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Abstract

Pebble bed reactor (PBR) relying on TRISO-fueled pebbles is one of the
most promising Gen-IV reactor designs because of intrinsic safety and ther-
mal efficiency. Fuel pebbles flow through PBR’s core and the identification
of individual pebbles exiting the core will be beneficial to improve safeguards
and fuel management. We propose a pebble identification method that is
fast, accurate, robust, and applicable to PBRs containing hundreds of thou-
sands of pebbles. The identification relies on the internal distribution of
TRISO fuel particles, which is a unique feature of each pebble. We experi-
mentally demonstrated that X-ray CT can extract the particle distribution
with high accuracy. We then applied the algorithm to identify a single peb-
ble in a data set of 100,000 pebbles achieving 100% identification accuracy in
90,000 tests with the presence of arbitrary rotations and measurement noises.
The average time to identify one pebble is below 50 s, compatible with PBR
operation.
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1. Introduction

The next generation of nuclear reactors that feature enhanced safety,
high thermal efficiency, and improved economics, are currently under ac-
tive development worldwide [1, 2, 3, 4]. Among different advanced reactor
concepts, the pebble bed reactor (PBR) design is a promising candidate for
wide deployment [5, 6, 7]. Fuel elements in PBRs are typically 6 cm diameter
graphite pebbles with approximately 10,000 coated Tri-Structural Isotropic
(TRISO) fuel particles embedded. This form factor provides the benefits
of high-temperature tolerance and effective retention of fission products [8].
PBR’s core is a vessel of hundreds of thousands of TRISO-fueled pebbles
that are continuously circulating. When a pebble exits the core, burnup
measurements are performed to determine if the pebble should be reinserted
into the core for another cycle or be classified as spent and replaced by a
fresh pebble. This online-fueling scheme has been shown to produce a more
uniform burnup distribution compared to single-pass designs [9].

Unlike LWR-type fuel, the fuel pebbles in PBRs have a much smaller
form factor and are continuously flowing. This specific feature of PBRs calls
for innovative fuel management, safeguards and material control & account-
ability measures. A single fuel pebble contains a small amount of special
nuclear material (SNM), i.e., 235U, and a large number of pebbles need to
be diverted from the core for the SNM amount to reach a significant quan-
tity (SQ) [10]. Under this consideration, item counting, in which number of
pebbles exiting and entering the core are recorded and compared, and bulk
analysis, in which a group of pebbles is collected into one container and in-
spected together, have been proposed to ensure no SQ of SNM is lost [11].
However, this approach alone is inadequate because it relies critically on the
maintenance of continuity of knowledge (CoK) of fuel locations. Experiences
on HTR-10 has shown that CoK can be lost and item counting fails to pro-
vide an accurate number of pebbles in the core [12]. In this case, a measure
must be in place to identify each individual fuel element to recover the CoK.
In addition, broken pebbles in the core can not be tracked, which introduces
materials unaccounted for (MUF). Besides, it fails to address the potential
consequence of losing a single spent fuel pebble that emits high-intensity ra-
diation to the environment and anyone nearby. It is therefore desirable to
develop experimental techniques to enable identification (ID) of any individ-
ual pebble exiting the core. The ability to perform pebble identification also
opens the door to exciting PBR research and reactor management at the
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scale of individual pebbles. The residence time and burnup change during a
pebble’s stay in the core can be inferred from its ID, which can be valuable
for validation of computational fluid dynamics and neutronics codes. The
number of passes and total residence time, inferred from the ID, can assist
in the decision of pebble re-insertion or disposal. Knowledge of the pebble
history and burnup throughout its lifespan will provide fuel designers and
operators with valuable insight to inform safe and economical fuel handling
protocols.

Our identification method relies on the inherent and unique fingerprint
associated with each fuel pebble. External identification marks on the peb-
bles’ surfaces, similar to the serial number on LWR-type fuels, are not re-
liable as they can be easily reproduced and worn down because of pebble-
pebble/pebble-wall frictions. Haire et al. [13] suggested adding rare earth
oxides to the uranium kernel as an internal tag, which requires modifications
in fuel production and the identification can only be done destructively. Gi-
tau et al. [14] proposed randomly inserting ZrO2 particles of similar size as
TRISO particles into the pebble and using the random placement of ZrO2

