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INTRODUCTION AND MOTIVATION

The prompt neutron period (the negative reciprocal of
the prompt neutron decay constant) can be estimated using
the Rossi-alpha technique that is predicated on fitting Rossi-
alpha histograms and of interest in nuclear criticality safety
and nonproliferation [1, 2, 3]. The histograms are traditionally
fit with a one-exponential model; however, recent work has
proposed a two-exponential model to account for reflector-
induced phenomenon [4, 5, 6]. Until recently, the uncertainty
quantification for either model was inadequate (inaccurate
and demanded large measurement times). Measurement un-
certainty quantification by sample and analytic methods was
developed and validated in Ref. [7]. The purpose of this trans-
action is to (i) validate a new bootstrap method by comparing
bin-by-bin error bar estimates and (ii) demonstrate how to
choose bin widths and reset times to optimize precision and
accuracy.

BACKGROUND

Rossi-alpha histograms for bare-metal assemblies are typ-
ically fit with a one-exponential model,

p(t)dt = Adt + Beαtdt, (1)

where the A term represents uncorrelated counts that have a
uniform probability of being detected at any time separation
and the B term represents correlated counts (same fission
chain) that follow a decaying exponential trend [1, 2, 3]. The
exponent, α, is the prompt neutron decay constant. Seminal
work discusses further, observable correlations in Rossi-alpha
histograms due to the presence of reflectors [8, 9], recent
work shows that a two-exponential model better fits Rossi-
alpha histograms of reflected assemblies [4, 5], and prior work
developed the associated two-exponential model from two-
region point kinetics [6]. The two-exponential model,

p(t)dt = Adt + B
[
ρ1er1t + ρ2er2t

]
dt (2)

has two exponents and the prompt neutron decay constant is a
linear combination of the two:

α = r1(1 − R) + r2(R), (3)

where R is a determinable parameter between 0 and 1. Further
comprehensive details are given in Ref. [6].

The details of the uncertainty quantification by the ana-
lytic and sample methods is similarly left to citation in Ref. [7].
In essence, both methods aim to first estimate the uncertainty
in the bin counts of the histogram of time differences. The
sample method splits a long measurement into several (at least

20) measurements, calculates histograms for the smaller mea-
surements, then takes a sample standard deviation bin-by-bin.
The analytic method uses a fit to infer bin-specific Gaussian
spreads and a binomial model to estimate bin-by-bin error
bars (standard deviations). The sample method is well de-
fined and taken as the ground truth or reference. Once the
bin-by-bin error bars are obtained, the uncertainty is propa-
gated through the fit algorithm by way of weighting. In the
case of the two-exponential model, the resulting uncertainty in
fit parameters is propagated to the final estimate of the prompt
neutron period.

ROSSI-ALPHA BOOTSTRAPPING ALGORITHM

A bootstrapping algorithm is based on sampling subsets
of a total dataset; for Rossi-alpha measurements, we resample
the sorted list of neutron detection times (list mode data). A
set of 1,000 subsequent times is obtained by randomly select-
ing the first time and sets are collected and combined until
the length of the list is equal to the original data set. This
final list constitutes a single sample and the size of the sets –
1,000 – is referred to as stride length. Stride lengths should
correspond to net time differences longer than typical fission
chain lengths and may be affected by amounts of background
radiation; it is preferential to choose larger times as opposed to
smaller ones, though arbitrarily large stride lengths will detri-
mentally affect precision. We resample the data 10,000 times
in this work and a Rossi-alpha histogram is created for each
resample. The variance-covariance matrix (variance on the
diagonal and covariance on the off-diagonal terms) for a given
histogram (the counts in each bin, thus the diagonal of the
variance-covariance matrix is the errorbar squared) is calcu-
lated from the 10,000 resamples. The error bars are then used
to weight the fitting algorithm as described in Ref. [6]. Note
that calculating the prompt period for each resample and then
taking a sample standard deviation is not an equivalent boot-
strapping method since the unweighted fits are less accurate
and do not adequately account for the histogram uncertainty.

MEASUREMENT

The measurement consisted of 12 trans-stilbene organic
scintillation detectors measuring a 4.5-kg sphere of weapons-
grade, alpha-phase plutonium – known as the BeRP ball –
reflected by 7.62 cm of nickel, copper, or tungsten, or 10.16
cm of copper. The measurement is identical to that of Ref. [10],
which validates the use of fast organic scintillators in Rossi-
alpha measurements. Organic scintillators are sensitive to
neutrons and photons, and the pulses are distinguished using
pulse shape discrimination. A sample plot is shown in Fig. 1.
The output of preliminary data processing is list mode data, or
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a list of neutron detection times. Comprehensive measurement
details and preprocessing steps are discussed in Refs. [7, 10].

