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Abstract CONUS+ is an experiment aiming at de-

tecting coherent elastic neutrino-nucleus scattering

(CEνNS) of reactor antineutrinos on germanium nuclei

in the fully coherent regime, continuing the CONUS

physics program conducted at the Brokdorf nuclear

power plant (KBR), Germany. The CONUS+ experi-

ment is installed in the Leibstadt nuclear power plant

(KKL), Switzerland, at a distance of 20.7 m from the

3.6 GW reactor core, where the antineutrino flux is

1.5 · 1013 s−1cm−2. The CEνNS signature will be mea-

sured with four point-contact high-purity low energy

threshold germanium (HPGe) detectors.

A good understanding of the background is crucial,

especially events correlated with the reactor thermal

power are troublesome, as they can mimic the pre-

dicted CEνNS interactions. A large background char-

acterization campaign was conducted during reactor

on and off times to find the best location for the

CONUS+ setup. On-site measurements revealed a cor-

related, highly thermalized neutron field with a maxi-

mum fluence rate of (2.3± 0.1) · 104 neutrons d−1cm−2

during reactor operation. The γ-ray background was

studied with a HPGe detector without shield, paying

special attention to the thermal power correlated 16N

decay and other neutron capture γ-lines. The muon flux

was examined using a liquid scintillator detector mea-

suring (107±3) muons s−1m−2, which corresponds to

an average overburden of 7.4 m of water equivalent.

The new background conditions in CONUS+ are

compared to the previous CONUS ones, showing a

30 times higher flux of neutrons, but a 26 times
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lower component of reactor thermal power correlated

γ-rays over 2.7 MeV. The lower CONUS+ overbur-

den increases the number of muon-induced neutrons

by 2.3 times and the flux of cosmogenic neutrons. Fi-

nally, all the measured rates are discussed in the con-

text of the CONUS+ background, together with the

CONUS+modifications performed to reduce the impact

of the new background conditions at KKL.

Keywords neutrino-nucleus interactions, nuclear

reactors, neutron spectrometry, low background,

gamma-ray spectroscopy, neutron capture

1 Introduction

Coherent elastic neutrino-nucleus scattering (CEνNS)

is a fundamental interaction within the framework of

the Standard Model (SM), first anticipated in 1974 [1,

2]. It was measured for the first time by the CO-

HERENT collaboration at a spallation neutron source

(SNS), where neutrinos are generated through pion de-

cays at rest [3–5]. Recently first indications of detec-

tion of 8B neutrinos from the Sun via CEνNS where

reported by the XENON [6] and PandaX [7] collabora-

tions. An alternative source of neutrinos for CEνNS in-

vestigations are nuclear reactors. Currently, there is

a large effort worldwide to detect CEνNS at reac-

tors [8–19].

The CONUS+ project is a follow-up experiment of

CONUS [9], dedicated to detect CEνNS of reactor an-

tineutrinos on germanium (Ge) nuclei in the fully coher-

ent regime. CONUS was performed at the Brokdorf nu-

clear power plant (Kernkraftwerk Brokdorf; KBR) from
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2018 to 2022, providing the best limit for CEνNS de-

tection from a reactor to date, only a factor 1.6 over

the prediction of the Standard Model [9]. However, the

KBR reactor finished operation by the end of 2021. A

new location was found at the Leibstadt nuclear power

plant (Kernkraftwerk Leibstadt AG; KKL) in Switzer-

land for the successor CONUS+ experiment. The an-

tineutrino flux will be measured by four p-type point-

contact (PPC) high purity germanium (HPGe) detec-

tors with an ultra low energy threshold around 160 eVee

(electron equivalent energy). The detectors are enclosed

in a compact shield consisting of different layers of lead

and partly borated polyethylene to reduce the environ-

mental background. Additionally, two layers of scintilla-

tion plates equipped with photomultiplier tubes are in-

stalled as an active muon anti-coincidence system. More

details about the detector design are provided in [20].

A detailed understanding of all background contri-

butions in the new experimental location is very im-

portant, particularly events correlated with the reac-

tor thermal power can mimic CEνNS interactions. For

example, escaping neutrons produced by the reactor

nuclear fissions can induce nuclear recoils comparable

to CEνNS. For this reason, an extensive background

characterization campaign was performed at the KKL

power plant previous to the CONUS+ installation simi-

lar to the one conducted for CONUS at KBR. The neu-

tron fluence was studied with thermal neutron counters

and the neutron energy spectrum was directly deter-

mined with a Bonner Sphere array system [21] during

reactor on and off times. Intense neutron fields can also

produce high energy γ-rays by neutron capture reac-

tions with different isotopes, that can lead to non sta-

ble background conditions in the detectors. In partic-

ular, 16N which is formed in (n,p) reactions on 16O in

the water of the reactor pressure vessel, can contribute

with a strong γ-ray emission up to 10 MeV at nuclear

reactors [22]. At the same time, by detecting γ-rays

from neutron captures in materials in the vicinity of

the detector, information on the neutron fluence can

be determined indirectly. The γ-ray background up to

11 MeV was determined with a HPGe detector, that

was previously used in the KBR power plant [22] for

the same purpose. This allows for a direct comparison

of the background data collected in both locations.

Background components that are not correlated

with the reactor thermal power are also relevant for

the experiment. In particular, as the CONUS+ detector

is located above ground, a large cosmogenic flux is ex-

pected. Galactic cosmic rays consist of high-energy par-

ticles, mostly protons, that upon impact with Earth’s

atmosphere, produce showers of secondary particles,

some of which can reach the Earth’s surface. This

hadronic component can activate the Ge and Cu parts

of the HPGe detectors, leading to the production of

radioisotopes with short and long decay half-lifes. Ad-

ditionally, muon-induced neutrons are created in the

structural materials of the reactor building as well as

in the CONUS+ shield. At sea level, muons account for

the majority of particles of the secondary cosmic rays

with an expected flux of 189 muons s−1m−2 [23] and

a mean energy of 4 GeV [24]. To significantly reduce

the muon flux, a minimum overburden of a few 100’s m

w.e. would be required. However, since nuclear power

plants are typically located at surface, this becomes

a critical background for CEνNS experiments at nu-

clear reactors [25]. For this reason, the muon flux in the

CONUS+ experimental location was determined using

a liquid scintillator detector. Additionally, the suppres-

sion of the cosmogenic neutron flux in the CONUS+ lo-

cation was thoroughly studied with detailed simula-

tions.

Another important source of background in the ex-

periment is the air-borne inert gas radon (Rn) from

natural radioactivity. High Rn concentration levels are

expected in enclosed spaces that are surrounded by

thick concrete walls and that lack from a proper fresh

air ventilation system like in a reactor safety contain-

ment. Specifically, the 222Rn isotope with its half-life of

3.8 days can diffuse into the CONUS+ shield and decay

inside the Ge detector chamber, increasing on this way

the background level. In addition, the Rn concentra-

tion level has significant temporal fluctuations that are

related to temperature variations within the building

and to alterations in the air ventilation system, par-

ticularly during reactor outages. Additionally, during

reactor safety and maintenance operations other inert

gas radioisotopes such as 135Xe and 85Kr are released

inside the reactor steel containment.

Moreover, due to erosion/corrosion and during re-

actor maintenance operations artificially produced ra-

dioisotopes can be released, that can be transported

on dust particles and deposit on surfaces. A cross-

contamination of the ultra-low background parts of a

CONUS+-like detector could easily occur, enhancing

the overall background. For this reason, the surface con-

tamination in the CONUS+ room was carefully studied

through several wipe test campaigns, in order to de-

fine specific detector handling and cleaning protocols

to reduce the risk of a cross-contamination.

