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Abstract   

Nanoscale structure determination belongs to one of the crucial tasks in materials science. Small-

angle neutron scattering (SANS) is a highly valuable tool to investigate nanostructures. Here, we explore 

the possibility of a compact SANS instrument to be installed at an individual accelerator based pulsed low-

flux source, and discuss applications in structural characterization, education, and training. Monte Carlo 

simulations of a realistic setup demonstrate the feasibility of such an instrument, with an ideal measurement 

taking about 7 hours. The anticipated length-scale measurement range is 0.5 nm to 50 nm. The minimalistic 

design results in an easy to operate, low maintenance instrument, independent of the schedules of large-

scale facilities. Size, cost, and maintenance are comparable to laboratory small-angle X-ray scattering 

(SAXS) instruments, which makes SANS affordable for individual research teams at universities and 

provides unique chances for education and training.  The proposed setup creates the opportunity to measure 

ultraslow structural changes, at a fraction of the cost of existing SANS instruments, hence enables weekly 

or monthly repetition rates. The concept can be expanded to an entire suite of instruments, including wide-

angle neutron scattering (WANS) and diffraction, neutron reflectometry (NR), neutron radiography, grating 

interferometry (GI), and prompt gamma activation analysis (PGAA).  
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1 Introduction 

Small-angle neutron scattering (SANS) is often the method of choice if contrast needs to be varied  

to obtain structural information at length-scales ranging from ~ 0.1 nm to ~ 1 µm. Typically, the large 

scattering length difference between Hydrogen and Deuterium for neutrons is utilized by the soft matter 

community, and sensitivity of the neutron spin to magnetic structures permits determination of magnetic 

form factors on that length scales. SANS instruments are used as workhorses to explore the Nanometer 

regime, there are numerous examples for fundamental and applied science investigated by SANS 

experiments, like defects in metals, conformations or structure peaks of polymers and biological 

macromolecules or magnetic phenomena like skyrmions and superconductivity.1-10 As consequence of the 

enormous range of potential applications, SANS instrumentation can be found at every major neutron 

scattering facility, at reactor and spallation sources, are highly oversubscribed and the need for SANS 

beamtime is intensified by the limited number of large-scale facilities. Additionally, multiple shutdowns of 

established large-scale neutron centers in the past and near future further limit the availability of SANS.  

To provide users with enough neutrons several small-scale accelerator-driven neutron sources 

(CANS) facilities are planned, with a substantial interest of the community which led to the foundation of  

the union of accelerator-driven neutron sources (UCANS) in 2010.11 UCANS include already built facilities 

like LENS in the US, HUNS, KUANS and RANS in Japan,12 but also planned projects in Europe like the 

ESS Bilbao, Sonate (CNRS), and NOVA ERA (JCNS) or the C-CANS in Canada.13, 14 Typically, these 

facilities are designed to host around 3-4 instruments. Depending on the size, the investment ranges between 

10 and 400 million EUR.13  

High intensity SANS instruments enable kinetic studies to explore time dependent effects like 

micellization or changes caused by external fields observed over minutes to several days, only limited by 

the number of days assigned to a specific user.15, 16 While it appears to be simple to propose measurements 

to identify structural changes over weeks and months, and then to measure over multiple reactor cycles, 

there seem to be little to none of such experiments reported in literature.17 18 At least they represent a very 
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minor fraction on regular schedules. Logistics of shipping or storing samples, together with regular 

maintenance and upgrades of instruments add to the constraints. In other words, the working schedule for 

spallation and reactor neutron sources may be subject to changes in response to evolving projects, 

operational, and outside needs. Interesting time dependent effects may occur during a shutdown, which 

renders long-term studies practically non-feasible at existing SANS as the timescale is determined by the 

samples and is often incompatible with the operation of a large-scale scattering facility. There are many 

examples of slow changes in a variety of systems, including but not limited to concrete, plastics, batteries, 

and fuel cells.19-23 The underlying processes may be catalyzed by UV, chemicals, temperature, and 

mechanical forces, and respective structural changes may include slow decomposition, (bio)corrosion, 

erosion phenomena, directed nano-structure assembly, slow growth and deposition processes, or the slow 

time-dependent loss of magnetic information, cavity and crack formation or agglomeration, to name only a 

few. So far there is little possibility to gain information on such processes with SANS, which limits our 

progress in the fundamental understanding of materials.  

One approach to tackle this challenge is to build instruments that are independent of the scheduling 

constraints of reactor or spallation sources, for example the here proposed compact SANS. The existence 

of such an instrument would benefit measurements of slow processes, but also allow for an easier access of 

SANS experiments for a broader scientific community, increasing scientific progress and adding 

opportunities for additional training and education, since in the current situation the tight user programs at 

existing SANS beamlines put strict limits on beamtime available for educational purpose. Here, we 

introduce a lower flux source than typical compact sources would offer but paired with only a single 

experiment, which re-gains flexibility.   

Here, we show that recent advancements in neutron generator technology and their continuously 

increasing flux enables a technical realization of a source capable to produce continuous and pulsed 

neutrons. Such a versatility in repetition frequency and neutron pulse width allows optimization of the 

neutron flux to the experimental needs down to specific requirements of a particular sample and can also 
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be used to mirror beam characteristics of existing neutron sources at large-scale facilities to develop and 

test neutron instrument components or sample environment prototypes under realistic conditions. 

The compact SANS design aims to be primarily operated at institutions like universities and 

laboratories that may not have the infrastructure, space, and staff to operate large scale instrumentation. It 

is optimized under the joint constraints of safety, durability, easy maintenance, simplicity, and cost of 

operation. It creates numerous opportunities for general education courses, training of the next generation 

workforce in neutron science, especially researchers at the early stage of their scientific careers, including 

undergraduate and graduate students, postdocs, and faculty but also scientists and engineers from 

companies and research centers. SANS separated from the tight schedule of a large-scale facility allows 

user training at universities, saving highly precious neutron instrument time.  

Easier accessibility is also one important pre-requirement for a larger community participating in 

instrument and sample environment development as the technical optimization associated with 

commissioning of any new soft and hardware for instrument components like gratings, neutron lenses or 

specialized sample chambers highly benefits from local testing.  

