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Abstract

We have experimentally characterized the light-output response of a deuter-

ated trans-stilbene (stilbene-d12) crystal to quasi-monoenergetic neutrons in

the 0.8 to 4.4 MeV energy range. These data allowed us to perform neutron

spectroscopy measurements of a DT 14.1 MeV source and a 239PuBe source

by unfolding the impinging neutron spectrum from the measured light-out-

put response. The stilbene-d12 outperforms a 1H-stilbene of similar size when

comparing the shape of the unfolded spectra and the reference ones. These

results confirm the viability of non-hygroscopic stilbene-d12 crystal for direct

neutron spectroscopy without need for time-of-flight measurements. This ca-

pability makes stilbene-d12 a well suited detector for fast-neutron spectroscopy

in many applications including nuclear reaction studies, radiation protection,

nuclear non-proliferation, and space travel.
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1. Introduction

Elastic neutron scattering on light nuclei is the main interaction that en-

ables neutron detection in organic scintillators in the fast neutron energy range

(100 keV - 20 MeV). The energy deposited within the detector volume is ab-

sorbed and subsequently emitted in the form of photons in the blue-UV range

and converted into current pulses by light-readout devices, such as photo-multiplier

vacuum tubes (PMTs). The energy deposited, and hence the light output read-

out signal, depends on the impinging neutron energy and the neutron scattering

angle in the scintillator. Therefore, organic scintillators’ light output response

provides a measurement of the energy of the impinging neutrons. However,

performing direct neutron spectroscopy with hydrogen-based scintillators is a

challenging task because the neutron scattering reaction on protons is primar-

ily isotropic (in the 0o-90o neutron scattering angle θn range). Therefore, at

a given impinging neutron energy E0, the energy deposited in the scintillator

by proton recoils is uniformly distributed from zero (θn = 0◦, proton recoil

scattering angle θp = 90◦) to E0 (θn = 90◦, θp = 0◦). Hydrogen-based scin-

tillators hence yield smooth light output spectra from which it is challenging

to deconvolve the energy of the interacting neutrons, especially in the case

of poly-energetic fields. Conversely, neutron elastic scattering on deuterium

is non-isotropic, with a higher cross section for back-scattered neutrons than

forward-scattered ones. As a result, the light output response of deuterated

scintillators to monoenergetic neutrons (E0) shows a peak-like structure corre-

sponding to the maximum energy deposited by deuteron recoils, i.e., 8/9 × E0

[1]. This property results in the favorable spectroscopy capabilities of deuter-

ated scintillators. Spectroscopy applications have already been demonstrated

for liquid deuterated benzene [2] and xylene [3],[4]. In this work, we charac-

terized the neutron light-output response, pulse shape discrimination (PSD),

and spectroscopy capabilities of deuterated crystalline trans-stilbene (stilbene-

d12), a recently developed non-hygroscopic, solid-state, scintillating crystal [5].

The 32 cm3 volume stilbene-d12 characterized in this work is a 3.55 cm thick
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hexagonal prism, which was grown at Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory

through a solution growth method [6].

Neutron spectroscopy is needed in several applications. Nuclear power plants

and other nuclear facilities must monitor neutron fields for radiation protection

to validate neutron transport models [7], and monitor plutonium production. In

space flight, cosmic rays interact with spacecraft materials to produce secondary

radiation, including neutrons. An accurate characterization of the neutron spec-

trum is necessary for the radiation protection of the astronauts [8]. In nuclear

physics, scintillation detectors are used to study nuclear reactions involving neu-

trons [9], and deuterated scintillators can perform this task without the need

for time-of-flight (TOF) measurements, allowing for use of high-intensity DC

accelerators [10].

2. Methods

This section introduces the methods used to exploit the stilbene-d12 PSD ca-

pability and to characterize stilbene-d12’s response to quasi-monoenergetic neu-

trons. We also briefly introduce the spectrum unfolding algorithms and the met-

rics used to compare the spectroscopy capability of stilbene-d12 to 1H-stilbene.

