com-

prising of boral and aluminium, at the sample position of the instrument and

two slits placed upstream defined a beam of horizontal divergence of 0.2 mrad,

resulting in a width of 0.6 mm at the sample position. Additionally, a 99.2 %

pure Ti block, of dimensions of about 102 mm in length, 30 mm in width, and 2

mm thick, was used to help characterize the relative efficiency of the gamma-ray

detector, as described below. The block was measured in the same geometry as

the mirrors. Lastly, we exposed a borofloat® substrate to the neutron beam,

which provided the absolute normalization and a correction for several other

effects, as described in detail below. Reflected neutrons were detected with a

3He detector placed downstream of the sample position, which was used to help

ensure sample alignment. A detector upstream of the experiment was used to

monitor the stability of the incoming beam.

Emitted gamma-rays from the samples were recorded with a high-purity ger-

manium (HPGe) [35] detector, where the center of the crystal was placed 10±2

cm from the reflective surface of the sample. The window of the HPGe detector

was covered with a sheet of Li absorber to prevent any scattered neutrons from

reaching the Ge volume and thereby creating background signals. The entire

setup was enclosed within a customized lead shielding which ensured that any
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photons originating outside of the setup would have to cross approximately 10

cm of lead. This ensured the collection of low-background gamma-ray spectra.

For each measurement, the emitted gamma-rays, along with the reflected neu-

trons, were recorded as a function of the angle of incidence of the neutron beam

on the sample.

2.2. Experimental Data and Analysis

The data analysis was carried out by extracting gamma-ray peak counts

and applying several corrections to the data. Each will be discussed next. Data

on the energies and gamma-ray production from neutron capture were taken

from [36] and the analysis was carried out using custom developed ROOT-based

software [37].

A selection of the gamma-ray spectra used for the analysis are shown in

Fig. 2. These spectra are the sum over all the angles scanned for the m = 3,

m = 4 supermirros and the substrate. As seen in the figure, a number of

gamma-ray lines were observed. We were able to identify lines arising from the

neutron capture in the Ni and Ti layers and for Al and Si, which can arise from

capture in the sample holder or substrate. For the analysis, the relevant lines

are indicated in the figure, which include the 478 keV line from capture in B,

the 1382 keV line from capture in Ti, and the 8998 keV line from capture in

Ni. These three lines were extracted as a function of the angle of incidence of

the neutron beam. One can see that the 1382 keV and the 8998 keV lines do

not appear in the substrate measurement, indicating they arise solely from the

capture in the supermirror layers. The 478 keV line from B was used for the

absolute normalization.

After extracting the counts for each gamma-ray line, they were converted to

the amount of neutron capture. The relevant data for this process is shown in

Table 1. σ
Eγ
γ is the partial capture cross-section for the indicated element and

gamma-ray, while σTotγ is the total capture cross-section for the indicated ele-

ment. The number of gamma-rays per neutron capture is given by the quantity

P (Eγ) = σ
Eγ
γ /σTotγ and thus the counts can be converted to the amount of neu-
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tron capture through the relation Na = AEγ/P (Eγ)/εEγ , where Na represents

the neutron capture, AEγ
the peak counts and εEγ

is the detector efficiency. In

this case, only the relative efficiency is needed, and the absolute normalization

procedure was carried out as described in the following paragraphs.

Due to the large thermal neutron absorption cross-section of 764 barns for

B, at the neutron wavelength used in this measurement, we calculated that

around 3% of the neutrons would be lost to other processes besides capture in

B, based on the compositions in [38]. Thus one can consider that nearly the

full beam is absorbed by B in the substrate. The fraction of neutrons absorbed

per incident neutron in the Ni and Ti layers could then be calculated using

fNi,T ia = NNi,T i
a /NB

a . The 3% systematic effect was additionally included in

the error analysis.

The absolute normalization procedure was carried out by combining and

extrapolating between two boron capture data sets, which are shown in Fig.

3, in addition to the constructed normalization curve and the m = 3 data.

In the figure, The relative count rates are plotted versus m = qz/q
Ni
c , with

qNic =0.0218 Å−1 [27], and qz = (4π/λ)sinθ, where θ is the incidence angle and

λ is the wavelength of the incidence neutrons. The two data sets used for the

procedure include: 1) the data from the substrate up to just before the m = 4

supermirror cutoff and 2) the data from the m = 4 supermirror measurements

above the cutoff. Above the cutoff, nearly all neutrons that are incident on the

supermirror enter the substrate, and result in absorption by B. By using these

datasets, it was possible to construct the absolute normalization factor across

a larger range of incidence angles and at the same time normalizing out several

combined effects. The first effect was due to the changing beam size footprint

seen by the gamma-ray detector, as the setup was rotated. The second effect

was that at higher rotational angles, above the m = 4 cutoff, we observed a

decrease in the gamma-ray intensities, which was associated with the neutron

beam hitting the lead collimator around the sample. This was confirmed by

the observation of the lead gamma ray at 7368 keV [36] above the m=4 cutoff

and its intensity increasing simultaneously with the decrease of the intensities
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for gamma rays from the supermirror materials. The position of the lead line is

indicated in Fig. 2 for reference.

