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Abstract

High-temperature gas reactors rely on TRIstructural-ISOtropic (TRISO) fuel
for enhanced fission product retention. Accurate fuel characterization would
improve monitoring of efficient fuel usage and accountability. We developed a
new neutron multiplicity counter (NMC) based on boron coated straw (BCS)
detectors and used it in coincidence mode for 235U assay in TRISO fuel. In this
work, we demonstrate that a high-efficiency version of the NMC encompassing
396 straws is able to estimate the 235U in used TRISO-fueled pebbles or com-
pacts with a relative uncertainty below 2.5% in 100 s. We performed neutronics
and fuel depletion calculation of the HTR-10 pebble bed reactor to estimate the
neutron and gamma-ray source strengths of used TRISO-fueled pebbles with
burnup between 9 and 90GWd/t. Then, we measured a gamma-ray intrin-
sic efficiency of 10−12 at an exposure rate of 340.87R/h. The low gamma-ray
sensitivity and high neutron detection efficiency enable the inspection of used
fuel.

Keywords: boron coated straw, neutron multiplicity counter, TRISO, PBR,
HTR-10, neutron coincidence counting

1. Introduction

High temperature gas reactors (HTGRs) are advanced nuclear reactors that
have the potential to improve the safety, efficiency, and economics of nuclear
energy production [1, 2, 3]. They rely on tristructural-isotropic (TRISO) fuel,
which provides enhanced fission product retention and improved spent fuel man-
agement compared to traditional fuels [4, 5]. Pebble bed reactors (PBRs) are
variants of HTGR, where hundreds of thousands of TRISO-fueled pebbles con-
tinuously flow through the reactor core of a PBR and are reinserted until they
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reach a targeted burnup [6]; the characterization and identification of each indi-
vidual fuel pebble has the potential to advance both operational and fundamen-
tal research aspects of PBRs. For instance, precise determination of fuel transit
time can be leveraged to validate computational models, and fuel-use efficiency
can be improved by controlling excessive burnup accumulation or premature
fuel discharge. Furthermore, enhanced fuel accountability can be achieved by
uniquely identifying individual fuel pebbles, which can supplement currently
implemented methods for material control and accountability purposes. One of
the unique signatures for fuel identification is the 235U mass and burnup level,
which can be extracted through active interrogation. Passive measurement of
235U is not feasible in this scenario due to the low spontaneous fission (SF) rate
of 235U and limited inspection time. Active neutron interrogation techniques
have been extensively used to detect the presence of special nuclear materi-
als [7, 8, 9] and quantify uranium content in nuclear fuel [10, 11, 12]. In active
interrogation, a radioactive isotopic source or a generator source is employed to
irradiate and induce fission in the sample to be assayed. The fission signatures
we focus on in this work are the time-correlated neutron counts emitted by the
fuel, which depend on the amount of fissile material and can be measured using
the neutron coincidence counting technique [13, 14]. In our previous work [15],
we developed a high-efficiency neutron multiplicity counter (NMC) based on
pie-shape boron coated straw (BCS) detectors to measure the time-correlated
neutron counts. We simulated the active interrogation of fresh TRISO-fueled
pebbles and estimated the 235U mass based on time-correlated counts with a
relative uncertainty and error below 2% in 100 s.

PBR core typically employs the MEDUL fuel management scheme to achieve
higher average fuel burnup and power output, where used fuel pebbles that have
not reached the target burnup level are re-inserted into the reactor core [16]. Be-
fore their re-insertions, measurement of the remaining 235U mass in the pebble
needs to be performed. However, interrogation of used TRISO-fueled pebbles
presents additional challenges compared to fresh pebbles. First, used fuel peb-
bles are strong passive gamma-ray emitters with gamma-ray intensity up to
1013 gammas/s/pebble [17]. Therefore, a high-gamma-ray-insensitivity of the
BCS-based NMC is crucial to ensure that the gamma-ray background does not
interfere with neutron coincidence counting. Second, used fuel pebbles also
emit (α,n) neutrons, delayed neutrons (through decay of delayed neutron pre-
cursors), and spontaneous fission neutrons. In particular, spontaneous fission
nuclides such as 240Pu, 242Cm, and 244Cm have a high neutron fission yield of
1.02×103, 2.10×107, 1.08×107 n/s/g, respectively [13], and their contributions
to neutron coincidence counts may become considerable at high burnup levels.
In this work, we simulated the neutron interrogation of used fuel pebbles with
burnup in the 9-90GWd/t range and quantified the contributions to the counts
by the gamma-ray background, delayed and (α,n) neutrons, spontaneous fission
neutrons, and active interrogation neutrons. We demonstrated the capability of
our NMC to accurately estimate the 235U mass in a used TRISO-fueled pebble
in a short time window of 100 s.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, computation of isotopics
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of used fuel pebble and determination of the passive neutron and gamma-ray
source terms are performed. In Section 3, a detailed description of the BCS-
based NMC system is presented and the high gamma-ray-insensitivity of the
NMC is demonstrated. In Section 4, simulation of neutron active interrogation
of partially spent fuel pebble using the BCS-based NMC is carried out. Finally,
the discussion and conclusions are presented in Section 5.