For scientists concentrating on scattering experiments, conducting preliminary studies, including 

contrast variation, testing of contrast matching conditions, initial structure examination of new samples, 

will accelerate the pace of writing competitive proposals, foster success of follow-up experiments at large-

scale facilities, as exemplified by the SAXS community. As in their case, a compact SANS can be powerful 

enough to lower the workload of existing SANS instruments and introduces opportunities to conduct 

research on slow structural changes that require regular access over weeks, month or even years.  

The current paper concentrates on presenting a design for a compact SANS instrument, but the idea 

can be applied to other concepts like wide-angle neutron scattering (WANS), neutron reflectometry (NR), 

neutron radiography, grating interferometry (GI), prompt gamma activation analysis (PGAA), and positron 

annihilation spectroscopy (PALS), which can even be implemented within the same instrument platform. 

In general, neutron spectroscopy fits also well in this anticipated suite of neutron scattering experiments. 
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 In the following sections the outline of a very compact generator based ToF-SANS instrument is 

shown, focusing on an affordable and very simple technical realization. 

2 Theory 

This section summarizes relevant equations useful for the design of a time-of-flight (ToF) small-

angle neutron scattering (SANS) instrument. SANS experiments measure the scattered intensity as a 

function of the scattering angle, 2𝜃, or the related momentum transfer 

Q =
4π

λ
sin⁡(θ) 

Eq. 1 

with the wavelength,  𝜆, of the incident neutrons. 𝜆⁡can be calculated:24 

𝜆 =
ℎ

𝑣 · 𝑚𝑁
 

Eq. 2 

with the Planck constant ℎ ≈ 6.626⁡ ∙ 10−34⁡Js, the velocity 𝑣 and the neutron mass 𝑚N ≈ 1.675 ∙

10−27⁡kg. The wavelength spectrum of thermal neutrons is described by the Maxwell-Boltzmann 

distribution25  

𝑓(𝜆) = 2 ⋅
𝜆𝑇
4

𝜆5
⋅ exp (

−𝜆𝑇
2

𝜆2
)⁡ 

Eq. 3 

with the definition 𝜆𝑇
2 =

ℎ2

2𝑚N·𝑘B·𝑇
, with the Boltzmann factor 𝑘B ≈ 1.38 ⋅ 10−38⁡J/K and the moderator 

temperature, 𝑇.26 The factor 2 results from the normalization of the Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution 

∫ 𝑓(𝜆)𝑑𝜆
∞

0
= 1. 

The 𝑄-resolution depends on the wavelength resolution 𝜎𝜆 and the angular/geometric resolution 

𝜎𝜃. The compact SANS instrument is designed for a pulsed source. The wavelength resolution for the 

corresponding wavelength 𝜎𝜆(𝜆) =⁡∆𝜆 𝜆⁄  is given by the ratio of the neutron pulse or opening time of the 

chopper Δ𝑡 and the time of the neutron to fly the distance to the detector ToF (∆𝑡 ToF⁄ ). Additionally, the 

time difference due to the finite thickness of the moderator, Δ𝐿, compared to the instrument length 𝐿 has to 

be considered as well.27 
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Δ𝑄

𝑄
= √𝜎𝜆

2 + 𝜎𝜃
2⁡ = √(

Δ𝑡

𝑇𝑜𝐹
)
2

+ (
Δ𝐿

𝐿
)
2

+ (cot 𝜃Δ𝜃)2⁡⁡ 

Eq. 4 

The value of  𝜎𝜃 depends on the collimation, the pixel size, the beam size, the effects of gravity 

and the length of the instrument. In the case of small angles, where sin(𝜃) ≈ 𝜃,  the last term of Eq. 4, 

(cot 𝜃Δ𝜃)2, can be simplified to (Δ𝜃/𝜃)2. Neglecting gravity which is reasonable for short instruments, 

the geometric resolution 𝜎𝜃 for a pinhole setup according to Mildner & Carpenter,28, 29 is given by  

𝜎𝜃
2 =

1

12
[3 (

𝑅𝐶
𝐿𝐶
)
2

+ 3𝑅𝑆
2 (

1

𝐿𝐶
+

1

𝐿𝑆𝐷
)
2

+ (
𝛥𝑅

𝐿𝑆𝐷
)
2

] Eq. 5 

with the circular apertures of radii of collimation 𝑅C and sample 𝑅S, the length of the collimation 𝐿C, the 

sample to detector distance 𝐿SD, and the detector radial bin width Δ𝑅 at the radius 𝑅 on the detector for the 

corresponding |𝑄|.  

For a compact instrument using a short Soller collimation focusing the neutrons on one spot at the 

detector the distance from the exit of the collimation to the sample position denoted as 𝐿CS has to be 

considered. In this case,30, 31 

σθ
2 =

1

12
[
(𝑤1𝑥

2 + 𝑤1
2
𝑦
) (LCS + LSD)

2

2LC
2 LSD

2 +
(𝑤2𝑥

2 +𝑤2𝑦
2 ) (LC + LCS + LSD)

2

2LC
2 LSD

2 +
wpix𝑥
2 + 𝑤pix𝑦

2

LSD
2 ] Eq. 6 

with the width of the collimator opening 𝑤1𝑥 in horizontal and 𝑤1𝑦 in vertical direction and the sample 

aperture 𝑤2𝑥 and 𝑤2𝑦 and the pixel size 𝑤pix𝑥 and 𝑤pix𝑦, respectively. 

Slit smearing is a common approach to increase the intensity and often used in the X-ray scattering 

community and several procedures for data analysis have been developed.32, 33 Collimating the neutron 

beam in one direction only increases the intensity, but leads to slit smearing in one dimension with high 

azimuthal resolution. For parameters of the instrument discussed in detail in the next chapters, the scattered 

intensity is increased by a factor of ≈ 60 compared to a similar collimation in both dimensions, as the direct 

beam spot is ≈⁡30 times larger in the unfocussed direction and a two times bigger sample volume can be 
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used. Figure 1 illustrates that one-dimensional slit smearing distorts the scattered intensity profile and 

reduces the visibility of valuable details in the scattering curve.  