2.1. Pulse Shape Discrimination

Stilbene-d12 is a PSD-capable detector. PSD enables the discrimination be-

tween pulses produced by different types of radiation based on their shape. PSD

needs to be performed to select neutron pulses prior to neutron spectroscopy. In

low-Z organic scintillators, gamma rays are detected through the recoil electrons

produced by Compton scattering interactions. Ionizing radiation interactions

are followed by molecular vibrations to the singlet or triplet states, whose decay

can emit scintillating photons. Recoil electrons produce excited singlet states

in the surrounding molecules, which emit prompt fluorescent light by decaying

to the singlet ground states (S1 → S0). Recoil protons and deuterons, pro-

duced by neutron scattering, exhibit a higher energy loss, dE/dx (linear energy
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transfer, LET), than electrons of the same energy, producing a higher ionization

density along their path. The higher the LET, the higher the rate of formation

of long-lived triplet states (T1), which can undergo triplet-triplet annihilation

(TTA) and yield a ground S0 and an excited S1 singlet state, which in turn

decays with the emission of a delayed photon [11]. This process is referred to

as pyrene-type (p-type) delayed fluorescence and has longer characteristic times

of the order of tens of ns, compared to the prompt fluorescence (1–2 ns) while

maintaining the same spectral response. The overall effect of these processes

is that a neutron pulse exhibits a more prominent delayed fluorescence compo-

nent than a gamma-ray pulse, for a given energy deposited in the crystal. We

used the charge-integration method [12] with a fast pulse digitizer to discrimi-

nate neutron pulses from gamma-ray pulses. We calculated the integral of each

pulse, Itotal, and the integral of the tail portion of the pulse, Itail, to capture

the delayed fluorescence component and then calculated the tail-to-total ratio

as Itail/Itotal. Neutron pulses are expected to exhibit a higher tail-to-total ra-

tio than gamma-ray pulses. The pulse tail is defined as starting tstart ns after

the pulse maximum. The total integral of the pulse is calculated over 374 ns,

starting 4 ns before the time stamp of the pulse maximum. Fig. 1 shows the

distribution in tail-to-total ratio for pulses from a 239PuBe source (strength

1.3×106 n/s, June 1958) with tstart = 14ns, where the neutron and gamma-ray

distributions in stilbene-d12 can be clearly distinguished.

A figure of merit (FOM) is often used as a metric of the PSD capability of

a scintillator and was used to optimize tstart. The FOM increases with greater

spacing between the neutron and gamma distributions and with decreased full-

width at half maximum (FWHM) of the distributions. The FOM is calculated

using Equation 1 [13].

FOM =
S

Γ1 + Γ2
(1)

As shown in Fig.1, S is the distance between the maximum values of the neutron

and the gamma-ray distributions. Γ1 and Γ2 are the FWHMs of the gamma-

ray and neutron distribution, respectively. We calculated the FOM for different
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Figure 1: Distribution of 239PuBe counts in terms of tail-to-total ratio, in the 710-822 keVee

light output interval. The gamma-ray peak is centered at 0.17 and the neutron peak is

centered at 0.31.

tstart values and selected tstart = 14 ns because it yields the highest FOM at

low light output values (Fig. 2). A tstart and total integration gate of 22 ns and

374 ns, respectively, were selected to perform PSD of 1H-stilbene pulses after

following a similar optimization procedure as the one described for stilbene-d12.

2.2. Time-of-Flight Technique

The TOF technique was used to determine the stilbene-d12 response to quasi-

monoenergetic neutrons. We calculated the energy of the neutrons impinging on

the detector using Equation 2, where E is the neutron energy, m is the neutron

mass, c is the speed of light, and v is the neutron speed. The latter is given by

the ratio between the known travel distance and the measured travel time.

E = mc2

 1√
1− v2

c2

− 1

 ≈ 1

2
mv2 v << c (2)

The TOF measurement encompasses two detectors, a fission gamma ray start

detector placed next to the source, and the stilbene-d12, stop detector to be

characterized, 1.17 m away from the source. This distance was chosen to obtain
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Figure 2: Stilbene-d12 figures of merit as a function of light output for different values of

tstart in ns.

at least 10,000 counts in each energy bin while keeping the measurement time

below 72 hours. In our case, the start detector was a 5.08 cm diam. by 5.08 cm

length EJ-309 liquid scintillator. Fig. 3 shows a schematic of the experimental

setup. We used a 252Cf spontaneous fission source with a 1.16×107 ± 5.8× 105

neutrons/s source strength. Gamma rays emitted by fission simultaneously with

neutrons were detected and used as the trigger signal to start the travel time

measurement, stopped by the corresponding fission neutron detection event in

the stilbene-d12. This procedure allowed us to measure the TOF correspond-

ing to each neutron detection event in the stilbene-d12 and hence to calculate

the energy of each impinging neutron that resulted in a detected pulse in the

stilbene-d12.