2. Computational Method

2.1. Introduction

In this section, we used SCALE 6.2.4 to simulate the nuclide concentration
of used fuel pebble. The nuclear data library used was ENDF-VII.1. SCALE
is a widely-used modeling and simulation suite for nuclear safety analysis and
design [18]. Figure 1 shows our simulation workflow. A high-fidelity HTR-10
reactor model was developed and a fuel depletion scheme were input to the
TRITON (Transport Rigor Implemented with Time-dependent Operation for
Neutronic depletion) module of SCALE to calculate the fuel composition at a set
of burnup levels. ORIGEN (Oak Ridge Isotope Generation) module was then
used to calculate the fuel isotopics, gamma-ray and neutron source terms, based
on which simulations of neutron interrogation of used TRISO-fueled pebbles
were performed in Section 4.

Target material = kernel
Power = 74.07 MW/MTU
Time = 1200 days
Number of intervals = 10

HTR-10 model
TRITON
module,
t6-depl 

sequenceDepletion 
scheme

Material 
composition 
as a function 

of burnup

30-min 
cooling time

ORIGEN
module

Nuclide 
concentration

Gamma and 
neutron 

emission rate, 
energy spectrum

Spontaneous 
fission nuclides

Figure 1: Software workflow to determine the pebble composition as a function of the burnup
and the resulting source term for given cooling time periods.

2.2. SCALE Model of HTR-10

As a first step of the depletion calculation, a Monte Carlo model of the HTR-
10 test reactor was developed in SCALE 6.2.4. HTR-10 is a 10-MWth PBR test
reactor in China that started operation in 2000 [19]. Benchmark experiments
were performed on HTR-10 under initial-critical and fully loaded conditions,
which enables validation of our computational model [20].

Figure 2a shows the cross section of a single TRISO particle in the HTR-10
model. A 500µm diameter UO2 kernel is located at the center. The fuel kernel is
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then coated by a layer of 90 µm thick low-density pyrolytic carbon (PyC) buffer
layer to provide space for fission gas. It is then coated with three successive
layers of inner PyC (IPyC, 40 µm thick), SiC (35 µm) and outer PyC (OPyC,
40 µm). The SiC is the main structural support and provides primary retention
of non-gaseous fission products while the IPyC and OPyC provide additional
fission gas retention [21, 22]. The overall diameter of a TRISO fuel particle is
910 µm. The 235U enrichment of the fuel is 17 wt% [20].

(a) Particle (b) Pebble

Figure 2: SCALE model of a TRISO-fuel particle and a TRISO-fueled pebble. Black dots in
b) represent TRISO fuel particles filled in the pebble.

Fuel elements in the HTR-10 reactor are spherical pebbles filled with TRISO
fuel particles. Each pebble contains 5 g uranium by design [20]. The diameter
of the pebble is 6 cm, and the diameter of the fuel zone is 5 cm. Previous
studies show that the use of homogenized fuel zone model results in significant
underestimation of the effective multiplication factor(keff) [23] and hence indi-
vidual TRISO particles need to be modeled explicitly. keff is less sensitive to
the distribution of the particles inside the pebble [23], therefore, we adopted
a uniform distribution, instead of a random one. Figure 2b shows the cross
section of a TRISO-fueled pebble in the SCALE model. We created a body-
centered cubic (BCC) lattice to populate the TRISO fuel particles in the fuel
zone. The side length of the lattice cell is 0.19876 cm, and the number of layers
in the X/Y/Z direction is 27 [24]. Taking the clipping by the boundary into
account, the effective number of particles within the fuel zone is 8329.89, and
the total mass of uranium in a pebble is 4.997 g. The density of graphite ma-
trix is 1.73 g cm−3 and the boron content concentration of the graphite matrix
is 1.3 ppm [20]. Apart from the TRISO-fueled pebbles, there are thousands
of 6 cm diameter pure graphite pebbles in the core to moderate the neutrons.
The density of graphite in pure graphite pebbles is 1.84 g cm−3 and the boron
content concentration is 0.125 ppm [20].