 

Figure 1: Modeled scattering curve of 10⁡nm spheres with 5% polydispersity. 

Additionally, the black line represents ∆𝑄 𝑄⁄ = 10%⁡pinhole resolution. The red dashed 

line is calculated with a constant 0.1⁡Å−1⁡slit resolution instead.  

 

There are two ways to treat slit-smeared data: (1) Either trying to remove the effect from the data 

by the desmearing method of Lake,32, 33 which has the potential drawback that the results might overinflate 

backgrounds, create artefacts and the result of this fitting process is not necessarily unique.34 The advantage 

of this method is that the output can be directly compared to other SANS and SAXS data and Fourier 

transformed into real space information. (2) The other method convolutes the model with the instrumental 

resolution during the data fitting process. 

𝐼𝑠(𝑄) ≈ ∫ ⁡𝑑𝑢⁡𝐼√(𝑄𝑥
2 + 𝑢2)⁡⁡⁡

𝛥𝑄𝑢

0

 
Eq. 7 

with 𝛥𝑄𝑢 the slit-height in momentum space along the elevation angle. 
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3 Challenges and Design Choices of a Compact SANS  

This section outlines the principles of a compact minimalistic SANS instrument. Figure 2 

illustrates basic components of a scattering instrument: neutron source, moderator, collimator, sample 

position, flight path, and detector. 

  

Figure 2: Schematic of a typical SANS instrument (accelerator driven fast 

neutron source in purple, moderator in green, sample in blue, and detector in 

grey). The length of the collimation is  𝐿C and the sample to detector distance is 

𝐿SD.  

For the sake of cost, simplicity and durability moveable components are avoided, also reducing 

maintenance which implies that the neutron detector is installed at a permanent position, and no choppers 

are used. A pulsed source is used to scan a range of wavelength and options to remove long wavelength 

neutrons to avoid frame overlap need to be considered.  

The compact SANS instrument is shorter (length ≈ 2⁡m) than typical existing instruments (length 

≈ 10-40 m).16 The shorter flight path implies less requirements for vacuum to prevent significant scattering 

along the flight path (0.1⁡– ⁡1⁡hPa), and gravitational effects on neutrons are less important, as even 10 Å 

neutrons decent less than 1 mm over that distance.  

Here, we prefer vacuum, because filling the flight chamber with low absorption gases like Argon 

would require considering neutron activation, which would make it more difficult for potential university 

laboratory operators. As cosmic radiation incidents, local photon sources, like light bulbs, and potentially 

other sources may increase the background, shielding will be required. Shielding of the instrument, 

LC LSD 

Collimation Detector 

Sample Moderator 

Source 
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combined with an interlock system will prevent access of the area when the beamline is active for 

operational and environmental safety.   

 Typical length-scales measured by SANS require cold neutrons with wavelengths up to several tens 

of Å. As illustrated in in Figure 3, assuming a Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution (Eq. 3) for a moderator at 

room temperature (𝑇 = 298⁡K) leads to a maximum at 𝜆 ≈ 1.1⁡Å with an amplitude of ≈⁡90%, and only 

≈⁡0.02% left at 10⁡Å, showing the importance of the  moderator temperature. For comparison, at a 

wavelength of 0.5 Å the amplitude is ≈⁡0.19% of the total neutron flux. The use of a colder moderator can 

increase the cold neutron flux by about an order of magnitude.  

   

Figure 3: Wavelength dependent Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution for different 

temperatures, calculated using Eq. 3. 

 

While the practical wavelength minimum is determined by the moderation temperature, the 

maximum wavelength is determined by the frame overlap and can be selected by the time-of-flight, and the 

instrument length, 𝐿 = 𝐿C + 𝐿SD. Figure 5 shows the achievable maximal wavelength and the related 

minimum momentum transfer, 𝑄, for different L at a neutron source frequency of 𝑓 = 200⁡Hz. For this 

example, a convenient length would be 2⁡m, and with a pulse repetition time of 5⁡ms or 𝜆max ≈ 10⁡Å 

neutrons can be used without frame overlap (see Figure 4). For comparison, at 𝑓 = 50⁡Hz, the time-of-
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flight can reach up to 20⁡ms⁡allowing for λmax ≈ 40⁡Å. For practical purposes a total length of 2⁡m is a 

rational choice, which fits very well to a typical lab space. For a room temperature moderator with low 

intensity for colder neutrons, frame overlap can most likely be neglected for most experiments. An option 

to install a frame overlap mirror (FOM) to remove longer wavelength as a source of background is discussed 

in chapter 4.2.  

 

At a given wavelength, the lowest 𝑄 is limited by the minimum angle, which depends on the 

instrument length, pixel size, and blurring of the direct beam. Figure 6 illustrates the increase of the 

wavelength uncertainty 𝜎𝜆 = ∆𝜆 𝜆⁄   with decreasing instrument length 𝐿. In addition, the geometric 

uncertainty 𝜎𝜃 decreases with length 𝐿 (see Figure 6). Hence, SANS instruments have a practical minimum 

length of 𝐿⁡ = ⁡ 𝐿C ⁡+ ⁡𝐿SD = 2⁡m, which means 𝐿SD = 𝐿𝐶 = 1⁡m. For short instruments, the thickness of 

the moderator (Δ𝐿) adds a significant wavelength uncertainty (see Eq. 4). For a 2 m instrument with a 

moderator of 50 mm thickness, the uncertainty would be already Δ𝐿/𝐿⁡ ≈ 2.5%.  

 

Figure 4: (Bottom panel): time structure of the neutron pulses (𝑡pulse = 50⁡μs) in the generator at a 

frequency of 200 Hz and the moderator at room temperature; (middle panel): calculated time dependent 

neutron flux at 1⁡m; (top panel): calculated time dependent neutron flux at 2⁡m. 
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Figure 5: Dependence of wavelength and momentum transfer on instrument length. Left axis: 𝜆min (black 

empty squares), defined by the moderator temperature, and 𝜆max (black filled squares), determined by the 

instrument length. Right axis: Corresponding 𝑄-range, with 𝑄min (red empty circles) and 𝑄max (red filled 

circles). The calculation assumes 𝑓 = 200⁡Hz, a 10⁡cm detector radius around the beam center , with  

𝑄min depending on the size of the beamstop and the pixel resolution (see chapter 4.2). 