This article reports the different background mea-

surements performed for the CONUS+ experiment. It

is organized as follows. The description of the experi-

mental location and the environmental conditions is de-

tailed in Sec. 2. The measurement of the γ-ray and sur-

face contamination background is described in Sec. 3.
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The muon flux reduction and the overburden estima-

tion is presented in Sec. 4. The neutron energy spec-

trum measurements and simulations are discussed in

Sec. 5. Finally, the background conditions and compo-

sitions measured in both locations at KBR and KKL

are compared in the conclusions 6.

2 The CONUS+ experimental location

The CONUS+ experiment is installed in a dedicated

room inside the reactor building of the KKL boiling wa-

ter reactor (BWR). This room, named ZA28R027 from

now on, is located 25.2 m above the ground surface, as

shown in figure 1. This leads to a distance of 20.7 m

between the center of the CONUS+ setup and the cen-

ter of the reactor core which has a maximum thermal

power of 3.6 GW. A second position at KKL named

in the following Ex-HPU-B and used for auxiliary mea-

surements within this work, is also indicated in figure 1.

It is 14 m distant from the reactor core and accommo-

dates a stainless steel platform of 5 m2 on a metal grid,

placed in an opened area at 8.6 m above ground. The

position of the CONUS+ setup in ZA28R027 is depicted

in figure 2. Although some permanent equipment from

KKL is placed also in this room, an additional thin

steel wall (indicated by a dashed red line) provides an

isolated compartment for CONUS+. Five different po-

sitions named hereafter with 1 to 5 are marked with

green dots; at these positions different measurements

were conducted during the here presented background

characterization campaign. The closest positions 1, 3

and 5 are at 20 m, 20.1 m and 20.2 m from the reactor

core, while positions 2 and 4 are at 21.5 m and 22.2 m,

respectively.

The reactor building consists of a steel reinforced

1.2 m thick concrete dome and an inner 3.8 cm thick

steel containment structure. The concrete roof of the

ZA28R027 room has a thickness of 0.35 m and two

0.7 m thick crossbeams, as indicated by dashed black

rectangles in figure 2. All these components provide an

average overburden between 7-8 m water equivalent (m

w.e.). This strongly suppresses the hadronic component

of cosmic radiation. During the reactor maintenance pe-

riods the 10 m diameter reactor drywell head with a

thickness of 3.8 cm is positioned over the room indi-

cated by the dashed blue circle, increasing the overbur-

den by approximately 0.25 m w.e. More details about

the overburden determination for CONUS+ are pre-

sented in Sec. 4.

The environmental conditions in the room (hu-

midity, pressure, temperature and radon concentra-

tion) were monitored with a commercial RadonScout

Fig. 1: Scheme of the CONUS+ location inside the KKL

containment [20]. The ZA28R027 and the Ex-HPU-B

locations evaluated during the background measure-

ment campaign are also indicated.

Fig. 2: Scaled top view ZA28R027 room with the

CONUS+ detector (red) installed. The experiment is

isolated through a metallic wall (red dashed line). Two

concrete reinforcements increased the roof thickness by

0.7 m (black dash lines). The five measurement posi-

tions studied during the background characterization

campaign are indicated by green dots. The reactor dry-

well head with a diamter of 10 m and thickness of 3.8 cm

is placed over the room in reactor off time (blue dashed

line).
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Home device from SARAD before the CONUS+ in-

stallation. The relative humidity was stable within an

average of (50 ± 2)% and the pressure varied within

[968, 984] mbar. The room temperature showed a mean

value of 29◦C and variations up to 4◦C. Considering

the maximum 5.6 kW consumption power of the full

CONUS+ electronics setup and the reduced ventilation

conditions in ZA28R027, the temperature in the room

would raise above 35◦C, reaching stressful conditions

for the CONUS+ detector operation. For this reason,

an air cooling (AC) system was installed to keep a

stable temperature around 22◦C and reducing varia-

tions below 2◦C. Finally, the air-borne radon concen-

tration in the room turned out to have an average of

(110±7) Bq m−3 and variations up to (80±5) Bq m−3.

During reactor operation relatively strong vibra-

tions are produced close to the reactor core. These small

movements of the detector and its surrounding compo-

nents can induce microphonic events [26]. For this rea-

son, the vibrations were evaluated in all five positions

of figure 2 and were compared to the ones observed at

the Max-Planck-Institut für Kernphysik (MPIK) un-

der laboratory conditions. The vibrations were mea-

sured up to 3 kHz with a Kistler LabAmp Type 5165A,

which is a low-noise charge amplifier for dynamic sig-

nals with an integrated data acquisition system. The

device is based on three piezoelectric sensors (one per

dimension) with a sensitivity of 10 mV/g and a sam-

pling rate of 10 MHz. No significant vibration increases

were found in the vertical axis, while in the horizontal

plane the amplitudes were six times larger than under

laboratory conditions. However, their contribution has

still a negligible impact on the overall CONUS+ detec-

tor performance.

3 Gamma-ray background and surface

contamination

3.1 Gamma-ray background

The γ-ray background in room ZA28R027 was studied

with the low background p-type coaxial HPGe CONus

RADiation (CONRAD) detector [27] at the five differ-

ent positions that are indicated in figure 2. The spec-

trum below 2700 keVee is expected to be dominated

by natural radioactivity. Above this energy one ex-

pects almost exclusively γ-ray lines that are induced by

neutron-captures in surrounding materials which can

reach energies up to 10 MeV. The method allows for

the identification of the isotope production in the sur-

rounding environment and from the γ-line count rate

the reactor neutron fluence can be indirectly estimated.

Fig. 3: CONRAD setup including the HPGe detector,

the UPS, the LYNX DAQ, the portable PC and the

aluminum support structure.

CONRAD has an active mass of (1.90±0.15) kg that

allows to detect high energetic γ-lines up to 11 MeVee.

The trigger efficiency was measured to be constant in

the whole energy range using different pulser scans. Sev-

eral energy calibrations were performed with a 60Co

source before and after operation at reactor, ensuring

the energy resolution and energy scale stability of the

detector during the whole background determination

campaign. As indicated in [27], due to a small non-

linearity within the energy scale the energy regions be-

low 2.7 MeVee and above 3.5 MeVee are calibrated inde-

pendently with two linear functions. The data collection

was performed with a LYNX DAQ system, which also

provides a stable high and low voltage supply to the Ge

detector. Additionally, an uninterruptible power supply

system (UPS) was installed to avoid power cuts during

the operation at KKL. All these devices were installed

on an aluminum support structure for detector trans-

port and to reduce the risk of surface contamination

(sc. Sec. 3.2). The setup used for the γ-ray background

measurement at KKL is shown in figure 3.

From the γ-ray measurement conducted with CON-

RAD inside ZA28R027 one can conclude that natu-

ral radioactivity indeed dominates the spectrum be-

low 2.7 MeVee. The spectrum from a 1 day lasting

measurement in position 2 is displayed in figure 4. Re-

garding the other four positions, the contributions from

the Th and U decay chains and 40K are present with

similar γ-line intensities. However, the most intense γ-

lines are from 60Co decays. Their intensities amount to

2 · 105 counts d−1kg−1 in position 2, and vary up to

factor of three in the other positions.