TRISO-fueled pebbles and pure graphite pebbles are present in three re-
gions in the reactor, namely the mixed-pebble region (Fig. 3b), the conus re-
gion(Fig. 3c), and the discharge tube (Fig. 3d). The mixed pebble-region is a
cylinder of 90 cm radius and 221.818 cm height, which is filled with 9627 TRISO-
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Figure 3: HCP lattice in the mixed pebble region, conus region and discharge tube. (a):
Vertical cross section of the HTR-10 model. Green spheres represent the TRISO-fueled pebbles
and the orange spheres represent the pure graphite pebbles. (b): Horizontal cross section of
the mixed pebble region at Section A. (c): Horizontal cross section of the conus region at
Section B. (d): Horizontal cross section of the discharge tube at Section C.

(a) (b)

TRISO pebble Graphite pebble

Figure 4: HCP lattice cell in the mixed pebble region. (a) A single HCP cell. (b) Bottom
half of the HCP cell. Orange sphere represents the pure graphite pebble and green sphere
represents the TRISO-fueled pebble.
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fueled pebbles and 7263 pure graphite pebbles when the initial critical condition
is reached [20]. The equivalent fuel loading height of the core is 123.06 cm and
the packing fraction is 61%. The conus region is a truncated cone with 90 cm
radius in the upper surface, 25 cm radius in the bottom surface, and 36.946 cm
height. The discharge tube is a 25 cm radius and 106.236 cm tall cylinder. Both
the conus region and the discharge tube are filled with pure graphite pebbles
only. We used a Hexagonal Close-Packed (HCP) lattice to populate the peb-
bles in these regions [25, 26]. Figure 4 shows a single HCP lattice cell in the
mixed pebble region, which is a hexagonal prism of 6 + 2

√
3 cm side length and

4
√
6 cm height, with three layers of pebbles. The top and bottom layers contain

three graphite hemispheres and four TRISO hemispheres each. The middle layer
consists of three TRISO-fueled pebbles at the center and six graphite pebbles
clipped by the cell’s side surfaces. All pebbles are of 6 cm diameter and are
tangent to each other. The HCP lattice cell in the conus region and discharge
tube is of the same dimension but with all TRISO-fueled pebbles replaced by
graphite pebbles. We have developed a custom python program to fill the core
with the HCP cells. Any pebbles that intersect with or lie outside of the core’s
boundary were removed because they would result in unrealistic and significant
increase in keff. Figure 3 shows the cross sections of the optimized HCP lattice
in the mixed pebble region, the conus region and discharge tube. By carefully
tuning the arrangement of pebbles, we achieved the same number of TRISO-
fueled pebbles in the mixed-pebble region compared to the experiment, seven
extra graphite pebbles and 0.23% lower packing fraction, as shown in Table 1,
which are similar to the values reported in [25].

Table 1: Comparison of pebble filling in the mixed pebble region between the SCALE model
and experiment [20].

Experiment SCALE model Difference
TRISO pebbles 9627 9627 0
Graphite pebbles 7263 7270 +7

Core height 123.06 cm 123.57 cm +0.51 cm
Packing fraction 61% 60.77% -0.23%

The pebbles are surrounded with graphite reflectors and borated carbon
bricks to shield the thermal neutrons, as shown in Fig. 3a. The material compo-
sitions of the surrounding graphite cells are listed in [20]. Additional structures
including coolant flow channels, control rod and irradiation channels, absorber
channels and gas duct were also modeled based on the specifications in [20].
Figure 3a shows the full HTR-10 model in SCALE. The overall radius and
height of HTR-10 are 190 cm and 610 cm, respectively. We used the KENO-
VI module in SCALE to calculate the the effective multiplication factor. The
nuclear data library used was ENDF-VII.1 and the number of generations was
500 with 1000 neutrons per generation. An effective multiplication factor of
1.0008±0.0013 was obtained, which is in good agreement with the experimental
value of 1.00000± 0.00369 [20]. This result was obtained thanks to the detailed
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documentation on the dimensions and material compositions of the components
in HTR-10 [20], which was accurately reproduced in our SCALE model. Im-
portantly, we accurately adjusted the pebble arrangement in the core to match
the experimental number of pebbles and void faction as much as possible. The
excellent agreement of keff between the simulation and experiment suggests that
our Monte Carlo model of the HTR-10 is accurate, based on which we can per-
form depletion calculation of the fuel and extract the isotopic composition of
partially spent fuel.