We selected gamma-ray pulses in the start detector and neutron pulses in the

stop detector through PSD. The timing of each detected event was determined

through a digital constant fraction discrimination (CFD) algorithm, with an

attenuation factor of 50% fraction and a delay of 6 ns [14]. CFD yields a
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bipolar pulse, whose time stamp is determined through linear interpolation of

the zero-crossing region, between the sample before and after the zero crossing.

The time distribution of the gamma-ray coincidence events was also measured

and used to correct for the timing offset due to the front-end electronics and

different cable lengths. The pulse integral distribution (PID) detected from the

stilbene-d12 detector was calibrated by measuring the Compton edge of a 37000-

Bq (1 µCi) 137Cs source, and the linear calibration coefficient was determined

to be 5.53 MeVee/V. Detector pulses were acquired using a CAEN DT5730

digitizer, which features a sampling frequency of 500 MS/s, a 14-bit amplitude

resolution, and a 2-Volt input range. The neutron pulses were sorted and binned

based on the time of flight. The lowest neutron energy that can be accurately

detected with this setup is 800 keV, with ± 22 keV uncertainty. This energy

corresponds to a flight time of 94.6 ns. The highest energy bin is centered at

4400 keV, with ±285.3 keV uncertainty, corresponding to a flight time of 40 ns.

An analogous data collection procedure was repeated with a shadow bar in front

of the stop detector to measure the contribution from neutrons that scattered

off the floor and walls before reaching the stop detector. A 60.96 cm long and

4.7 cm diameter polyethylene cylinder was used as shadow bar. The shadow-

bar data were then subtracted from the bare detector measurement to obtain

the TOF distribution due only to the neutrons with a direct source-to-detector

path.

Figure 3: Schematic of the experimental setup used to determine the neutron light output

response of the stilbene-d12 detector through TOF.

The resulting net detector light-output response to the quasi-monoenergetic

neutron groups is a response matrix that in principle extends from zero to 8/9
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of the incident neutron energy. The corresponding light output was then used

to determine the stilbene-d12 response to quasi-monenergetic neutrons in the

0.8 - 4.4 MeV energy range. The specific purpose of this work was to measure

the stilbene-d12 light output response to quasi-monoenergetic neutrons and use

it to simulate the stilbene-d12 response matrix in a wider energy range (0.1 - 20

MeV) in order to perform neutron spectrum unfolding, as explained in Section

2.3.

2.3. Unfolding Algorithm and Spectroscopy Metrics

The neutron spectrum of a neutron source φ(E) measured by an organic

scintillator can be derived knowing the light-output response of the detector

y(E′) and its response matrix [R(E′, E))] to monoenergetic neutrons. R(E′, E0)

is the light output spectrum (with E′ in eVee) in response to a monoenergetic

neutron of energy E0. The neutron spectrum is related to the response matrix

and the detector light-output readout by the Fredholm integral Equation (3):

y(E′) =

∫ ∞
0

R(E′, E)φ(E)dE. (3)

Equation (3) can be approximated by the following linear equation:

y ≈ Rφ, (4)

where φ = [φ1, . . . , φN ]T ∈ RN
+ denotes the neutron spectrum discretized over N

energy bins, y = [y1, . . . , yM ]T ∈ RM
+ is light output spectrum discretized over

M bins and R is theM×N response matrix of the detector. We used an iterative

Bayesian unfolding method to derive the neutron spectrum from the measured

light-output spectrum. In each iteration, the spectrum is found by combining

the guess (obtained in the previous iteration) with the smoothing parameter, δ.

This process is described mathematically in Equation 5 and further detailed in

our previous work [15].

f(φ, δ|y) =
f(y|φ)f(φ|δ)f(δ)

f(y)
∝ f(y|φ)f(φ|δ)f(δ) (5)
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In Equation 5, f(y|φ) is the probability of observing the light output y

from the incident spectrum φ, f(φ|δ) is the prior distribution, and f(φ, δ|y)

is the posterior distribution. For the first iteration of the algorithm, we set

φ(0) = 1 (the initial guess). A Markov-Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) technique

was used to sample the neutron spectrum, approximated as the posterior mean

of φ (Equation 6).