Fig. 1. Sample pulse shape discrimination plot for the BeRP
ball reflected by 10.16 cm of copper.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The (not-yet-optimized) bootstrap method is validated
by comparing bin-by-bin relative uncertainty to the reference,
ground-truth sample method, shown in Fig. 2. Note that the
bootstrap method is less conservative than the analytic method.
The histogram uncertainty is propagated to the final estimate
of the prompt neutron period and the resulting error bars are
compared in Fig. 3; the good agreement is expected based
on the good agreement shown in Fig. 2. The improvement in
accuracy is due to weighting the fits is shown in Fig. 4.

Fig. 2. Validation of the analytic and bootstrap estimates of
bin-by-bin uncertainty for the BeRP ball reflected by 7.62 cm
of copper. The x-axis are all neutron time differences less than
1000 ns between any and all neutron detections. Only every
20 points are plotted for clarity.

Fig. 3. Validation of analytic and bootstrap methods for the
BeRP ball and 7.62 cm reflectors.

Fig. 4. Demonstration of accuracy improvement due to weight-
ing for the BeRP ball and 7.62 cm reflectors. Figure from
Ref. [7].

The uncertainty estimates are used to determine fitting
best practices that optimize precision and accuracy. Two com-
mon parameters include the histogram bin width and the reset
time (maximum time difference to record). The relative un-
certainty and relative error as a function of bin width for a
fixed 1000-ns reset time are shown in Fig. 5. The bin width
is bounded below by the effective clock tick length of the
electronics; in this work, the lower bound is 0.03 ns. It has
been observed that the minimum bin width typically results
in the lowest relative error and relative uncertainty. When
the minimum bin width is not optimal, a similar process to
the optimization of reset time, shown below, should be per-
formed. Reducing bin size reduces precision in the count
in each bin. The improved merit of smaller bin sizes indi-
cates that the reduction in uncertainty/error due to more points
for the fitting algorithm to use is greater than the increase in
uncertainty/error due to poorer statistics in each bin.



Fig. 5. Sample bin-width optimization for the BeRP ball
reflected by 10.16 cm of copper.

The relative uncertainty and relative error as a function
of reset time for a fixed 0.03-ns bin width are shown in Fig 6.
The trend in relative uncertainty suggests that arbitrarily large
reset times are preferential as the uncertainty tends to zero;
however, the magnitude of the relative error is minimized at
the elbow of the relative uncertainty curve. Since the relative
error is unknown in practice, the relationship between the two
curves must be exploited. The elbow of the relative uncer-
tainty curve is determined by finding the index of the peak of
the second derivative divided by the relative uncertainty, or
the relative curvature. The relative curvature of the relative
uncertainty curve is overlayed with the relative error curve
in Fig. 7, therein demonstrating the method. Note that this
method assumes that the relative uncertainty is sufficiently
small. If greater precision is desired, longer measurements
should be acquired if possible since using larger reset times
offers diminishing returns.

Fig. 6. Sample tail-length optimization for the BeRP ball
reflected by 7.62 cm of tungsten.

Fig. 7. Sample relative curvature plot to determine optimal
cutoff for the BeRP ball reflected by 7.62 cm of tungsten.

CONCLUSION, AND FUTURE WORK

The bootstrap method is validated by comparison to the
sample method, though we note that it is not a conservative
estimate like the analytic method is. The error bars are propa-
gated to the uncertainty in the prompt period, which are shown
to agree with the reference, sample method values within
95.4% confidence intervals. Weights should be used when
fitting Rossi-alpha histograms to properly propagate uncer-
tainty and to improve accuracy. Any of the three uncertainty
methods, shown to give equivalent results, should be used to
inform optimal bin widths and reset times, which depend on
the measurement system and the assembly being measured.

Based on observation in the developmental phase of this
work, the bootstrapping algorithm is moderately sensitive to
stride length and reset time. The 10,000 resamples was taken
from reference and the 1,000 stride length was arbitrarily
chosen to be much larger than typical fission chain lengths (a
stride length of 20 is sufficient for our system and a moderated
system would require many more). A parametric study of
the bootstrap method as a function of stride length and reset
time are the subject of future work. Similar to the Feynman-
Y method that utilizes the deviation of data from a Poisson
distribution, we are interested in investigating the feasibility
of using the optimal bin width or reset time as a signature.
A numerical derivative is used in this work to determine the
optimal reset time. Two derivatives means that the index could
be off by up to two units of ∆x, which is 10 ns in this work. In
the future, we will fit the data and take a functional derivative.
If well-behaved fits are not available, we will use an Euler
optimization scheme to zoom into optimal reset times until
the electronic limit is reached. Lastly, we intend to compare
the analytic, sample, and bootstrap methods, particularly as
a function of total measurement time. Currently, it has been
shown that the analytic and sample methods are more desirable
for on-the-fly analysis due to computational time (though the
bootstrap method could be improved with GPU and matrix
programming).
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