2.3. Fuel Burnup and Depletion Calculation

Based on the validated HTR-10 model, the t6-depl sequence in TRITON
module of SCALE was employed to calculate the material composition at dif-
ferent burnup levels. When equilibrium fuel cycle is reached, the HTR-10 core
contains 27,000 fuel pebbles [19], i.e., 0.135 t uranium, and the thermal power is
10MW. Therefore, the reactor power in simulation was set to 74.07 MW/MTU.
The depletion time was 1200 days in ten time intervals and the resulting fuel bur-
nup ranged from 8.88GWd/t to 88.88GWd/t in steps of 8.88GWd/t. The de-
signed fuel burnup value of HTR-10 is 80GWd/t [27] and our depletion scheme
covers the full range. The fuel material composition at each burnup step was
then fed to the ORIGEN module of SCALE to compute the nuclide concen-
tration, gamma-ray source term, and neutron source terms, including the (α,n)
neutron, delayed neutron, and spontaneous fission neutron.
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Figure 5: Simulated gamma-ray, (α,n) neutron, delayed neutron, SF neutron and total neutron
emission rate as a function of cooling time at burnup = 8.9, 44.4, 88.9 GWd/t

.

Figure 5 shows the gamma-ray and neutron emission rate as a function of
fuel cooling time at different burnup levels. Initially, the delayed neutron is of
high intensity and may saturate the detector in neutron measurements. After
a cooling period of approximately 30min, the delayed neutron count rate de-
creases to approximately the same level as (α,n) and spontaneous fission neutron
rates due to the decay of delayed neutron precursors. Although the cooling time
varies depending on the specific reactor resign [28], tens of hours of cooling is
typically required before performing gamma-ray spectroscopy measurements to
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determine the burnup [29, 30, 31]. Therefore, a cooling time of 30min is reason-
ably short and compatible with reactor operation. The nuclide concentration
after 30min of decay was used in the following calculation. Figure 5 also shows
that the gamma-ray intensity is approximately 12 orders of magnitude higher
than neutrons at the end of cooling. A low gamma-ray sensitivity of 10-12 of the
neutron counting system is hence required to reject counts from gamma rays.
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Figure 6: Simulated mass of 10 nuclides of the highest weight fraction.

Figure 6 shows the mass of ten nuclides of the highest weight fraction as a
function of burnup calculated by ORIGEN. The 235U mass decreases and the
mass of fission products increases with burnup. Figure 7 shows the gamma-
ray emission spectrum as a function of burnup. Figure 8 shows the delayed
and (α,n) neutron emission spectra as a function of burnp, both acting as un-
correlated neutron source term in the simulation in Section 4. A few delayed
neutron precursors such as 98Rb and 136Sb can create multiple delayed neutrons
at the same time [32]. However, most delayed neutron precursors have half-lives
below 1 s and after the 30min cooling period, the only delayed neutron precursor
of considerable amount is 87Br, which has a half-life of 55.64 s [32]. Only one
delayed neutron is emitted after the beta-decay of 87Br, in the following reaction:

87Br → 87Kr + e− + ν̄
87Kr → 86Kr + n

Therefore, the delayed neutrons can be treated as uncorrelated in time. Fig. 9
shows the (α,n) neutron emission rate by nuclide. The (α,n) neutrons are mostly
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Figure 7: Simulated gamma-ray emission spectrum as function of burnup.
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Figure 9: Simulated (α,n) neutron rate of the top-10 contributors as function of burnup.
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due to the following two reactions [33, 34] and are also uncorrelated in time:

242Cm →
{

238Pu + α(6.069MeV) 25.92%
238Pu + α(6.113MeV) 74.08%

13C+ α → 16O+ n+ 2.22MeV

The maximum energy of (α,n) neutrons released through these two reactions
is approximately 8MeV, shown as the cutoff in Fig. 8. It should be pointed
out that we assumed the pebble material to be homogeneous in the ORIGEN
calculation, which made 13C(α,n)16O reaction almost the only (α,n) neutron
contributor. However, in reality, some alphas reacted with 17O and 18O in the
kernel, which had smaller macroscopic reaction cross-sections compared to 13C
in the homogenized material (5.12 × 10−5 cm−1 for 17O(α, n)20Ne plus 18O(α,
n)21Ne, 2.33×10−4 cm−1 for 13C(α, n)16O) and resulted in fewer (α,n) neutrons.
Therefore, the (α,n) neutron emission rate calculated here and the resulting
count rate from (α,n) neutrons in Section 4 were conservatively overestimated,
though still negligible. The (α,n) neutron intensity increases with the burnup as
the amount of 242Cm increases. The sum of the delayed and (α,n) neutrons can
therefore be treated as a single effective uncorrelated neutron source term, here-
after referred to as “the delayed & (α,n) neutron source”. Figure 10 shows SF
neutron intensity contributed by the top-10 SF neutron emitters, all increasing
with the fuel burnup. The major SF neutron contributors are 242Cm, 244Cm,
and 240Pu, which acted as the correlated neutron source term in the simulation
in Section 4.

3. Experimental Method

3.1. Introduction

The neutronics and depletion fuel analysis of a prototypical PBR allowed us
to determine the constraint that the NMC needs to meet to be able to measure
235U mass in used TRISO pebbles. In this section, we describe the instru-
mentation and experimental approach to measure the 235U in TRISO-fueled
pebbles through neutron coincidence counting and demonstrate the gamma-ray
insensitivity of the BCS-based NMC.

3.2. BCS-based Neutron Multiplicity Counter

Figure 11 shows our design of a prototype of a custom BCS-based NMC for
interrogation of TRISO-fueled pebbles. The NMC is a cylinder that measures
55 cm in length and 17.5 cm in diameter, as shown in Fig. 11a. It has a central
cavity with a diameter of 10 cm, which serves as the sample placement area,
as shown in Fig. 11b. The inner and outer surfaces of the NMC are covered
with 0.508 mm-thick cadmium to prevent thermal neutrons from reentering the
sample cavity. The NMC prototype is composed of 192 straws that are organized
in a hexagonal lattice, with an inter-straw distance of 0.9091 cm, as shown in
Fig. 11c. Surrounding the straws is high-density polyethylene. Each straw is
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40 cm long and has a diameter of 4.7244mm. Figure 11d shows that the inner
surface of each straw is coated with a 1.3 µm-thick layer of B4C (96% enriched
with 10B) to absorb thermal neutrons and generate 7Li ions and alpha particles
through 10B(1n,4α)7Li reactions. Six septa are present inside each straw to
increase the surface area for improving the detection efficiency and reducing
the system die-away time. The straw is filled with a gas mixture of Ar/CO2

(9:1) at 0.7 atmosphere to detect 7Li/alpha ions. When alpha/7Li particles
ionize the gas, ionized electron-ion pairs induce electrical signals on the anode
wire at the center of the straw. Straws are read out in 6 groups of 32, each
with its own custom-designed amplifier and neutron discriminator built into the
NMC housing. A TTL pulse is produced if the signal is above the discriminator
threshold. Apart from the six TTL outputs, an additional analog output from
one of the six detector groups is available for analog acquisition. Experimental
characterization and Monte Carlo modeling of the NMC were performed in our
previous work [15]. The neutron efficiency and die-away time, measured with a
252Cf source, was 4.71% and 16.90 µs, respectively. The dead-time of one channel
measured with an Agilent DSO-X 2002A Oscilloscope was approximately 180 ns.
An extended version of the BCS-based NMC is currently under development,
which consists of 396 straws and has an increased neutron efficiency of 13.23%
and die-away time of 21.56 µs.