 

 

Figure 6: The geometric uncertainty 𝜎𝜃 calculated by Eq. 6 vs. the instrument length 𝐿 for a pulse length 

of 50⁡μs is shown in black circles, with 𝑤1𝑥 = 10⁡mm, 𝑤2𝑥 = 5⁡mm, 𝑤1𝑦 = 𝑤2𝑦 = 100⁡mm, 𝑤pix𝑥 =

𝑤pix𝑦 = 6⁡mm 𝐿C = 1⁡m  and 𝐿SD = 0.95⁡m. The uncertainty in length 𝜎L is depicted in blue. The 

wavelength uncertainty 𝜎𝜆 = ∆𝜆 𝜆⁄  is depicted in red squares (the filled symbols represent calculations for 

𝜆 = 0.5⁡Å and hollow symbols for 𝜆 = 10⁡Å. Additionally, the 𝜎𝜆 for 𝜆 = 1⁡Å is shown in light pink 

squares).  
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 The main results of this design section are: (a) For a given 1 m fixed sample to detector distance, a 

wavelength range from 0.5 to 10⁡Å and a 𝑄-range from 0.012⁡to⁡2.6⁡Å−1, with a resolution of 

Δ𝑄/𝑄⁡~⁡10% − 20%, can be accomplished. The corresponding length-scale regime extending from 1⁡Å to 

500⁡Å is highly useful to study the examples provided in the introduction, such as suspensions, vesicles and 

gels, magnetic nanoparticles, pores, or grains in solid samples, without imposing hardware or cost 

constraints that would be difficult to accomplish at a university.  

4 Technical Realization 

In this section, the technical realization of the concept presented in section 3 is described, using 

commercially available items, leading to an affordable and useful instrument for university laboratories, 

requiring only little training, and offers maximum safety. As Figure 7 illustrates, the basic setup includes 

an accelerator driven neutron source with moderator, collimator, sample, and detectors. The minimalistic 

technical realization includes vacuum flight path to reduce absorption and shielding to lower the 

background and increasing environmental safety.  

 

 

 

Figure 7: Isomeric view of the design: the shielding is color coded with green for 

polyethylene (PE), blue for boron enriched PE (BPE) and gray for lead (Pb). The source 

is depicted in purple, the collimators in orange, the sample in magenta, the vacuum tube 

in transparent light blue and the detectors (for scattering and for transmission) in red. On 

the right, the beam dump is indicated in blue and gray for BPE and Pb, respectively. 
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4.1 Neutron Source and Moderator 

 Small accelerator driven fusion based neutron generators are potential sources of neutrons at 

universities.35 Currently, various commercial neutron generators are available using either deuteron-

deuteron (DD) or deuteron-tritium (DT) reactions to produce neutrons with an energy of 2.5 or 14.1⁡MeV, 

respectively.35 Due to intense research these generators have matured and have been successfully used for 

imaging, activation experiments, materials analysis, and medical isotope production.35, 36  

When it comes to SANS, DD generators are advantageous, because neutrons of 2.5 MeV require 

less moderation, and the lower background intensity at the source reduces shielding required. In addition, 

the avoidance of tritium reduces the need of a tight sealing of the generator.  

In summary, a compact SANS instrument could take advantage of moderated neutrons from a DD 

fusion reaction37 

H1
2 + H → He2

2
1
2 + n+ 2.45⁡MeV0

1  Eq. 8 

Reliable commercial sources using this reaction are available from various suppliers. For example, 

the DD109M manufactured by Adelphi Technology produces thermal neutrons with a flux of the order of 

108n⁡cm−1s−1.38 This generator is based on a central target cavity, surrounded by four radial deuteron ion 

sources. Electron cyclotron resonance (ECR) accelerates deuteron ions to reach 120 keV on a titanium 

target. Fast neutrons of energy 2.45 MeV are produced with a subsequent thermalization by a polyethylene 

(PE) moderator. Hereafter, we concentrate on neutron scattering omitting details on commercially available 

neutron sources that can be found elsewhere.35, 38     

The fusion reaction (Eq. 8) can be used to produce a continuous or a pulsed beam of neutrons. The 

Adelphi generator DD109 can be operated with a minimum pulse width of ⁡0.05⁡ms, and a repetition 

frequency, 𝑓n ⁡1000⁡kHz.39 Within these specifications, the intensity in each pulse is independent from the 

repetition rate. The generator pulse repetition frequency and pulse width are flexible. Thus, the operator 

can easily switch between higher frequencies with a smaller 𝑄-range to gain intensity for faster contrast 
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matching tests, as well as lower source frequencies to access a lower 𝑄min⁡in long-term experiments, where 

the stability of the setup is more important than the duration of an individual scan. The ability to run in a 

continuous mode allows for white beam experiments at maximum intensity but limited 𝑄-resolution.  

The compact neutron generator with subsequent polyethylene (PE) moderator at ambient 

temperature produces a beam with a useable cross sectional area greater than 100⁡mm⁡ × ⁡100⁡mm, see 

Figure 8.40  

 

Figure 8: 2D intensity distribution on the detector from a neutron generator.40 

The solid lines encompass the area of 100⁡mm⁡ × ⁡100⁡mm used for our 

considerations.  

 

 With the intensity per pulse independent on the repetition rate, the number of pulses per second 

determines the intensity, hence the repetition rate should be maximized, but the finite ToF of neutrons 

causes frame overlap. However, due to the much higher flux of shorter wavelength neutrons, we expect a 

minor background contribution for SANS experiments, which can also be eliminated by a frame overlap 

mirror. Other sources of background are fast neutrons and 𝛾-particles, which are discriminated by the 

scintillator detector design and software.  

4.2 Collimation 

As delineated in the previous section, thermal neutrons emerge from an 100⁡mm × ⁡100⁡mm area 

on the surface of the PE moderator. The collimator design takes advantage of this entire area collimating in 
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one dimension to maximize the neutron flux on the sample. At the first glance, a collimator with a length 

of 1⁡m seems to be the best option. However, splitting the collimator into two sections introduces flexibility 

to the setup simplifying future upgrades, including diffraction, radiography, reflectometry, but also a two-

dimensional collimation by changing the position of the sections, including a perpendicular alignment. 