The spectrum above 3.5 MeVee obtained in a 1 day

lasting measurement in position 2 in ZA28R027 is

shown in figure 5. All visible γ-lines are neutron-
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induced and correlated with the neutrons, that escape

the reactor core, and thus with the reactor thermal

power. The accompanying γ-radiation originates from

neutron captures in the structural materials of the re-

actor. In particular, they originate from 28Si, the most

abundant isotope in silicon (92.2%) and from 40Ca

(94.8%), which are typically present in the Portland

cement [28] and aggregates used in the KKL reinforced

concrete. Additionally, several γ-lines from 53Fe and
56Fe are visible, both attributed to neutron captures in

the metallic parts of the reactor structure. Not only the

full-energy peak (FEP) lines, but also single and dou-

ble escape peaks (SEP and DEP) are observed, where

one or both of the γ-rays from e−e+ pair production

and subsequent annihilation within the HPGe diode

can escape the detection volume. In general, the in-

tegral rate above 2.7 MeVee is reduced about 26 times

compared to ZA408 at KBR, decreasing from 155 to

6 counts s−1 kg−1.

In order to understand this difference in γ-radiation

at KKL and KBR, the count rates per day, kilogram

and GW are summarized in table 1 for the main re-

actor correlated γ-lines observed above 3.5 MeV. Next

to the main experimental rooms ZA28R027 at KKL

and ZA408 at KBR [22], the Ex-HPU-B position at

KKL was investigated (see figure 1 for more details).

The γ-line energies and branching ratios were extracted

from [29]. The count rates were determined by a count-

ing method except for the double peak structure of 57Fe

at 7631 keV and 7641 keV, which was determined fol-

lowing the method described in [22]. The systematic un-

certainty on the CONRAD mass is the dominant factor

for the count rate estimation, considering the energy

calibration a second order effect.

The γ-lines related to 28Si and 40Ca are only ob-

served in the ZA28R027 room. In the case of Ex-HPU-

B it can be explained with a lack of concrete around

this location. In the case of ZA408 [22] it can be ex-

plained with the usage of another type of reinforced

concrete that is e.g. not silica-fume based. On the con-

trary, the 16N γ-radiation, which is produced in (n,p)

reactions on 16O in the water of the cooling cycle, is

relatively intense at ZA408, while at Ex-HPU-B it is

partially suppressed and at ZA28R027 fully suppressed.

The reason is, that the two KKL positions are more

distant from their cooling cycle compared to the KBR

position, whose distance of the CONUS detector to its

primary cooling cycle was only 3.8 m [22]. For the KKL

locations, the highest contribution comes from the Fe

isotopes, with values almost 13 and 250 times larger

than at KBR in the ZA28R027 and Ex-HPU-B po-

sitions, respectively . This difference can be achieved

with a greater amount of steel or a higher neutron flux.

However, looking at the 63Cu isotope produced in the

CONRAD copper cryostat, the second option can be

confirmed as the main effect. A 16 times larger count

rate was measured in ZA28R027 compared to KBR,

which increased up to 140 times in the closer position.

This suggests a larger neutron flux at KKL. This result

is in agreement with the direct neutron fluence mea-

surements reported in Sec. 5.

3.2 Surface contamination

The in-situ measurements of the γ-ray background

performed with the CONRAD detector (Sec. 3.1)

did not allow to distinguish the two contributing

parts: nuclear radiation originating from the bulk

of the surrounding materials and fluids (i.e. de-

cays inside the concrete, steel structure or water

cooling cycles) and radiation attributed to volatile

surface contamination (i.e. dust particulates with

radioisotopic contamination). The latter one can

have stronger local and temporal variations and an

accidental, even smaller cross-contamination of the

intrinsically ultra low background CONUS shield and

detector parts during their assembly could easily occur

and have an unwanted enhancement of the background.

In order to quantify the level of surface contam-

ination and its potential impact on CONUS and

CONUS+ data, we performed a series of wipe tests

of floor and wall surfaces at both experimental sites

ZA28R027 in KKL and ZA408 in KBR before/after

adopting cleaning procedures. The wipe tests were

performed with a water-soap mixture over an area of

100 cm2. An extraction efficiency of 10% is considered

in the follow. Wipe tests of shield and detector com-

ponents were further performed before/after assembly

at KBR and 5 years later during disassembly of the

experiment to understand the risk of accidental cross-

contamination and the effectiveness of counteractions.

82 out of 105 performed wipe tests were evaluated by

means of γ-ray spectroscopy using the low background

Ge detectors Bruno and Corrado [30] operated at

the Low Level Laboratory of MPIK. In this case the

measurements lasted 3.1 days on average, accumulat-

ing a total measurement livetime of 253 days. For a

subset of 56 wipes, 30-minutes lasting α/β counting

measurements using an LB790 proportional counter

system by Berthold Instruments were conducted.

As summarized in Table 2, the high resolution Ge

energy spectra of the wipes revealed the presence of

different surface-soluble isotopes, whose characteristic

composition depends on the reactor sites. Wipe tests
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Fig. 4: Gamma-ray energy spectrum below 2.7 MeV as measured with the non-shielded CONRAD detector inside

ZA28R027. The spectrum is dominated by natural radioactivity emitted from the surrounding structural materials.

The decaying isotopes are mentioned for the most intense γ-lines.
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from KKL contain mainly 60Co and 54Mn, but also

traces of 156Eu. On the contrary, wipes from KBR

contain mainly 60Co and 137Cs, with additional traces

of 54Mn, 134Cs, m110Ag and 125Sb. All of them are

either progenies of fission products in the fuel rods

or are produced in reactor materials via neutron

activation. They are released due to corrosion/erosion

processes and microscopic leaks continuously or during

outages and decommissioning phases. As confirmed by

our α/β counter measurements, among the detected

isotopes there are only β- and no α-emitters.

Figure 6 depicts energy spectra of two representative

wipe tests of the floor surface taken in room ZA28R027

at KKL (pos. 2 in Figure 2) as well as in room ZA408

at KBR, as measured by means of Ge γ-spectroscopy.

The γ-line intensities found in several wipe tests of

floor and wall surfaces at the two places are reported

in Table 3. On one side all intensities are relatively

small, on the other side the 60Co isotope dominates

especially within the KKL wipe tests; the overall

determined mean count rate of the related 1332.5 keV

γ-line is (425±160) and (275±215) counts d−1 for KKL
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Table 1: Main neutron-induced γ-lines over 3.5 MeVee identified in CONRAD’s energy spectra that were mea-

sured at KKL and KBR during reactor on periods. At KKL two measurement positions were considered: the

CONUS+ room ZA28R027 and the Ex-HPU-B room. At KBR the measurement taken in the CONUS room ZA408

is reported. The production channels (PC), the energy and PC branching ratios (br) from literature are given

as well [29]. The count rates are given in terms of [counts d−1 kg−1 GW−1]. Count rates marked with * were

measured as one-peak structure and the single count rates were extracted as described in [22].