The timestamps collected from all TTL channels were merged and sorted.
Based on the timestamps of acquired pulses, we can calculate the neutron sin-
gles, doubles and triples count rates using the signal-triggered shift-register al-
gorithm according to the multiplicity counting theory [35, 36, 37]. Let Pn and
Qn be the number of n-multiples in the first gate after pre-delay and the second
gate after long delay, respectively. The singles rate (S), doubles rate (D), and
triples rate (T ) are:

S =
1

L

∞∑
n=0

Qn

D =
1

L

∞∑
n=1

n(Pn −Qn)

T =
1

L

[ ∞∑
n=2

n(n− 1)

2
(Pn −Qn)−

D

S

∞∑
n=1

nQn

] (1)

where L is the measurement time. The uncertainties associated with S,D, T
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are as derived by Prasad et al. [38]:

σS =
√

S+2Dx2

L

σD =

√
D+2S2G+2T+4DSGx2+2

D3x2
S2

L

σT =

√√√√√√√
T+D2G+DSG+2STG+S3G2+2

DT2x2
S2 +10D2Gx2

L

+
2

D3Gx2
S +2DSGx2+4DTGx2+4DS2G2x2+4D2SG2x2

2

L

+ 12DTGx3+12STGx3

L

(2)

xk =

∑k−1
j=0

(
k−1
j

)
(−1)j 1−e−jλG

jλG

[e−λTpd(1− e−λG)]
k−1

(3)

where λ is the inverse of die-away time τ , Tpd, G, Tld are the pre-delay, gate
width, and long delay, respectively. Although the NMC can detect triples, in
this work we limited our analysis up to the second order, i.e., S and D, due to
low statistics in T .

17.5 cm

55 cm

BCS

HDPE

Aluminum

Readout

b)a) c) d)

1.3 µm B4C

Ar/CO2

Copper

4.7244 mm

9.091 mm

Figure 11: Design of a custom BCS-based NMC for interrogation of TRISO-fueled pebbles.
(a) is the external view of the counter, (b) is the internal view with the readout electronics,
straws and HDPE, (c) is the cross section of pie-6 straws, and (d) shows the 1.3 µm-thick
layer of B4C converter.

3.3. Demonstration of High-Gamma-Ray-Insensitivity of BCS-Based NMC

Used TRISO-fueled pebbles can emit passive gamma-rays with an intensity
up to 1013 gammas/s/pebble [17]. Therefore, gamma-ray-insensitivity of the
NMC is crucial to ensure that passive gamma-rays emitted by the pebble do
not interfere with neutron measurements. Gamma-rays produce low-amplitude
pulses by depositing a small amount of energy, which can be effectively rejected
by raising the discriminator threshold of the system [39]. To demonstrate the
system’s high-gamma-ray insensitivity, we used our BCS-based NMC to mea-
sure a Nucletron Flexisource 192Ir HDR (High Dose-Rate) source in an Elekta
Flexitron Remote Afterloader [40], as shown in Fig. 12. The gamma-ray fields
of the 192Ir source and a spent fuel pebble with 1 cm tungsten shielding are
comparable in terms of intensity, 6.4× 1011 γ/s and 4× 1012 γ/s, respectively.
While the energy emitted by 192Ir is lower, the energy deposited by electrons
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within the straw would not be significantly different and the spectra were simi-
lar. The 192Ir source has a diameter of 0.6mm and length of 3.5mm [41], with
an activity of 8.1Ci (2.997 × 1011 Bq) at the date of experiment. The source
can be transferred from the afterloader to the cavity of the NMC through a
transfer guide tube and the source position can be controlled through a remote
software. We placed the source at the center of sample cavity of the NMC and
measured the source for 10min. The number of gamma-rays impinging on the
NMC’s inner surface is 6.175 × 1011 per second and the average exposure rate
is 340.87R/h (8.3× 10−4 Gy/s). The NMC was connected to a 14-bit 500MS/s
DT5730S CAEN digitizer for list-mode data acquisition. The NMC was pow-
ered by a BK Precision 9110 power supply at 5V. We calculated the intrinsic
gamma-ray efficiency, defined as the ratio between the number of counts and the
gamma-rays that reach the NMC’s inner surface. Figure 13 shows the intrinsic
gamma-ray efficiency as well as the intrinsic neutron efficiency obtained by mea-
suring a 252Cf source [15] for various low-level threshold values. The neutron
pulse height distribution has a plateau starting from zero because of the energy
loss of the alpha/7Li ion in the 10B layer [15]. Therefore, the neutron efficiency
strongly depends on the threshold value. A gamma-ray efficiency of 10-12 is
achievable at a threshold of 32mV, superior to typical 3He-based systems that
feature 10-9 efficiency [42, 43], without sacrificing the neutron efficiency signifi-
cantly.