φ̂ = 1/(Niter −Nbi)Σ
Niter

k=Nbi+1φ
(k) (6)

In Equation 6, Niter is the number of iterations, Nbi is the number of initial

burn-in iterations, and k is the iteration number. The marginal posterior mean

φ̂ is approximated by averaging the generated spectra after having removed the

first Nbi iterations, which correspond to the burn-in period of the sampler, set

to 20% of Niter. The marginal 95% credible interval (CI) for each element of

φ̂ is also calculated as the quantile of the elements in the sampler for the 95%

cumulative probability.

The iterations ended when the absolute value of the relative difference be-

tween the measured light output and the convolution between the estimated

neutron spectrum and the detector’s response matrix was lower than 2%, which

corresponded to approximately 7000 iterations in the cases analyzed.

We unfolded the spectra of a 239PuBe source (1.3× 106 n/s, June 1958) and

a D-T source (14.1 MeV neutrons, ≈ 108 n/s) from the light output measured

by the stilbene-d12 and a 1H-stilbene of similar size, shape, and growth method

as the stilbene-d12 [5]. The response matrices of the two detectors were simu-

lated using MCNPX-PoliMi [16] and MPPost using the light output coefficients

detailed in Section 3.4.

We calculated the Spectral Angle Mapper (SAM) (Equation 7 [17]) between

the unfolded spectrum (φ̂) and a reference spectrum (φ) to compare the spec-

troscopy capability of the stilbene-d12 with 1H-stilbene. The ground truth neu-

tron spectra and response matrix may have different neutron energy resolutions.

Therefore, we adopted the SAM as opposed to standard Mean Square Error

(MSE) because the SAM is scale-invariant. The SAM measures the spectral
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angle between φ and φ̂, which is small when φ and φ̂ have similar shapes.

SAM(φ, φ̂) = arccos

(
φT φ̂

||φ||2||φ̂||2

)
. (7)

3. Experimental Results

3.1. PSD Capability

Figure 4: PSD of (a) stilbene-d12 and (b) 1H-stilbene for a 239PuBe source. The colorbar

indicates the number of pulses in a logarithmic scale.

Figure 5: Slice of the PSD plot from the 239PuBe source shown in Fig. 4, from 2025 keVee

to 2292 keVee. A small peak from protons is visible next to the deuteron recoil peak.
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Figure 6: PSD of 252Cf source measured with the stilbene-d12 detector. The PSD

discrimination equation as a function of pulse light output (LO) was used to select neutron

pulses. The colorbar indicates the number of pulses in logarithmic scale.

Fig. 4 shows the PSD scatter-density plots of a 239PuBe source (1.3×106n/s,

June 1958) for stilbene-d12 and 1H-stilbene, using the optimized parameters dis-

cussed in Section 2.1. While both detectors achieved a good PSD, the stilbene-

d12 shows wider separation between the neutron and gamma-ray regions, com-

pared to the 1H-stilbene owing to the higher ionization density of the recoil

deuteron. In Fig. 4, a light-output threshold of 46.7 keVee was used for both

detectors. A slice of the 239PuBe PSD scatter-density plot (Fig. 4) is shown

in Fig. 5 for the 2025-2292 keVee region. The gamma-ray pulses are centered

around 0.14 tail-to-total ratio (TTR), and the deuteron recoil pulses are cen-

tered around 0.27 TTR. The smaller peak at approximately 0.23 TTR represents

proton recoil pulses. While the primary neutron interaction in stilbene-d12 is

n-d scattering, break-up reactions can also occur and result in protons being de-

tected along with recoil deuterons, as shown in Fig. 5. The two main reactions

that contribute to the production of recoil protons at neutron energies below

20 MeV are d(n,2n p) and 12C(n,p)12B, with neutron threshold energies of 3.34

MeV and 13.63 MeV, respectively. The contribution from recoil protons from

breakup reactions was not rejected via PSD and was also accounted for in the

11



response matrix simulation to obtain an accurate detector response, described

in Section 3.2, and hence a correct unfolded spectrum.

3.2. Response Matrix

We used the PSD line shown in Fig.6 to discriminate and select neutron

pulses detected during the TOF experiment. We then calculated the TOF

distribution, relative to the trigger detector, for the bare and shadowed cases

(Fig. 7). Fig. 7 shows that the shadow-bar technique is effective in shielding the

detector from primary neutrons and selecting only those scattered and detected

later in time. The shadow-bar TOF distribution was subtracted from the bare

detector measurement and yielded the net TOF, only including the contribution

from source neutrons with an uncollided path from the source to the detector.