PC / Energy [keVee] /BR[%] KKL: Ex-HPU-B KKL: ZA28R027 KBR: ZA408

53Fe(n,γ)54Fe (reactor structure)

8787 SEP 573±45 18.5±1.5 5.1±0.8

9298 (100%) 707±56 19.7±1.6 5.9±0.9

56Fe(n,γ)57Fe (reactor structure)

4217 (23.0%) 1896±149 78.5±6.2 not visible

5920 (33.8%) 2504±190 95.1±7.5 not visible

6018 (34.8%) 2787±220 98.0±7.4 not visible

7120 SEP 6974±596* 285±23* not visible

7135 SEP double peak double peak double peak

7278 (20.7%) 1544±122 80.5±6.4 6.1±0.9

7631 (100%) 8717±735* 363±29* 72±11*

7646 (86.2%) double peak double peak double peak

63Cu(n,γ)64Cu (HPGe cryostat)

7406 SEP 1992±157 228±18 14.3±2.1

7638 (48.9%) 995±79* 120±9* 8.3±1.2*

7916 (100%) 2034±161 245±19 15.6±2.3

28Si(n,γ)29Si (concrete CONUS+ room)

3539 (100%) not visible 276±22 not visible

4934 (93.3%) not visible 213±17 not visible

6379 (16.0%) not visible 19.9±1.6 not visible

7199 (10.0%) not visible 6.8±0.5 not visible

40Ca(n,γ)41Ca (concrete CONUS+ room)

4418 (17.1%) not visible 105±8 not visible

6419 (43.5%) not visible 181±14 not visible

16O(n,pγ)16N (reactor cooling system)

5617 SEP 7143±564 not visible 26301±3945

6128 (67%) 12652±998 not visible 44782±6774

7115 (4.9%) 2526±199 not visible 5314±797

floor and walls, respectively. From the β-counting

method, which sums over all isotopic contributions,

one obtains an averaged surface activity of (48±16)

versus (36±15)mBq cm−2. In a few cases, hot spots

were localized on floor and wall surfaces with activities

∼10 times above average. Walls are in general cleaner,

and the 156Eu isotope is almost exclusively found on

floor samples.

From wipe tests of equipment used in this work, we

observed that it can be cross-contaminated, specifically,

when setups such as electrical cryocoolers and DAQs,

that include ventilation systems, are placed close to the

floor over a period of several weeks. In order to quantify

the impact of a cross-contamination on the background

budget of CONUS+ detectors, we placed the wipe of

the KKL floor pos. 2 on the top outer surface of Cor-

rado’s end cap. This low background detector has an
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Fig. 6: Energy spectra of two representative wipe tests taken at the CONUS and CONUS+ experimental sites, as

measured with low background Ge γ-ray spectroscopy in the Low Level Laboratory of MPIK.

Table 2: List of artificial radioisotopes found in surface contamination of the CONUS and CONUS+ experimental

sites within the safety containment of the nuclear power plants Brokdorf (KBR) and Leibstadt (KKL) after ∼35

and ∼40 years of reactor operation. Their origin and most probable production mechanisms are from [31, 32]. As

expected, the nuclide-vectors are reactor-dependent.

nuclide decay mode half-life production channel origin and presence KKL KBR
60Co β− 5.27 y 59Co(n,γ)60Co 59Co: trace constituent in carbon and x x

stainless steel structural parts
54Mn β−, β+ 312.3 d 54Fe(n,p)54Mn 54Fe: present in construction materials, e.g. x x

pressure vessel, fuel support, primary circuit
137Cs β− 30.07 y – 137Cs: progeny of the fission products 137Xe, - x

137I, 137Te leaking to primary coolant
134Cs β− 2.06 y 133Cs(n,γ)134Cs 133Cs: progeny of the fission product 133Xe - x

leaking through fuel rods to primary coolant
m110Ag β− 249.79 d 109Ag(n,γ)m110Ag 109Ag: present in Ag-In-Cd control rods and - x

sealing the head of the reactor pressure vessel
156Eu β− 15.19 d 153Eu(3n,γ)156Eu 153Eu: Presence of rare earth elements in x -

e.g. reactor graphite and bioshield concretes
125Sb β− 2.76 y 124Sb(n,γ)125Sb 124Sb: present in irradiated cladding - x

or in moderator tubes fabricated of Zr alloys

active mass of 845 g, which is similar to the one of the

CONUS detectors (sc. Table 1 in [26]). For the same

γ-emitter this leads to similar Peak-to-Compton ratios

and thus comparable spectral shape contributions over

a wide energy range. It was found, that the background

rate of Corrado in the region (100,440) keV increases

by 2400 counts d−1kg−1. Adding this contribution to

the background rates measured at KBR with the C1,

C2 and C3 detectors (sc. Table 8 in [27]), this would

translate into a background increase of factor 4.5 to

8.7. In other regions of interest at the keV scale, a simi-

lar background increase is expected. This demonstrates

the difficulty to carry out an ultra low background

rare-physics-process experiment at such locations de-

manding proper measures. In CONUS we applied the

following counteractions. First, floors and walls were

cleaned with water-soap mixture allowing to reduce the

surface contamination by up to a factor ∼5. Second,

during transport of the setup all parts were wrapped

into plastic foil. Third, assembly took place under reg-

ular exchange of gloves and partly within a protection

tent with slight overpressure. Wipe tests of the dissem-



9

Table 3: Ge-spectroscopic measurements of γ-line intensities from wipe tests performed in the experimental sites

of CONUS at KBR and of CONUS+ at KKL. The count rates are reported for γ-lines in italic letters and are

expressed in units of [counts d−1 kg−1]. The KKL floor positions coincide with the ones in Figure 2, while the

wall positions are from the walls closest to the CONUS+ shield setup. Entries denoted with ‘n.v.’ are negligible /

below the detection threshold of the used low background Ge detector.

nuclide γ-lines / keV KBR floor KKL floor KKL wall
Pos. 1 Pos. 2 Pos. 3 Pos. 4 Pos. 1 Pos. 2 Pos. 3

60Co 1332.5, 1173.2 286 1328 845 597 166 710.1 267.6 199.4
54Mn 834.8 25 35 326 56 10 6.3 0 28.3
137Cs 661.7 141 n.v. n.v. n.v. n.v. n.v. n.v. n.v.
134Cs 795.9, 604.7 14 n.v. n.v. n.v. n.v. n.v. n.v. n.v.
m110Ag 884.7, 763.9, 937.5, 1384.3 32 n.v. n.v. n.v. n.v. n.v. n.v. n.v.
156Eu 811.8, 1076.0, 1079.2, 2269.9 n.v. 9.5 19.1 3.5 7.7 n.v. n.v. n.v.
125Sb 427.9, 380.5, 600.6 37 n.v. n.v. n.v. n.v. n.v. n.v. n.v.

bled CONUS setup at KBR in December 2022 revealed

that on this way the radiopurity of most shield and

detector parts can be guaranteed over a period of at

least 5 years. Only the lower part of the outer stainless

steel cage showed some contamination. We found, that

a proper cleaning with isopropanol can reduce such a

surface contamination on smooth metallic surfaces very

efficiently, while for rough plastic surfaces it is less effi-

cient.

4 Cosmic muon background

The muon flux in the room ZA28R027 is evaluated with

a small liquid scintillator detector designed and assem-

bled at MPIK, which allows to measure muons up to

16 MeV. It consists of a cylindrical PTFE cell with

a diameter of 5 cm and a height of 6 cm, resulting in

an active volume of about 120 cm3. An UV-transparent

glass plate couples the cell to a 2” ET Enterprise 9954B

photo-multiplier tube (PMT) which detects the scin-

tillation light. Both are embedded inside a light tight

aluminum housing. The cell is filled with Ultima Gold

F from Perkin Elmer, a liquid scintillator chosen for

its safer high flash point (150◦C), fast response, high

light yield and good pulse shape particle discrimina-

tion (PSD) properties. The signals are acquired with

a 250 MHz CAEN V1725 analog-to-digital converter

(ADC) module controlled with the CAEN CoMPASS

software.