Power supply

DT5730S digitizer

BCS-NMC

Flexitron afterloader containing 

an 8.1-Ci 192Ir source

Transfer 

guide tube

Figure 12: Measurement of the 8.1Ci (2.997 × 1011 Bq) 192Ir HDR source. The gamma-ray
source was placed at the center of sample cavity of the NMC and the measurement lasted
for 10min. The blue transfer guide tube for transferring the source has a diameter of a few
millimeters and is enlarged in the picture for visibility.
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Figure 13: Experimental intrinsic gamma-ray and neutron efficiency of the analog channel for
singles as a function of discriminator threshold.

4. Neutron Interrogation of Partially Spent TRISO-Fueled Pebbles

4.1. Introduction

We simulated the neutron interrogation of a used fuel pebble at different bur-
nup level using the BCS-based NMC in MCNP (Monte Carlo N-Particle) [44].
MCNP is a general-purpose Monte Carlo radiation transport code developed and
maintained by Los Alamos National Laboratory. Figure 14 shows the simulation
workflow. A high-fidelity model of the BCS-based NMC system was developed
in MCNP and validated with a 252Cf measurement [15]. Our modeled singles
and doubles count rate in passive mode agreed with experiment within 0.4%.
In active mode, the BCS-NMC exhibited a linear response of time-correlated
neutron doubles when assaying samples of 235U mass in the 0.8-4.8 g range, com-
parable with 235U mass in TRISO-fueled pebbles. The experimentally validated
model of the BCS-NMC was used to simulate the assay of fresh TRISO-fueled
pebbles [15]. The TRISO fuel material composition at each burnup step was
extracted from the SCALE simulation output. For each burnup, we performed
three MCNP simulations, with the source term being the (α,n) neutron & de-
layed neutron source, SF neutron source, and an external neutron interrogation
source, respectively. The list of timestamps of neutron pulses were extracted
from the MCNP output file [15], and a signal-triggered shift-register algorithm
was used to compute the neutron singles and doubles count rates due to each
source term to understand their relative contributions [35, 36, 37]. Finally, total
singles and doubles count rates due to all source terms were calculated.
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Figure 14: Software workflow to calculate the neutron singles and doubles count rates con-
tributed by three neutron source terms separately.

4.2. Comparison of singles and doubles rates from various source terms

In active mode, we used an external neutron beam to induce fission in the
sample. Figure 15 shows the MCNP simulation setup of interrogation of used
TRISO-fueled pebbles with an external neutron source. A 3 cm radius TRISO-
fueled pebble was placed at the center of the sample cavity of the NMC. A layer
of 1 cm thick of tungsten was added to the inner surface of the NMC to shield the
gamma-rays. MCNP simulation shows that 1 cm of tungsten shielding reduces
the gamma-ray intensity by approximately 84% and neutron intensity by only
1.3%, as shown in Fig. 16. The measurement time was set to 100 s. In order
to achieve a high assay accuracy within a short measurement time of 100 s, we
need an active interrogation source that produces a high thermal neutron flux
of at least 106 n/cm2/s and a low fraction of fast neutron background. In the
simulation, the interrogation source was a collimated thermal neutron beam with
an aperture of 1 cm diameter and a source strength of 106 n/s, corresponding
to a thermal neutron flux of 1.27 × 106 n/cm2/s. These interrogation beam
requirements can be met by several reactor beam ports and also by emerging
commercial generators working in continuous mode, for example, the Adelphi
DDm neutron generator with integrated moderators [45], which can produce
thermal neutron flux up to 107 n/cm2/s..

The simulation setup of passive measurement is similar to the one shown in
Fig. 15 with the interrogating neutron source removed. Instead, passive gamma-
ray source, delayed & alpha neutron source, and SF neutron source from the
pebble itself were simulated. The spectrum and intensity of these sources were
calculated based on the SCALE simulation in Section 2.

For each simulation, a list of neutron pulse timestamps was extracted from
the MCNP output file [15]. Pulses arriving within 180 ns (measured dead-time
of one channel) after the previous one in the same channel were rejected to
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Figure 15: MCNP simulation setup of active interrogation of a TRISO-fueled pebble with a
thermal neutron beam. Left: Vertical cross section. Right: Horizontal cross section.
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Figure 16: Simulated gamma-ray and neutron emission rate after adding the shielding. 1 cm
thick tungsten shielded more gamma-rays than lead, and was used in the interrogation.
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account for the dead-time loss. We applied Eqs. (1) and (2) to compute the
neutron singles and doubles count rates due to each source term. The pre-delay
time Tpd was set to 2 µs, after which the Rossi-alpha distribution exhibited a
decreasing trend; the gate width G was set to 48µs, which corresponded to a
gate utilization factor of 0.81; the long delay time Tld was set to 2ms.
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Figure 17: Comparison of simulated neutron singles and doubles rates from various source
terms as a function of 235U mass. Some green data points have y-values smaller than zero
due to statistical fluctuation and are therefore invisible.