Figure 9 shows the collimation design consisting of multiple geometrically identical converging channels31, 

32 focusing the direct beam onto a single line on the detector.  

 

 

Figure 9. Top view of the collimator geometry defining the angular resolution of the SANS 

instrument, showing the divergence transported through one collimator channel. Ten identical 

channels, with an entrance width, 𝑤1𝑥 ⁡= ⁡10⁡mm at the moderator collimated to 𝑤2𝑥 ⁡= ⁡5⁡mm 

at the exit are used. The cross-sectional area of the neutrons on the moderator defines the height 

of the collimator, ℎ = 𝑤1𝑦 = 𝑤2𝑦 = 100 mm, not visible in the top view. The collimator is 

assembled from 2 pieces of same length (col A and col B), yielding a total length of 𝐿C = 1⁡m.  

The distance from the end of the collimation to the sample position is 5 cm, and the sample to 

detector distance is LSD = 0.95 cm. The detector pixel area is, 𝑤pix𝑥 × 𝑤pix𝑦 ⁡= 6⁡mm× 6⁡mm, 

and the width of the penumbra originating of one collimation channel is 𝑤pen = 20⁡mm.   

 

 The width of the penumbra is 𝑤pen which is identical for each of the channels can be calculated 

using geometrical optics,  
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𝑤pen =
𝑤2(𝐿C + 𝐿CD) + 𝑤1𝐿CD

𝐿CD
 

Eq. 9 

with the width of the channel at the collimator entrance, 𝑤1, the width of the channel at the sample, 

𝑤2, the length of the collimator, 𝐿C, the distance between collimator and detector, 𝐿CD.41 The total cross-

sectional area of the direct beam at the sample position is defined by the number of channels and the height 

of the collimator, ℎ⁡ = ⁡100⁡mm. For the example, we using 𝑤1 = 10⁡mm, 𝑤2 = 5⁡mm and 𝐿CD = 𝐿C =

1⁡m leads to 𝑤pen = ⁡20⁡mm, which defines the theoretically minimum detectable scattering angle,41 

𝜃min =⁡ (0.5⁡(𝑤pen + 𝛿) + 𝑤pix)/𝐿𝑆𝐷.  In the experiments, the total beamstop size 𝐵 should exceed the 

width of the penumbra 𝑤pen by a small amount⁡𝛿 ≤ 2⁡mm. Therefore, in the vicinity of small angles, 𝑄min 

can be calculated by 

𝑄min =
4𝜋

𝜆max
𝜃min =

4𝜋

𝜆max

0.5⁡(𝑤pen + 𝛿) + 𝑤pix

𝐿𝑆𝐷
 Eq. 10 

 

Using a sample-to-detector distance, 𝐿SD = 0.95⁡m and a pixel width, 𝑤pix = 6⁡mm (as detailed  

in section 4.4) we obtain 𝜃min = ⁡0.018⁡rad ≈ 1°, thus 𝑄min ≈ 0.011⁡Å−1 for a maximum wavelength, 

𝜆max = 10⁡Å. This 𝑄min results in an estimated maximum detectable length scale,  ℓmax =
2𝜋

𝑄min
≈ ⁡570⁡⁡Å. 

The anticipated size of the detector of 20⁡cm to each side defines the maximum scattering angle 𝜃max =

0.21⁡rad ≈ 12°, or a 𝑄max ≈ 2.6⁡Å−1 for a minimum wavelength, 𝜆min = 0.5⁡Å. Thus, ℓmin =
2𝜋

𝑄max
≈

⁡2.4⁡⁡Å. This resolution range is useful for many sample types.1-8  

Frame Overlap Mirror 

While expected to be small, some experiments potentially require suppressing frame-overlap.  One 

traditional method for this is the use of choppers to time-shape the beam. In case of a large slit collimated 

beam as discussed above, a chopper would need to operate on a rather large beam cross section (about 50 

mm x 100 mm, depending on its position along the beam), which is technically challenging and expensive. 
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An alternative method to address the frame overlap uses V-shaped frame overlap mirrors (FOM)42 like 

depicted in Figure 10 to reflect longer neutron wavelengths out of the direct beam.  

 

Figure 10: Positioning of the frame overlap mirrors (FOM) between collimator A and 

B. The dimensions and the orientation are given in magnification: The length of one 

FOM is 𝐿FOM = 50⁡mm⁡and the tilting angle is 6. The width of the mirrors is the same 

as the height of the collimator ℎ = 100⁡mm. 

 

For neutron supermirrors the critical angle of reflection is given by  

𝛾∗ ≈ 0.1 ∙ 𝑚 ∙ 𝜆 Eq. 11 

With 𝑚⁡being a material parameter increasing with the number of layers of the supermirror.43 For 𝑚 = 4 

and a tilting angle of 6° neutrons wavelengths longer than 𝜆 = 15⁡Å will be reflected by the mirrors and 

thus removed from the collimated beam (see Figure 10). The tilting angle and 𝑚-value can be varied to 

optimize the performance of this component, however for higher 𝑚-values the manufacturing cost increases 

rapidly while the transmission decreases. 

4.3 Sample Position, Flight Tube, and Length of Instrument 

Though sample position and flight tube dimensions are limited by the overall design of the 

instrument, there can be an optional evacuated sample chamber with design choices of connected or 

separated sample area and flight tube. If the vacuum in these components is separated, the interfaces need 

to be capped by neutron windows, using materials like Kapton, quartz, and sapphire. Lowering pressure to 

values between 1⁡to⁡10−2⁡mbar for a volume of 𝜋⁡𝑟2⁡𝑙⁡ = 𝜋⁡0.252⁡m2⁡1⁡m ≈ 0.2⁡m3 can be easily 
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accomplished, e.g., with a rotary vane pump, which requires only little maintenance, like occasional oil 

changes. However, separation windows introduce background that can in principle be eliminated, simply 

by avoiding these windows between sample and flight tube and by placing the detector inside the flight 

tube. The experience at the SAND instrument at IPNS44 has shown that neutron scattering from a window 

directly in front of the detector does not pose a problem, since even if thermal neutrons are scattered from 

it, the resulting Q-value does not change significantly if the detector is placed close behind it. Such a setup 

simplifies the design and cost of the detector significantly as vacuum feedthroughs and overheating 

problems of the detector electronics can be avoided.  