Before the measurements at KKL the detector

was calibrated at MPIK with a 137Cs source (γ-line

at 661 keV), and with the γ-lines at 1460 keV and

2615 keV from 40K and 208Tl, respectively, induced on-

site by natural radioactivity. Because of the small vol-

ume of the cell, the Compton edge is used for energy

calibration following the method described in [33]. The

presence of impurities, as oxygen, can degrade the light

yield of liquid scintillators [34]. For this reason, sev-

eral calibrations were performed during the background

characterization campaign to ensure a stable light yield.

The pulse shape analysis of the scintillation light can

be used to identify and discriminate different incident

particle types. The different ratios of charge integrals

of a short gate window covering the beginning of the

pulse (Qfast) and a long gate period over the full sig-

nal (Qtot), provides a powerful particle discrimination

technique in liquid scintillators. A new variable, F40, is

defined as the fraction of the light detected in the first

40 ns of the pulse respect to the the full 1 µs signal

length. The measured total integrated charge is repre-

sented with respect to the F40 value in figure 7 at KKL

during a reactor off time period. There are two bands

of events, separated by different F40 values. The lower

band with F40 values in the range [0.5, 0.85] is asso-

ciated mainly with neutrons, while the upper band in

[0.85, 0.95] is due to electron recoil events.

Two distributions of events can be differentiated in

the electron recoil band. The first one at low energy

below 2.7 MeV is consistent with γ-rays from environ-

mental radioactivity. The second distribution consists

of a narrow band of events from 3 to 16 MeV, consis-

tent with muons produced in cosmic-ray events. Sat-

uration effects decrease the F40 values at high energy

for muons. For this reason, a data-based PSD cut is

developed using an 241AmBe neutron source,to remove

high energy neutrons while accounting for saturation ef-

fects. The muon region (indicated by red dashed lines),

is estimated applying this PSD cut and a 3 MeV en-

ergy threshold. The environmental γ-rays and the very

small neutron contribution are efficiently suppressed

with these selection cuts.

The measured muon energy spectra at Earth’s

surface at MPIK campus (blue) and in the final

CONUS+ position at KKL (red) are compared in fig-

ure 8 after applying the selection cuts. The MPIK cam-
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Fig. 7: F40 variable versus deposited energy as mea-

sured at KKL in reactor on time during one day. There

are three distributions of events associated with neu-

trons, environmental γ-rays, and cosmic muons. A PSD

cut and a 3 MeV energy threshold cut (two red dashed

lines) are applied to select muon events.

pus is situated at ∼350 m above sea level (m a.s.l.),

which is very similar to room ZA28R027 at KKL lo-

cated at 366 m a.s.l. Thus, similar muon fluxes are ex-

pected in both locations. The measurement at KKL was

performed during reactor off time to avoid the impact

of high energy γ-rays. The spectral shape is identical in

both measurements with a bump at ∼ 8 MeV produced

by muons with a vertical incidence.

A simple Geant4 simulation allows to de-

duce the muon flux from the scintillation detec-

tor rate. The muon flux measured at MPIK is

(200±5) muons s−1m−2, in good agreement with the

value reported in [35]. The muon flux is reduced to

(107±3) muons s−1m−2 at KKL, which is 1.9 times

smaller than at surface. This corresponds to an average

overburden of (7.4±0.1) m w.e. for the CONUS+ de-

tector in ZA28R027 according to [35]. This value is in

good agreement with the one estimated from the reac-

tor’s technical drawings in Sec. 3. A muon flux reduc-

tion of ∼3% is observed when the reactor drywell head

is placed over the room, consistent with an overbur-

den increased between 0.2-0.3 m w.e. The cosmic-ray

hadronic component is suppressed more than 2 orders

of magnitude by the 7.4 m w.e overburden. Addition-

ally, the CONUS+ shield material over the Ge detectors

provides an additional ∼ 3 m w.e. of overburden, avoid-
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Fig. 8: Muon energy spectra after selection cuts on sur-

face (blue) and inside the CONUS+ room at KKL dur-

ing reactor off time (red) normalize to one day exposure.

Both spectra have the same shape with a 1.9 scaling fac-

tor, equivalent to an overburden of 7.4 m w.e.

ing the cosmogenic activation of the CONUS+ HPGe

detectors [35]. More details about the cosmogenic neu-

tron flux are discussed in Sec. 5.2.

The CONUS experimental location ZA408 at KBR

had an average overburden of 24 m w.e. [22]. At this

depth, the muon flux is reduced by 4.5 times with re-

spect to Earth’s surface. The number of muon-induced

neutrons in Pb can be estimated for 7.4 m w.e. us-

ing [35] as 8.7 × 10−4 neutrons s−1m−2, which is 2.3

times larger than in room ZA408 of KBR. For this rea-

son, the CONUS+ shield was modified with the inclu-

sion of a second inner muon veto system to improve the

rejection efficiency of muon-induced background pro-

duced in the CONUS+ shield [20].

5 Neutron fluence measurement at KKL

The neutron energy spectrum in room ZA28R027 at

KKL was directly measured using the Extended Range

Bonner Sphere Spectrometer (ERBSS) of the Paul

Scherrer Institut (PSI) which consists of a set of ther-

mal neutron sensors that are either operated barely or

are surrounded by moderator spheres of different di-

ameters and materials [36]. The mostly hydrogen-rich

spheres moderate fast neutrons via multiple collisions

and scattering processes and thereby turning them into

detectable thermal neutrons. The thermal neutron sen-
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Fig. 9: Neutron response functions of the Bonner

spheres used for the measurement providing a wide en-

ergy sensitivity range from 10−9 MeV to 103 MeV.

sors used in this work are spherical Centronic SP9 pro-

portional counters filled with 2.3 bar of 3He and 1.2 bar

of Kr. These counters detect thermalized neutrons via

the reaction:

n +3He →3H+ p +Q, with Q=764 keV. (1)

While the bare sensors are sensitive to thermal neu-

trons, sensors enclosed in the differently configured
PE spheres have a different energy-dependent response

to neutrons. The spectrometer has been characterized

via Monte Carlo methods [37]. The results are veri-

fied through measurements in quasi-monoenergetic ref-

erence fields [38]. The energy response of all these com-

binations as used for the measurements at KKL are

shown in figure 9. The peak of the neutron response

function shifts to higher neutron energies as the size

of the moderator sphere diameter increases. The re-

sponse function dramatically increases for neutron en-

ergies above En∼ 50 MeV with the inclusion of a Cu

shell. The latter case allows to check for the presence

of high-energy cosmic-ray induced neutrons (En∼ 100

MeV [39]).

Different methods can be used to deduce the

spectral neutron distribution from measurements

with ERBSS [40]. However, the deconvolution of a

spectral neutron distribution covering several orders of

magnitude in energy from a few measurement points

with linear dependent response functions can lead to

different solutions which are in agreement with the

data [41]. A method suitable to analyze the presented

measurements is Bayesian Parameter Estimation using

a parameterized model [42]. The analysis was carried

out using Monte Carlo methods described in [43]. The

employed parametrization was optimized for spectral

neutron distributions expected behind shielding of

high-energy accelerators with a significant neutron

component in the thermal and evaporation regions [44].