Figure 17 shows the comparison of singles and doubles count rates from all
source terms as a function of remaining 235U mass in the pebble with burnup
ranging from 9 to 90GWd/t. The singles and doubles due to active interrogation
is shown as the blue dots. Neutrons from the external source can be directly
detected by the NMC, resulting in a constant background in the neutron singles
of approximately 2700 cps; on the other hand, background doubles rate due to
the external beam is zero because the source emits one neutron at a time. 235U
and 239Pu contribute over 99% of the induced fission neutrons. The contribution
of 239Pu increased from 1% to 13%, while the contribution of 235U decreased
from 99% to 86%, when the fuel burnup increased from 9 to 90GWd/t.

The singles contributed by gamma rays shown in Figure 17 was obtained
by multiplying the shielded gamma-ray intensity with the intrinsic gamma-ray
efficiency of the system. The efficiency was assumed to be 10-12 based on the
gamma-ray-insensitivity measurement results in Section 3.3.

The singles count rates contributed by the delayed & (α,n) neutrons and
spontaneous fissioning nuclides both increase with the depletion of uranium due
to the accumulation of fission products. The delayed & (α,n) neutrons are not
correlated in time, therefore the resulting doubles count rate comes only from
statistical fluctuation and is always near zero. The doubles count rate resulting
from spontaneous fission decreases with 235U mass because the fraction of SF
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nuclides increase as the fuel burns..
Overall, for pebbles with burnup below 90GWd/t, singles and doubles from

active interrogation constitute more than 99% and 99.5% of the total, respec-
tively. Therefore, the impact of gamma-ray background and passive neutrons
is negligible and our system is feasible for assay of 235U in used TRISO-fueled
pebbles.

4.3. Assay error and uncertainty

For each burnup step, we merged the pulse timestamp lists from different
source terms into a single list and calculated the total singles and doubles rates
by applying the shift-register algorithm. As shown in Fig. 18, a calibration
curve is obtained by fitting a linear function to the data. The 235U mass in an
unknown fuel sample can be estimated by finding the point on the calibration
curve corresponding to the doubles count rate measured by the NMC [15].
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Figure 18: Simulated neutron singles and doubles rate from all source terms as a function of
235U mass in the spent fuel pebble.

Figure 19a shows the relative uncertainty of the 235U mass estimation, ob-
tained by propagating the uncertainty of the calibration curve and uncertainty
of measured doubles. Figure 19b shows the relative error associated with 235U
mass estimation, which is defined as the relative difference between the esti-
mated mass and true mass. Both the relative uncertainty and relative error
associated with the 235U mass assay are below 2.5% with an inspection time of
100 s.

5. Discussions and Conclusions

In this work, we have developed a high-fidelity Monte Carlo model of the
HTR-10 reactor in SCALE 6.2.4 and performed fuel burnup calculation. Fuel
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Figure 19: Comparison of relative uncertainty and relative error associated with the 235U
mass assay. The assay time was 100 s.

composition, passive gamma-ray and neutron source terms were extracted for
used fuel pebbles with burnup between 8.88GWd/t and 88.88GWd/t. Simu-
lation showed that an intrinsic gamma-ray efficiency of 10-12 is required of the
NMC to prevent the passive gamma-ray background from interfering with the
neutron measurements. We have experimentally demonstrated that a gamma-
ray-efficiency of 10-12 can be achieved by our BCS-based NMC, with a thresh-
old of 32mV, under a high gamma-ray exposure rate of 340.87R/h (8.3 ×
10−4 Gy/s), comparable to the exposure rate that would be caused by used
TRISO fueled pebbles. We simulated the neutron interrogation of used fuel
pebbles and found that the contributions to the singles and doubles by passive
neutron and gamma-ray emitters were negligible compared to induced fission.
Therefore, measurement of 235U mass in used TRISO-fueled pebble using our
BCS-NMC is feasible. The relative uncertainty and error associated with the
235U mass assay is below 2.5% for pebbles with burnup below 90GWd/t with a
measurement time of 100 s, which is compatible with practical reactor operation.
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