The total length of the instrument follows the idea to fit it in a typical laboratory. We assume that 

an overall instrument length of less than 5⁡m represents a feasible design. Sample to detector distances 

under 𝐿SD⁡~⁡1⁡m are not common for SANS instruments since the spatial resolution at the detector of a few 

mm impacts the minimum angle accessible and for ToF-SANS the moderator thickness would have a 

dominant effect on the neutron wavelength resolution, as shown in Figure 5. This allows roughly a length 

of 2⁡m between moderator and detector with additional space needed between moderator and target, 

shielding, and maintenance area to access the instrument. A compact design allows high repetition rates 

and saves cost and floor space, and the angular scattering range can be covered by smaller detector modules.  

4.4 Area Detector 

To accomplish our objective of a reliable, low maintenance instrument, the detector needs to meet 

several criteria, including: (1) A fast response time to handle precise timestamping of neutrons from pulses 

of the generator at repetition rates of up to 1⁡kHz. (2) Insensitivity or discrimination of fast neutrons and 𝛾-

rays. (3) Capsuled to avoid influence of photons from ambient light.  (4) Robust design, e.g., to avoid 

damage due to exposure of daylight during operation.  

A viable answer to the required specifications seems to be an Anger camera with a Lithium based 

scintillator coupled to silicon photo multipliers (SiPM)s by a glass plate which acts as a light guide and 

disperser which allows to pinpoint the origin of the scattering with a fitting algorithm using the photons 
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collected over several pixels simultaneously.45 These SiPMs have a spatial resolution in the mm range and 

a high-count rate capability that meets the demands by a high repetition rate of 1⁡kHz. Additionally, silicon-

based photomultipliers are not destroyed by daylight, making operation, and handling easier.46 

Lithium glass scintillators like GS2047 are widely used as neutron detectors, because they allow for 

a very good gamma suppression by pulse height discrimination.48 The example scintillator GS20 also 

provides a high, wavelength independent photon yield, which is a concern for non-photon-transparent 

scintillators when used for a broad neutron wavelength band. 

For 2 m distance between moderator and scintillator, the time-of-flight for 0.5⁡Å neutrons is about 

0.25⁡ms. For optimal wavelength resolution the ideal detector needs a time stamping capability of at least 

0.05⁡ms which is the time resolution limit given by the generator pulse width. Silicon photo multipliers 

(SiPM) are an affordable technology46 providing the necessary time and spatial resolution and count rate 

capability.  

A plausible choice for the compact SANS instrument would be to use 4 SiPM panels, each 

0.1⁡m × ⁡0.075⁡m arranged in pairs left and right of direct beam, like produced by Nuclear Instruments.46 

A 20⁡mm⁡gap for the direct beam is sufficient to collect SANS data, without comprising the lowest 

achievable 𝑄.  

 

4.5 Summary of the Instrument Specifications  

Hereafter, this summary of instrument specifications will concentrate on neutron optics. Additional 

components like vacuum tubes, a motion stage, and environmental controls for the samples, shielding and 

a beam dump do not affect the instrument performance and resolution significantly.  

- The neutron target and moderator are used as one compact unit and for the simulations in this work 

they are represented by a flat 100⁡mm × ⁡100⁡mm homogenous surface of pulsed thermalized 

neutrons variable in frequency up to 200⁡Hz, the source pulses are 0.05⁡ms long.  

- Following the neutron trajectory downstream from there, a 1m long collimator is placed, with an 
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initial cross-section of 100⁡mm× ⁡100⁡mm. Ten channels, 10⁡mm wide, converge to 5 mm over 

the length creating a focus point 1 m downstream the collimator exit.  

- The sample cross-section matches the collimator cross section at the exit of 50⁡mm× ⁡100⁡mm. 

Smaller samples can be used reducing the scattered intensity but not the resolution. 

- Two kinds of detectors are used, a transmission detector placed in the direct beam at the beam 

dump and area detector panels which are placed to the left and right of the direct beam at the focus 

position of the collimator. A pixel size of 6⁡mm⁡ × ⁡6⁡mm corresponds well with spatial resolution 

of the SiPM Anger cameras described earlier. 

Table 1 gives an overview of the design parameters. The details are described in the sub-chapters for the 

individual components and Chapter 5.3 shows the simulated performance of this setup.  
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Table 1: Compilation of the design specifications.  

1) the SiPM detector covers about 200⁡mm from the beam center in x-direction resulting in  

𝜃max = 0.21⁡rad  with 𝐿SD = 0.95⁡m⁡   

2)   vertical collimation focusing 10⁡mm⁡to⁡5⁡mm⁡over 1⁡m  resulting in 0.015⁡rad FWHM,  

horizontal collimation 100⁡mm to 100⁡mm over 𝐿C = 1⁡m results in  0.2⁡rad FWHM  

3)  The size of the penumbra is 𝑤d = 20⁡mm;⁡ the pixel size is 𝑤pix = 6⁡mm. 𝜃min, 𝑄min are 

calculated by Eq. 10. 