Figure 7: Distribution of neutron flight times for the raw data, the shadow-bar data, and the

shadow-bar data subtracted from the raw data, i.e., only the primary neutrons.

We obtained the stilbene-d12 response matrix to quasi-monoenergetic neu-

trons in 2.2 ns-wide time bins of the net TOF distribution, shown in Fig. 8.

Each curve in Fig. 8 represents the stilbene-d12 light-output response to the

neutrons within each corresponding energy bin. The light output was calculated
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as the calibrated pulse integral distribution of the neutron pulses within each

time bin. The uncertainty in the measured neutron energy is discussed in the

following section and shown in Fig. 10.

Figure 8: Response matrix of the stilbene-d12 detector. Each curve is the light-output

response to neutrons in a quasi-monenergetic interval.

3.3. Light Output Response to Quasi-monoenergetic Neutrons

The scintillation yield of organic scintillators to nuclear recoils is non-linear

and lower than the light yielded by electron recoil interactions, at compara-

ble deposited energies. This light quenching phenomenon, described by several

semi-empirical models [18, 19], is mostly due to the higher non light-producing

heat associated with the atom cascades produced by nuclear recoils, compared

to electrons. Therefore, the non-linear light output response to deuteron recoils

needs to be characterized using a wide range of deuteron energies. For the spe-

cific purpose of this work, we calculated the stilbene-d12 light output response to
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quasi-monoenergetic neutrons and used it to simulate the stilbene-d12 response

matrix needed for unfolding in the 0.1 - 20 MeV neutron energy range. The

maximum energy of a nuclear recoil from neutron scattering kinematics is given

by Equation 8, where A is the mass number of the recoil particle. In our case,

the maximum possible energy Er of the recoil deuteron (A=2) is 8/9 the energy

of the incident neutron, En.

Er =
4A

(A+ 1)2
En (8)

We calculated the minimum of the derivative of each PID measured in TOF

mode to determine the light output corresponding to a full energy deposition

from single-scattering on deuterium, using the method described by Kornilov

et al. [20]. A Gaussian distribution was then fitted on the derivatives and we

found the light output for a full-energy deposition as the mean of the fitted

distribution. Fig. 9 shows an example of a binned PID, its derivative, and the

fitted Gaussian distribution in response to 3.4 ± 0.16 MeV neutrons. The light

output response to deuteron recoils was obtained by repeating this procedure

for each energy bin.

After obtaining the measured light output, we fit the semi-empirical relation-

ship proposed by Birks to the data. The Birks’ model [21], given in Equation 9,

describes the light output functions, including the quenching effect, through the

coefficient B. In Equation 9, A is a conversion coefficient in MeVee/MeV, Er is

the energy deposited by the recoil deuteron in MeV and dEr/dx is its LET in

MeV cm2 mg−1.

L(Er) =

∫ E′r

0

A dEr

1 +B dEr/dx
(9)

Fig. 10 shows the measured data points and the fitted model. The coefficients

that provided the best fit are listed in Table 1.

3.4. Simulated Response Matrix for Regular and Deuterated Stilbene

We used the light-output response function shown in Fig. 10 to simulate the

response of stilbene-d12 to monoenergetic neutron beams with energies ranging
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Figure 9: The PID as a function of the light output (LO), its derivative, and the Gaussian

fit to find the minimum of the derivative, for the energy bin centered at 3.4 MeV. The

equation of this Gaussian fit is y = −7.11e
−(LO−495.84)2

2(52.45)2 .

Coefficient Value Uncertainty

A (MeVee MeV−1) 2.1 ± 0.005

B (mg MeV−1 cm−2) 27 ± 0.05

Table 1: Coefficients of the Birks model fit and their relative uncertainties.

from 0.1 to 20 MeV in MCNPX-PoliMi with MPPost [16]. Breakup reactions

in the scintillator were also included in the simulation and the light output

from proton recoils produced by these reactions was simulated using the specific

model for proton recoils in 1H-stilbene, described below. The response matrix

of 1H-stilbene was also simulated, using the light output model by Prasad et

al. [22]. Fig. 11 shows the simulated response matrices. Stilbene-d12’s response

exhibits a peak-like structure at the maximum energy deposited, which is absent

in the 1H-stilbene’s response.
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Figure 10: Light output curve of stilbene-d12 with fitted Birks’ model.

Figure 11: Simulated response matrix of (a) stilbene-d12 and (b) 1H-stilbene on a

logarithmic scale, using MCNPX-PoliMi.