Prior to the neutron fluence detmination with the

ERBSS system, the thermal neutron rate inside room

ZA28R027 was evaluated with a bare SP9 counter in

the first four positions indicated in figure 2 during re-

actor on periods. A non-uniform neutron rate within

the room was measured during reactor on, with val-

ues between 0.59 and 0.73 neutrons s−1, following a

1/r2 behaviour with r being the distance to the reac-

tor core center. The neutron rate was also measured in

the Ex-HPU-B position with values ranging from 4.9

to 6.4 neutrons s−1, also following an 1/r2 flux depen-

dence. Due to the non-uniform neutron flux in the room

during reactor on periods, the neutron fluence was eval-

uated as close as possible to the final CONUS+ location,

exchanging the different spheres always in the same po-

sition.

In addition, the neutron rate dependence with the

thermal power was studied with a 5′′ sphere, which is

mainly sensitive to a wide neutron energy range [10−7,

10−1]MeV (sc. figure 9). In figure 10 the evolution of

the normalized count rate in the SP9 (blue marker) and

the reactor thermal power (red solid) is shown, during a

short reactor maintenance operation, in which the ther-

mal power was reduced by approximately 25%. The evo-

lution of the normalized average count rate in the KKL

neutron monitoring sensors (black dashed) is also in-

cluded as a second reference. These consist of four NA-

250 argon filled uranium fission chambers (22.5% 235U,

77.5% 234U). They are housed in steel dry-tubes and lo-

cated in the moderator rich bypass region between the

fuel elements. The neutron signals measured in room

ZA28R027 follow the same trend observed in the other

two curves also in terms of amplitude, probing that

most of the detected neutrons are neutrons escaping

the reactor core and which must be correlated with the

thermal power. For this reason, the neutron rate was

monitored during the whole measurement campaign to

ensure a stable neutron flux from reactor core.

The neutron fluence measurements at KKL were

carried out using a subset of spheres to minimize the

measurement time while still covering the complete en-

ergy range of the expected neutron field. The employed

moderator configuration consisted of 6 polyethylene
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Fig. 10: Evolution of neutron rate in 5′′ sphere (blue),

thermal power (red) and KKL neutron sensor (black)

during reactor maintenance operations on December

3rd, 2023. All curves follow the same trend probing that

most of the neutrons detected in the ZA28R027 room

are produced by the reactor.

(PE) spheres of 3′′, 4.5′′, 6′′, 8′′, 10′′ and 12′′ in diam-

eter, and one modified 8′′ PE sphere containing a Cu

shell of 1′′ thickness. Five different SP9 proportional

counters were used for the measurements at KKL with

a Dextray ACHP96 pre-amplifier and a CAEN A1422

pre-amplifier. The signals were processed and acquired

with the CAEN V1725 ADC module and the CAEN

CoMPASS software, producing a pulse height spectra

(PHS) for each measurement.

Figure 11 shows a typical PHS measured at KKL

(blue). Due to the low signal rate above threshold (down

to 50 counts h−1), the PHS was fitted with a measured

reference PHS (red) to extract the neutron count rate.

For this purpose, each SP9 detector was calibrated in

the PSI verification stand using an 241AmBe source [37].

This also allows to correct for pressure difference be-

tween the volumetric equal counters, which could pro-

duce differences in the number of neutrons detected.

The peak on the right side of the PHS corresponds to

the full energy deposition of the reaction products in

the gas (Q=764 keV), with a small distortion at higher

energies produced by the pre-amplifier electronics. The

continuous left part of the spectrum is formed by those

particles which deposit only part of their energy in

the gas and are absorbed in the wall of the detector.

This is known as the ‘wall effect’ [21]. The peak in the
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Fig. 11: Pulse height spectrum of the bare 3He-filled

SP9 proportional counter fitted to a reference spectrum

(red) for the count rate determination. The reference

spectrum was acquired with an 241AmBe source in the

PSI verification stand.

outermost left part is produced by environmental γ-

rays, which are rejected with an energy threshold of

∼ 160 keV.

5.1 Neutrons during reactor on time

The data set during reactor on was acquired with the

arrangement shown in figure 12, where the bare counter

and all the different moderator spheres mentioned be-

fore, using the same SP9 counter, were placed one after

another in position 5 in figure 2, which is close to the

final CONUS+ shield-detector setup. The thermal neu-

tron counters within the moderator spheres were at a

height of 50 cm above ground. The measurement time

for the different configurations amounted to 1-4 days

due to the low count rate. The neutron flux was mon-

itored during the whole campaign by a bare counter

and an 8′′ PE sphere placed at 30 cm from the other

moderator spheres. The count rate measured in the lat-

ter two detectors was stable at a 3% level, confirming

the constant reactor thermal power during the whole

measurement campaign.

The neutron count rate for each sphere configura-

tion is shown in figure 13 after normalizing by the reac-

tor thermal power. The count rates were calculated fit-

ting the PHS as described previously. The uncertainty

of the fit is considered for each measurement individu-
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Fig. 12: Experimental arrangement used during reactor

on measurements. The bare detector and the 8′′ PE on

the left were used as a monitor of the neutron fluence

rate. The moderator spheres were placed in position 5

of the ZA28R027 room, close to the final CONUS+ loca-

tion (black sphere, right). Each moderator sphere was

placed on this position one after another.

ally. The bare counter was removed from the analysis

due inconsistency with the other sphere configurations.

The calculated neutron energy distribution ϕon(En)

is represented in figure 14 with respect to the neutron

energy, En, in terms of the lethargy representation. Due

to the low count rates and shape of the spectrum, the

parameters of the parametrized model described above

were reduced by fixing the location of the evaporation
and cascade peak as expected from Monte Carlo simu-

lations (see Sec. 5.2).

The measured reactor spectrum shape is similar to the

one obtained in [22], with a thermal peak in the sub-eV

region, a no-flat intermediate region up to a few keV

and a bump around 1 MeV produced mainly by muon-

induced neutrons in the reactor building. In addition,

an tiny peak is also visible at 100 MeV produced by

cosmogenic neutrons. The integral quantity of the neu-

tron fluence normalized to the KKL thermal energy is

shown in table 4 for the individual En regions of the

neutron energy distribution. The energy regions are de-

fined as follows: thermal [1.0 · 10−9, 4.0 · 10−7] MeV;

intermediate [4.0 · 10−7, 0.1] MeV; fast [0.1, 20] MeV;

and cascade [20, 1000] MeV. Due to the lack of res-

olution at high-energies, the fast and cascade regions

are integrated together. Similar to the KBR, the neu-

tron field is highly thermalized with about 75% of the

neutrons with energies below 0.4 eV. The overall neu-

tron fluence is a factor 30 stronger than in CONUS
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Fig. 13: Neutron counts in the individual Bonner

spheres during reactor on normalized to 1 GW h, as

function of the sphere diameter. The data point at 0

corresponds to the bare detector. The data point at 18

corresponds to the 8′′ modified sphere. The error bars

are in some cases smaller than the size of the symbols.

at KBR. This much larger neutron contribution was

already anticipated from the indirect estimations using

the 63Cu γ-lines from the CONRAD cryostat (Sec. 3.1).

However, simulations show a negligible impact over the

CONUS+ background, with an impact in the [0.15,

1.0] keVee energy region, more than one order of mag-
nitude below the expected CEνNS signal.

Table 4: Integrated neutron fluence from the reactor-

on measurement and normalized to the KKL thermal

energy output of 1 GW h. The energy regions are de-

fined as follows: thermal [1.0 · 10−9, 4.0 · 10−7] MeV;

intermediate [4.0 · 10−7, 0.1] MeV; fast + cascade [0.1,

1000] MeV.