Design element  Value  

Source frequency flexible, up to 1⁡kHz  

Moderator Polyethylene, room temperature  

Thermal flux at sample ≈ 750⁡n/(s⁡cm2) at 200 Hz  

Source to sample distance 1⁡m  

Sample to detector distance 0.95⁡m  

Collimator to sample distance 0.05⁡m   

 Beamsize at moderator 

 

0.1⁡m × 0.1⁡m  

Maximum sample size 

 

0.1⁡m × ⁡0.05⁡m  

PSD detectors 

 

4 panels, each 75⁡mm× ⁡100⁡mm  

Panel 1⁡mm thick GS20 Li-glass scintillator with SiPM detectors  

Resolution 

 

 

6⁡mm× ⁡6⁡mm pixel size, improved be software analysis   

Encoding 

 

12 × 16 spatial pixels with 0.5⁡ns time binning  

Max scattering angle 𝜃max 

 

0.21⁡rad (f1) 1) 

Wavelength band   

 

0.5 − 10⁡Å   

Focusing collimator   

                    horizontal 10⁡mm to 5⁡mm over 1⁡m,  0.015⁡rad FWHM   2) 

                    vertical no focusing, 0.2⁡rad FWHM  2) 

𝑄min 

 

0.011⁡Å−1⁡can be decreased by reducing the source frequency 
3) 

𝑄max 

 

2.6 Å−1  can be increased by installing high angle detector banks  
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5 Monte-Carlo Simulations and Data Analysis 

In this chapter we use McStas simulations to show a virtual experiment with the previously 

described setup. McStas49 is a ray tracing simulation package commonly used to optimize neutron beam 

optics starting from the moderator. Except for some special materials the interactions of the simulated 

neutrons with the optical components neglect any energy dependence and the neutrons can be described as 

rays being reflected, absorbed, or scattered. Any of these interactions are encoded in the direction and 

amplitude of the rays, which means that each McStas ray does not represent one neutron but a pathway for 

neutrons with a certain probability 𝑃. The output from McStas simulations is the summed probability for 

the events arriving at each detector pixel.   

The McStas simulations described in this chapter are intended as example runs to illustrate the 

potential of a compact SANS. We aim to (1) show the figure-of-merit of our instrument by presenting a test 

case of a standard SANS sample composed of a diluted suspension of spheres with a diameter of 10 nm, 

(2) discuss how to extract and reduce the scattering information and transfer the simulated results into data 

and (3) model the result with SASview in order to show that the scattered data accurately reflects the sample 

we initially used in the simulation. 

3.1. Scattering Simulations using McStas  

We generate our results using a McStas simulation of the compact instrument consisting of the four key 

components shown in Figure 7, and discussed in chapter 4 in detail:  

- a moderator 100⁡mm wide and 100⁡mm high representing the neutron source in the simulations. 

To optimize simulation time the output of this components was focused onto a rectangular area 

110⁡cm wide and 200⁡mm high 2⁡m downstream, a more divergent output shows no significant 

effect on the neutron intensity at the area we use in the further analysis. 

- a 1m long collimator 100⁡mm high and converging from 100⁡mm to 50⁡mm with ten collimation 

channels for a 1-dimensional horizontal collimation. 
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- the sample is a 100⁡mm by 50⁡mm flat rectangle with a 1⁡mm beam path consisting of diluted and 

non-interacting 10⁡nm spheres. 

- A flat SANS detector 1⁡m downstream the sample simulated as 300⁡mm⁡x⁡300⁡mm rectangle with 

50 channels in in 𝑥 and 𝑦 resulting in a 6⁡mm × ⁡6⁡mm pixel resolution similar to the SIPM 

modules. 

To keep the simulation time short and simplify the data reduction, the simulation was not run in a time-of-

flight mode using discrete wavelength bands (1⁡Å,⁡⁡2⁡Å, 4⁡Å and 8⁡Å assuming⁡ ±

10%⁡wavelength⁡spread). The neutron scattering for these wavelength intervals will look the same if the 

data was taken in a TOF simulation but require an analysis and sorting of the events by time in the data 

reduction, a step which will of course be necessary for real-life experiments but was omitted here for 

simplicity.   

3.1.1 Reduction of the simulated SANS data 

The following steps were taken to prepare the output from the simulations:  

The center of the beam in one dimension 𝑥center⁡was estimated by summing over the 50 channel positions 

of the detector horizontal coordinate 𝑖, so 𝐼(𝑖) represents the summed intensity for a whole column at each 

position, the statistical uncertainty 𝐼err(𝑖) for each pixel was summed in the same way and then fitting a 

Gaussian to this data. Then 𝐼(𝑄) was calculated by transforming the detector 𝑥-coordinate 𝑖 into 𝑄 

approximating the small scattering angles to |(𝑖 − 𝑥center) ⋅ 0.006|, using the distance from the beam center 

in x-direction and the factor 0.006 representing the fact that each detector pixel and thus 𝑖-value is 6⁡mm 

wide in 1⁡m distance from the sample: 

𝐼(𝑄) =
2𝜋

𝜆
⋅ |(𝑖 − 𝑥center)| ⋅ 0.006 Eq. 12 
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Figure 11:  Raw data output from the McStas simulation showing the neutrons scattered from the 

sample from left to right for wavelength bands 1⁡Å, 2⁡Å, 4⁡Å⁡and⁡8⁡Å⁡⁡each⁡ ± ⁡10%. The 

intensity/probability is displayed on a logarithmic scale. The regions of data enclosed by the dashed 

lines indicate data used in the reductions, see text for details. 

 

At each 𝑥-position the McStas output over a 18⁡pixels high column (along 𝑦 between the dashed 

lines in Figure 11) was summed. For each wavelength, a scaling factor is applied manually as this 

simplified data treatment was not scaled on an absolute intensity and the data is written into an output file. 

3.1.2 Display and Modeling of simulated SANS data 

The output from the data reduction of the simulated SANS data can be modeled using SASview.50  

The polydispersity of the spheres in the model was set to 10% as a convenient means to implement the 

wavelength and thus 𝑄-uncertainty into the model. Additionally, the model was smeared by an 0.1⁡Å−1 

high slit-resolution as an estimate for the angular uncertainty, which is also an approximation, as the 𝑄-

uncertainty changes with wavelength and scattering angle. 
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Figure 12: The 1D results of the McStas simulations is depicted with blue circles for the 1 Å±10% 

wavelength band, purple squares for 2 Å±10%, red diamonds for 4 Å±10% and orange triangles up for 8 

Å±10%. The grey dotted line represents McStas data without a sample (direct beam), whereas SASview 

models data for 10 nm diluted spheres smeared by an 0.1⁡Å−1 high slit-resolution with a polydispersity 

of 10% represented as black line. 