3.5. Unfolding Results

We have measured the response of stilbene-d12 and 1H-stilbene to a 14.1

MeV D-T neutron beam (Thermo Fisher Scientific P211, Fig. 12 a) and a

239PuBe neutron source (Fig. 13), performed PSD, selected neutron pulses and

derived the light output spectra for both sources and detectors. We then de-
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rived the source neutron spectra using the methods described in Section 2.3.

The unfolding algorithm is based on a response matrix in units of counts per

unit fluence, and therefore, it allows a direct measurement of the impinging flu-

ence. Qualitatively, as shown in Fig. 12 and 13, the neutron spectra measured

using the stilbene-d12 detector resemble better the reference ground truth spec-

tra and shows narrower credible intervals (CI) when compared to the unfolded

1H-stilbene response.

For the 239PuBe, the SAM values between the unfolded spectra and the

reference one are 11◦ and 9◦, for 1H-stilbene and stilbene-d12, respectively,

while for the DT neutrons, the SAM measures 37◦ and 19◦ for 1H-stilbene

and stilbene-d12, respectively. A higher SAM value in the latter case for both

detectors is due to the larger width of the peak at 14.1 MeV, compared to

the reference spectrum. As reference DT spectrum, we considered a Gaussian

distribution with an average energy of 14.1 MeV and a width of 100 keV; the

reference 239PuBe spectrum is by Anderson and Neff [23]. In Fig.12a, one can

observe the main neutron energy at 14.1 MeV and a small peak at 2.5 MeV,

with a small associated uncertainty. According to the manufacturer [24], the

generator (P211 by Thermo Fisher Scientific) beam is a mixture of deuteron

and triton ions, in monatomic and diatomic forms. Therefore, a variety of ions

can hit the target, which contains deuterium and tritium. Neutrons can thus

be produced through d+t, d+d, and t+t reactions. The output is expected

to be mainly due to the d+t reaction (97-98%) and the remaining to d+d and

t+t reactions, because of the typical cross section ratios and target composition.

These fractions are consistent with the relative areas under the measured peaks.

4. Conclusions

We have characterized the neutron light output response of a 32 cm3 stil-

bene-d12 detector and confirmed the excellent pulse shape discrimination capa-

bility in the 0.5–10 MeV neutron energy range. The stilbene-d12 response to

quasi-monoenergetic neutrons exhibits distinct, broad peaks corresponding to
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Figure 12: Results from unfolding the spectrum of a DT fusion source for (a) stilbene-d12

and (b) 1H-stilbene. The reference spectrum is normalized to the maximum of the

distributions and shown for comparison purposes.

Figure 13: Results from unfolding the spectrum of a 239PuBe fusion source for stilbene-d12

(a) and 1H-stilbene (b). The reference spectrum is normalized to the maximum of the

distributions and shown for comparison purposes.

the incident neutron energy, with the energy deposited by the deuteron recoil

Ed = 8/9 × En. The stilbene-d12 light output spectrum hence can provide

neutron energy information from the recoil deuteron spectrum without TOF.

Based on the experimental light output, the response matrices of stilbene-d12

and 1H-stilbene were simulated using MCNPX-PoliMi for a wide neutron en-

ergy range (0.1 - 20 MeV). We then used the simulated response matrices to

compare the spectroscopy capability of the two detectors to reconstruct both

monoenergetic (14.1 MeV DT) and continuous (239PuBe) spectra. We formu-
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lated the problem of deconvolving the energy of interacting neutrons from the

light output response in a Bayesian framework, where we added prior informa-

tion in terms of a smoothing parameter. A Bayesian unfolding algorithm was

used to derive the spectral fluence and estimate its uncertainty through MCMC

sampling. The spectroscopy unfolding did not require any additional prior infor-

mation on the interacting neutron spectrum. When compared to a 1H-stilbene

of similar size and analogous production process, the spectra derived from the

unfolded stilbene-d12 light output response more accurately resembled the ref-

erence spectra. These results confirm that stilbene-d12 scintillators are suitable

for neutron spectroscopy without the need of time of flight. The excellent PSD

and neutron spectroscopy capabilities of stilbene-d12 make it suitable for many

applications including nuclear reaction studies, radiation protection, nuclear se-

curity, and non-proliferation, among others. The results reported in this work

are currently being extended in additional experiments with a larger 140 cm3

stilbene-d12 crystal.
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