Energy region ϕ [cm−2 (GW h)−1]

thermal 195.7±18.6

intermediate 62.4±4.3

fast + cascade 4.2±3.4

total 262.3±13.1
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Fig. 14: Measured neutron energy distribution ϕon(En)

resulting from the analysis of the reactor on data nor-

malized to the energy emitted by the reactor.

5.2 Neutrons during reactor off time

The data set during reactor off was acquired with 5 SP9

counters at the same time due to the limited available

time. The set used during reactor off period consisted of

one bare counter, three counters embedded in the 3.5′′,

8′′and 12′′ polyethylene spheres, and another counter

using the 8′′ sphere with the Cu shell. The spheres were

placed around position 2 in figure 2, with a separation

between spheres of only 30 cm due to space constraints.

A total measurement time of 5 days was acquired in

this configuration. As expected, during reactor off time

the count rate decreased several orders of magnitude,

but still remains higher than in KBR during reactor off

periods. This is consistent with the higher cosmic-ray

neutron contribution expected from the smaller over-

burden. However, the short measurement time and the

close distance between the different spheres limited the

possibility of obtaining a reliable spectrum with the un-

folding method previously employed.

For this reason, an alternative approach was fol-

lowed based on simulations as done in other experi-

ments [45, 46]. The cosmogenic neutrons were isotrop-

ically generated following the experimental spectrum

measured on surface in [47] and propagated through

the well-known reactor building geometry until the

ZA28R027 room. The shape of the outdoor ground-level

neutron spectrum above 5 MeV does not change sig-

nificantly with the altitude, the vertical geomagnetic

cutoff rigidity, Rc, or the solar modulation [48], be-

coming only necessary to correct for them in the to-

tal neutron flux normalization. A total neutron flux of

(1.4 ± 0.2) · 10−2 neutrons s−1cm−2 on surface is esti-

mated using [48] at the KKL location, considering a Rc

of ∼4 GeV and an elevation of 366 m. A similar value

was found in [45]. The second contributor to the neu-

tron spectra during reactor off are the muon-induced

neutrons produced in the reactor building, in partic-

ular in the concrete of the ZA28R027 room. For this

purpose, muons are generated isotropically following

the spectrum from [23] over the CONUS+ room with

a normalization factor able to directly reproduce the

flux measured in Sec. 4.

In this way, 4 · 108 primary neutrons and 4 · 108 pri-

mary muons have been generated, which corresponds to

an equivalent acquisition time of 28 days and 36 days,

respectively. The simulations were performed with the

framework MaGe [49], based on Geant4.10.3p03 ( [50,

51]). MaGe is well validated for low energetic electro-

magnetic processes and the neutron creation and prop-

agation through materials as demonstrated in [25]. In

figure 15 the calculated neutron spectra during reactor

off is depicted (blue). Two components are depicted:

cosmogenic neutrons (red) and muon-induced neutrons

from the reactor building (green). The original cosmo-

genic neutron flux on surface outside the reactor build-

ing is also included as reference (black). The total cos-

mogenic neutron fluence is suppressed almost 2 orders

of magnitude, but still a no negligible component over

20 MeV is observed, which will be refereed as ”cascade

neutrons” in the following. The impact of the reactor

drywell head was also studied, observing a 16% neutron

fluence reduction when it is placed over the ZA28R027

room. This effect will be properly accounted in the fu-

ture CONUS+ background model. The spectra around

1 MeV is dominated by muon-induced neutrons.

The integral quantity of the neutron fluence per day

is shown in table 4 for the individual En regions of the

neutron energy distribution. The energy regions are de-

fined as follows: thermal [1.0 · 10−9, 4.0 · 10−7] MeV;

intermediate [4.0 · 10−7, 0.1] MeV; fast [0.1, 20] MeV;

and cascade [20, 1000] MeV. A total neutron flux of

(28.2±5.3) neutrons d−1cm−2 is calculated, a factor

2 larger than in KBR, as expected due to the smaller

overburden. The neutron component below 20 MeV

has an impact below 4% of the total background rate

in the [0.4, 1.0] keVee energy region. On the other

hand, the cascade neutrons have a large impact for the

CONUS+ background, accounting for more than 50% of

the background rate in the [0.4, 1.0] keVee energy re-

gion after selection cuts. Future direct measurements

are planned to reduce the uncertainty of this back-
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Fig. 15: Simulated neutron spectra during reactor off

in the (blue) ZA28R027 room. The muon-induced neu-

trons generated in the reactor building (green) produce

a peak around 1 MeV. The cosmogenic neutrons (red)

are reduced by almost 2 orders of magnitude with re-

spect to the surface (black). A peak around 100 MeV

is produced by the latter component.

ground component and mitigation strategies are under

discussion.

Table 5: Integrated neutron fluence from the reactor-

off simulation and normalized to 1 day. The energy

regions are defined as follows: thermal [1.0 · 10−9,

4.0 · 10−7] MeV; intermediate [4.0 · 10−7, 0.1] MeV; fast

[0.1, 20] MeV; cascade [20, 1000] MeV

Energy region ϕ [cm−2 d−1]

thermal 11.5±2.2

intermediate 8.1±1.6

fast 7.6±1.1

cascade 0.9±0.2

total 28.1±5.3

In conclusion, the neutron flux was thoroughly stud-

ied for the CONUS+ experiment in the new location at

the KKL power plant, using direct measurements and

simulations. The reactor neutron component is negligi-

ble for the CEνNS detection, but a much larger cosmo-

genic neutron component than in CONUS is observed

due to the reduced overburden (only 7.4 m w.e.).

6 Summary and conclusions

Neutrino experiments located in closest vicinity to

artificial neutrino sources such as commercial nuclear

reactor cores profit from the immense neutrino fluxes,

however they have to cope with relatively high back-

ground levels due to the cosmic radiation present

at shallow depth and the artificial radioactivity in

such locations. Thus, a deep understanding of all

background sources is of fundamental importance. It is

needed to optimize the shield design of such neutrino

detectors. Further it allows to simulate the residual

background seen by the neutrino detectors inside their

shield. Finally it allows to clarify, whether problematic

background components persist, which are correlated

with the reactor thermal power generation and which

can potentially mimic the neutrino signal.

For the CONUS+ experiment at the Leibstadt

nuclear power plant (KKL) a detailed background

characterization campaign inside the assigned ex-

perimental room was performed involving different

techniques: neutron spectroscopy with Bonner spheres,

gamma-ray spectroscopy with germanium detectors,

muon flux measurement with liquid scintillators,

airborne radon detection with a radon sensitive device,

and surface contamination via alpha-beta counters

and low background germanium spectroscopy. The

applied measurement protocol and instrumentation are

similar to the ones used for the former CONUS exper-

iment, which was carried out at the Brokdorf nuclear

power plant (KBR). This allows for a direct compar-

ison of the main characteristics of the two locations,

as summarized in table 6 and discussed in the following.

The overburden as well the residual cosmic muons

at the experimental locations were measured with

a liquid scintillator detector. For KKL, an averaged

overburden of 7.4 m w.e. was determined. This is by

factor 3 smaller than the one achieved at KBR. The

overburden at KKL is large enough to suppress the

hadronic component by almost 2 orders of magnitude.