 

At this point the reduction and analysis software is certainly incomplete, data from real experiments 

needs to be corrected for background, transmission and normalized to an absolute scale and the 𝑄-

uncertainty must be calculated for each data point. The purple outlier at 𝑄 ≈ 0.03⁡Å−1  is likely related to 

an offset for the calculated direct beam spot for this wavelength band and other options to fit this need to 

be explored. Also, we aim to develop a 𝑄-resolution treatment in two dimensions (considering 𝑄𝑥 and 𝑄𝑦), 

so the full detector area becomes usable. However, even using the limited data reduction protocol, Figure 

12 shows that data from our simulation can be modeled by 10 nm spheres and the technique works as 

expected. 

3.2 Simulated flux estimates 

Here the Adelphi DD109M neutron generator is used as the reference neutron source. Operating at 

a repetition frequency of 200⁡Hz will produce an isotropic fast neutron flux of the order of  1010⁡n/s. 
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Moderation by a 50⁡mm thick PE block at room temperature yields a thermal neutron flux of 

≈ 107⁡n/cm2/s. A rough estimate can be made for an 1⁡cm2⁡spot on a detector 2⁡m downstream from the 

moderator. It covers  ≈ 4 ⋅ 10−5 of the solid angle yielding ≈ 107⁡n/cm2/s ⋅ 4 ⋅ 10−5 = 400⁡n/cm2/s 

directed flux at the detector for such a setup. Our best estimate for intensity of the newer and stronger 

versions of Adelphi DD generators, also considering the collimator transmission to be wavelength 

independent at 70% is a directed flux at the sample of ≈ 750⁡n/cm2/s. 

Integration of Eq. 3 allows to calculate the relative number of thermal neutrons for the 298K PE 

moderator, as listed in Table 2. 

 

Table 2: Portion of thermal neutrons for selected wavelength bands. 

Wavelength band 

[Å] 

thermal neutrons [%] 

0.9 − ⁡1.1 16.4 

1.8 − ⁡2.2 11.7 

3.6 − ⁡4.4 1.36 

7.2 − ⁡8.8 0.1 

 

To estimate the time for a single SANS sample scan we use the expected flux for the longest 

wavelength band 750⁡n/cm2/s⁡ ⋅ 0.1% = 0.75⁡n/cm2/s, assuming a 50⁡cm2 cross section sample which 

scatters 10% of the incoming flux with 90% transmission:  

𝐼est.7.2−8.8Å ⁡= ⁡0.75⁡
n

s ⋅ cm2 ⋅ 50⁡cm
2 ⋅ 0.1 ⋅ 0.9⁡~⁡4⁡n/𝑠 

Eq. 13 

 

Under these conditions it takes 7 hours to record 100000 neutrons, which is a rule of thumb for the 

needed number of neutrons (generating 25 datapoints by averaging data from individual detector pixels, 

each point will have a statistical uncertainty of ≈ 2%).  
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This estimate represents the time needed to get useful data for the lowest 𝑄-value. Using shorter 

wavelength bands only will allow to perform SANS scans over a reduced 𝑄-range within minutes. Cooling 

of the moderator would increase the flux for the longer neutron wavelengths significantly.    

6 Conclusions  

In this paper we demonstrate the feasibility of a compact SANS setup. While the compact neutron 

source provides less initial flux than sources at large scale facilities, the flexibility of being the only 

instrument at the source allows a specialized setup to maximize flux at the sample with a good signal to 

noise ratio. In this regards the compact SANS design presented in this article has several features to 

maximize intensity:  

-        exclusive use of the full moderator surface 

-       collimation in 1D, slit-smearing the data 

-       a short overall length allowing a high pulse repetition frequency,  

-       a larger sample cross section. 

Each of these measures gains about one order magnitude in intensity compared to traditional SANS pinhole 

setups allowing to perform a SANS measurement within a few hours for an ideal sample. As neutron 

generators are a recent class of neutron sources, we expect that future developments will further improve 

the compact source strength, which together with the planned cold moderator development will provide 

significant improvement to the cold neutron flux. 

The decision to build the instrument using a slit-smeared resolution poses a challenge for the 

interpretation of the scattering data. However, it is an often-used option for SAXS experiments and new 

software tools provide a good handle to tackle this problem and the intensity gains from relaxing the 

resolution in one dimension are a key factor to make this setup feasible until stronger compact sources re 

available. 

The design of a compact small-angle neutron scattering instrument presented here, creates unique 

experimental and educational opportunities. The instrument will be particularly useful if samples show very 
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slow structural changes, which may include changes at timescales ranging from days to several years. 

Introducing a new compact SANS, the experiments can be centered around the timescale given by the 

sample, independent from the scheduling and proposal constraints of large-scale research facilities. 

Occasional measurements at traditional SANS instruments can complement measurements at the compact 

SANS and add to a broader picture, for example allowing studies of kinetics on the time scale of seconds.15, 

51 Fast morphological changes often happen over a limited 𝑄-range, but the slower initial and/or equilibrium 

structure development tends to involve the full 𝑄-range. In this way, compact and traditional SANS 

instruments are complementary, like computers/supercomputers and laboratory and synchrotron SAXS 

instruments. The independent compact tools add flexibility enabling novel experiments. 

 This new experiment station can also accommodate samples that might be technically feasible for 

traditional instruments but cannot be easily shipped or transported there, e.g., samples which are highly 

sensitive and need a specific environment, hazardous materials or materials which are simply impractical 

to be shipped.  

 The newly introduced compact SANS instrument represents a multi-purpose platform that creates 

several training opportunities. For example, a neutron generator can be operated as a continuous or pulsed 

source with variable frequency. This allows training of students and staff and testing of instrument 

components designed for a specific facility more easily.   

 In conclusion, the compact SANS instrument can potentially play an important role enabling unique 

experiments, supporting education and training, serve as preparation utility for instruments at high flux 

sources, and opens the opportunity for users to more easily test sample environments and instrument 

designs.   

Disclaimer 

Specific commercial equipment, instruments, or materials are identified in this paper to foster 

understanding. Such identification does not imply recommendation or endorsement by the National 
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Institute of Standards and Technology, nor does it imply that the materials or equipment identified are 

necessarily the best available for the purpose.  
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