Two additional observations can be mentioned in reference to Fig. 3. The

first is that we observed an approximately 5% greater maximum absorption

in the B when the beam was on the substrate compared to when it was on

the m = 3, 4 supermirrors above their respective cutoff values. A possible

explanation could be related to scattering processes occurring in the supermirror

layer before the neutrons reach the substrates. For example, Fig. 2 in [27]

suggests that above the supermirror cutoff, around 5% of the events incident

on the supermirror layers result in other processes, such as diffuse scattering,

reflection and absorption instead of penetration through the layers. Thus we

think one could consider an additional 5% systematic effect in this region. The

second is related to a possible additional constant contamination of the 478 keV

line from elsewhere than the substrate. However, we observed the contribution

from this line to be on the 1% level at the maximum measured reflectively of

the supermirrors.

The relative efficiencies used in the analysis were produced by using mea-

sured peak areas from both the Ti block and m = 4 data sets, combined with

the information in Ref. [36]. The relative efficiency of the 1382 keV Ti line,

compared to the 478 keV B line, was taken from the extracted Ti data points.

The efficiency of the 478 keV line was extrapolated from a fit to the low-energy

Ti data points. The relative efficiency for the Ni line at 8998 keV, compared to

the B line, was calculated by assuming the same relative efficiencies for the Ni

line at 6838 keV and the Ti line at 6764 keV. A systematic error was included

in the final result by varying this matching point within the up and lower error

bars of those two points. Fig. 4 shows the relative efficiencies used for the

analysis, in addition to several other extracted lines from the measured data.
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3. Results and Discussion

Fig. 5 shows the results from the measurements compared to recent calcu-

lations from [27] for NiMo/Ti supermirrors. Overall, it can be seen that the

general behavior of the measurements is well reproduced by the calculations. A

linear rising trend is observed with a sharp fall off once the supermirror critical

angle has been reached. The calculated data for m = 3 with Ti absorption

and the m = 4 with Ni absorption are in reasonably good agreement with the

measurements, while the m = 4 Ti absorption data is systematically higher in

the measurements and we see the opposite effect for the m = 3 Ni absorption

data. In our analysis described above, there are indications that the samples

we studied did not perform the same as those described in [27], which could be

a part of the reason for the observed differences. For example, Fig. 3 indicates

an absorption of around 20% for the m=3 supermirror and 30% for the m=4

supermirror around the cutoff value. These are more than the values that would

be anticipated from the reflectively data presented in [27].

Even considering the differences described above, the measured results do

confirm the overall behavior of the neutron absorption, and the calculations de-

viate maximally about 50% from the measurements. This level of agreement is

typically suitable for Monte-Carlo shielding simulations and suggests that the

approach presented in [27] gives reasonable estimates of the neutron absorption

in supermirror coatings. A more detailed study with a new set of supermirrors,

where agreement between the performance of the calculated and measured su-

permirrors could be verified, would be of great benefit to help alleviate some of

the challenges described here. Additionally, the calculations presented in [27]

covered m=2 to m=6 supermirrors. For m = 1 mirrors, the waviness of the

mirrors dominates the neutron losses, as described in [29, 28], and additional

measurements on m=1 mirrors could be of interest to compare to the theoretical

work described within the indicated references.
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4. Conclusion

In summary, we have reported on the first measurements of neutron absorp-

tion in supermirror coatings. The measurements were carried out on m = 3 and

m = 4 supermirrors and the results were compared to recent theoretical calcula-

tions. Some of the challenges observed during the comparison were pointed out.

Future work could be to carry out a new study where better agreement between

the performance of the calculated and measured supermirrors could be verified.

Additionally, it could be of interest to compare the measured and simulated

gamma-ray spectra, arising from capture in the supermirror layers, for more re-

alistic shielding geometries. Even considering these differences, the comparisons

were quite satisfactory and provide strong evidence that the methods developed

in [27] can give accurate representations of the gamma-ray production along

neutron guides to be used for radiation shielding calculations.
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Table 1: Data used for the analysis of the gamma-ray counts, taken from [36]. σ
Eγ
γ is the

partial capture cross-section for the indicated gamma-ray line and element and σTotγ is total

capture cross-section for the indicated element.

Element Gamma-ray Energy σ
Eγ
γ σTotγ

B 478 keV 716(25) b 764(25) b

Ti 1382 keV 5.18(12) b 6.08(19) b

Ni 8998 keV 1.49(3) b 4.39(15) b
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Figure 1: Schematic overview of the experimental setup.
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Figure 2: Selection of the gamma-ray spectra collected through the measurements. The

relevant lines for the analysis are indicated. The 478 keV line arises from capture in boron in

the substrate, the 1382 keV line arises from capture in Ti in the supermirror, the 8998 keV

line arises from capture in Ni in the supermirror, and the 7368 keV line arises from capture

in the lead collimator, as described in the text.
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Figure 3: Relative count rates for the 478 keV boron capture line for the m=3 supermirror,

m=4 supermirror, and the substrate. The constructed curve for normalization is also shown

in the figure.
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Figure 4: Relative gamma-ray efficiencies for the setup as calculated and described in the

text. The Ni and Ti data comes from the measurements and the B data comes from an

extrapolation between the low-energy measured data points.
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Figure 5: The fraction of neutrons absorbed in the supermirror layers for the measurements

compared to the calculations from [27]. The vertical error bars represent the estimates of the

standard errors while the horizontal error bars represent the angular bin widths.
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