However, simulations show a no negligible contribution

from cosmogenic related neutrons over 20 MeV with

a flux of almost 1 neutron d−1cm−2, becoming the

main background component in the CEνNS region of

interest. Regarding the muon flux, it is reduced only

by factor 2 compared to surface and needs therefore

a better rejection than at KBR. The muon-induced

neutrons in the reactor building accounts for 4% of the

CONUS+ background in the [0.4, 1.0] keVee energy

region.
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Table 6: Comparison of the CONUS and CONUS+ experimental locations in terms of reactor and environmental

conditions as well as background contributions relevant for neutrino searches. Information regarding CONUS at

KBR is taken from [22, 25, 26]. Results about the gamma-radiation refer to reactor on periods only, while the

neutron fluence rates are reported for reactor on and off (r. on/off) periods at both locations. The fast neutron

fluence during reactor on periods at KKL is calculated subtracting the cascade neutron flux estimated during

reactor off periods.

Parameter CONUS at KBR CONUS+ at KKL

Reactor:

type: PWR (3rd gen., pre-Konvoi) BWR/6 Mark-III

make and model: KWU (Siemens & AEG) General Electric

operational: 1986-2021 1984-today

fuel rods: 193× UO2/MOX 648× UO2

maximum thermal power: 3.9 GW 3.6 GW

electric gross power: 1.480 GW 1.285 GW

Experimental location:

distance to reactor core: 17.1 m 20.7 m

neutrino flux: 2.3·1013 s−1cm−2 1.4·1013 s−1cm−2

average temperature: (26±3)◦C (29±4)◦C

averaged overburden: 24 m w.e. 7.4 m w.e.

height above sea level: 11 m a.s.l. 366 m a.s.l.

geographical coordinates: 53.850833◦N, 9.344722◦E 47.60135◦N , 8.18375◦E

Background radiation:

cosmic muon flux: (47±3) muons s−1m−2 (107±3) muons s−1m−2

radon concentration in air: (175±35) Bq m−3 (110±80) Bq m−3

γ-ray rate:

primary isotopes: 16N 56Fe, 28Si, 40Ca

high energy (≥ 2.7 MeVee) 155 counts kg−1 s−1 6 counts kg−1 s−1

low energy (≤ 2.7 MeVee) 690 counts kg−1 s−1 670 counts kg−1s−1

surface contamination:

primary isotopes: 60Co, 137Cs 60Co, 54Mn

secondary isotopes: 134Cs, 54Mn, m110Ag, 125Sb 156Eu

neutron fluence rate:

thermal (r. on) (601±38) cm−2d−1 (16908±1602) cm−2d−1

thermal (r. off) (4.5±0.7) cm−2d−1 (11.5±2.2) cm−2d−1

intermediate (r. on) (146±20) cm−2d−1 (5391±368) cm−2d−1

intermediate (r. off) (4.2±1.2) cm−2d−1 (8.1±1.6) cm−2d−1

fast (r. on) (14.1±4.7) cm−2d−1 (362±290) cm−2d−1

fast (r. off) (6.4±1.0) cm−2d−1 (7.6±1.1) cm−2d−1

cosmic neutrons negligible (0.9±0.2) cm−2d−1

The mean air-borne radon concentration was

found to be in both locations similarly around

110−175 Bq m−3. Values of a few 100 Bq m−3 seem to

be normal in such locations, considering the fact that

the experimental locations are within the safety con-

tainments of a reactor, in which fresh air exchange is

limited, and are surrounded by massive structural com-

ponents (concrete walls of biological shields etc.), which

naturally emanate radon. In order to mitigate airborne

radon, bottles filled with breathing air, which were

stored for a few weeks in order to allow the radon to

decay away, are used to permanently flush the detector
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chambers in CONUS and CONUS+ with radon-free air.

The gamma-radiation was studied with the same

HPGe detector CONRAD up to an energy of 11 MeVee.

Similar radioactivity levels were found for the natural

radioactivity occurring below 2.7 MeVee. For the arti-

ficial 60Co isotope with its characteristic gamma-rays

at 1.1 MeV, 1.3 MeV and 2.5 MeV different values

were found and further analyzed in terms of surface vs.

bulk contamination, with a 5 times stronger presence

in KKL. Regarding the radioactivity above 2.7 MeVee,

which is mainly induced by neutron escaping the

reactor core and captured by isotopes in the water

cooling cycle or in the construction materials, it turned

out to be 26 times smaller at the KKL site compared

to the KBR site. The reason is, that the water cooling

pipe systems, which contain the main gamma-emitter
16N, is by far more distant from the experimental site

at KKL than at KBR.

With the help of wipe tests it was possible to

distinguish further surface from bulk contamination

and to quantify the risk of a potential contamination of

the experimental setup during assembly/disassembly

and operation. The determined nuclide vectors from

wipe tests of room and shield surfaces at the KKL

and KBR experimental site turned out to be different,

reflecting differences in type, structure, materials

of the two reactors. The study confirmed also, that

the installation of the shield-detector setup can be

performed without any relevant cross-contamination,

if proper counteractions are imposed.

The neutron fluence was measured with a Bonner

Sphere [36, 52] in scientific cooperation with the

neutron divisions of the following institutions: the

Physikalisch-Technische Bundesanstalt for CONUS at

KBR, and the Paul Scherrer Institut for CONUS+ at

KKL, known for their long-lasting experience in neu-

tron spectroscopy. The measurements were performed

during reactor on and off periods to study the reactor

correlation neutron background and the permanent

cosmogenic neutron background. However, the mea-

surement during reactor off at KKL was not conclusive

and a complementary method with simulations was

followed. A total neutron fluence of (2.3±0.1) ·104 neu-

trons d−1cm−2 was measured at KKL during reactor

on, a factor 30 times larger than at KBR. For reac-

tor off periods, simulations evidenced a cosmogenic

neutron flux of (28.2±5.3) neutrons d−1cm−2, 2 times

larger than in KBR. This is consistent with the smaller

overburden measured for CONUS+.

The intercomparison of the background conditions

for CONUS+ at KKL and for CONUS at KBR led to

the following actions and conclusions:

First, the different background levels encountered at

KKL and KBR motivated us to optimize the original

CONUS shield for CONUS+: we removed one out

of five lead layers (20 instead of 25 cm), since the

high-energy gamma-radiation turned out to be less

pronounced in the case of the KKL experimental site.

The extra free space was used to integrate a second

muon veto system to enhance the overall muon veto

efficiency needed at KKL, where the muon flux is larger

due to a smaller overburden. With this counteraction

we aim to reach similar muon background contribution

in both experiments.

Second, the smaller overburden significantly increased

the cosmogenic neutron flux in the CONUS+ location.

Neutrons over 20 MeV are the dominant component

for the background spectra in the CONUS+ detectors

below a few keV. Future actions will be taken to

mitigate this background.

Third, background components correlated with the

reactor thermal power, i.e. reactor neutrons and

neutron-capture induced isotopes with decay times

of less than a few tens of seconds, are highly prob-

lematic, since they can mimic neutrino signals. We

were able to measure all these components outside

the shield-detector-setup and to simulate their impact

on the neutrino detectors inside the shield. On this

way, we could proof that their impact on the region of

interest for both experiments CONUS and CONUS+ is

negligibly small.

Fourth, the different background levels encountered at

KKL and KBR demonstrates that it is not possible

to extrapolate the background composition from one

location to the other. Even within one experimental

room the background conditions can change within a

few meters. Thus, for each exact location, in which

later on a neutrino detector together with its shield will

be installed, it is mandatory to conduct a dedicated

background characterization campaign for a correct

interpretation of the neutrino detector data. The

methods and techniques applied in this work might

serve as an example and guidance for all upcoming

reactor neutrino experiments.
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