particles extracted through non-destructive ultrasound imaging as an iden-
tifier. However, this method also requires changes to the fuel fabrication
process and the impact of ZrO2 spheres on the neutronics and structural
strength needs to be investigated. Additionally, it would be technically chal-
lenging to identify a few ZrO2 particles among thousands of TRISO particles
on the ultrasound image. Therefore, the inherent signature of the fuel peb-
bles, such as the 3D spatial distribution of fuel kernels, is determined to be
more suitable for the identification purpose. The kernel distribution is unique
for each fuel pebble due to the randomness introduced in pebble fabrication
and is impossible to reproduce due to the large amount of kernels. X-ray
Computed Tomography (CT) has been widely used for characterization of
TRISO-fueled compacts for quality control, and the TRISO particles can
be easily resolved due to their higher density compared to the surrounding
graphite [15, 16, 17, 18]. Kwapis et al. [19] developed a neural-network algo-
rithm to perform pebble identification based on the X-ray CT projections of
the pebble. However, the algorithm was not able to identify spherical pebbles
with rotations beyond 2.5◦. This maximum displacement angle limits the ap-
plicability of this method. In this work, we build upon our previous work
that demonstrated the feasibility of identifying a single pebble in the pres-
ence of arbitrary rotations and high measurement noise, in a relatively small
dataset of 100 pebbles [20]. In this work, we propose the first TRISO-fueled
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pebble identification algorithm to achieve accurate and robust identification
of a single pebble in a library of 100,000 pebbles in less than 50 s.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we demonstrate the
experimental extraction of the spatial distribution of high-density kernels
through X-ray CT for identification purposes. In Section 3, we introduce the
pebble identification algorithm based on rotation-invariant feature matching
and point cloud registration. In Section 4, we apply the identification algo-
rithm to a dataset of 100,000 pebbles and achieve 100% accuracy in 10,000
tests. Finally, the discussion and conclusions are presented in Section 5.

2. Experimental Methods

In this section, we experimentally demonstrated the extraction of the
spatial distribution of high-density kernels from a mock-up fuel compact
with an industrial X-ray CT scanner. We compared the reconstructed kernel
distribution to the ground truth and calculated the fraction of outliers, which
includes fractions of both false positives (kernels in our reconstruction that do
not have a correspondence in the ground truth), and vice versa, for the false
negatives. Based on the outlier rates, we generated synthetic test datasets
by adding random outliers in Section 3 for testing of pebble identification
algorithms.

2.1. Cone-Beam X-ray CT Scan of Mock-up Fuel Compact

A mock-up fuel sample was made by mixing tungsten-carbide (WC) ker-
nels of 500 µm diameter with Lucite thermoplastic metallographic mounting
material (LECO 811-132, chemical formula (C5H8O2)n). Fig. 1 shows the
WC sample with 1% WC volume loading fraction. The material composition
is shown in Table 1.

We performed cone-beam X-ray CT scan of the WC-loading sample using
a North Star Imaging X5000 industrial CT scanner. Figure 2 shows the
scanning system. During the CT scan acquisition, the X-ray tube voltage
was set to 200 kVp and the current was 36 µA. The flat panel detector is
Varex PaxScan 2520DX consisting of 1536 × 1920 pixels, with a pixel pitch
of 127 µm. The frame rate is 12.5 fps at full resolution and 30 fps at 768×960
resolution. The source-to-detector distance was 301.277mm and the source-
to-object distance was 54.875mm, resulting in a zoom factor of 5.49 and an
effective voxel pitch of 23.13 µm. The angle increment was 1◦/7 and a total
of 2520 projections were acquired and saved as 16-bit tiff images.

4



Figure 1: (a) Top and (b) side picture of a mock-up fuel compact sample provided by
BWX Technologies, Inc. (BWXT) made of approximately 2000 500 µm diameter tungsten-
carbide (WC) kernels (black) and lucite plastic (transparent).

Table 1: Material composition of the WC-loaded sample and a 3-cm radius TRISO-fueled
pebble with 10,000 fuel particles [21].

TRISO-fueled Pebble WC-loaded sample
Material Thickness Density Material Thickness Density

Kernel UO2 500 µm 10.4 g/cm3 WC 500 µm 15.63 g/cm3

Coatings

Buffer 90 µm 1.1 g/cm3

None
IPyC 40 µm 1.9 g/cm3

SiC 35 µm 3.18 g/cm3

OPyC 40 µm 1.9 g/cm3

Matrix Graphite - 1.73 g/cm3 Lucite - 1.18 g/cm3

# of kernels 10000 ∼2000

Figure 2: Scanning area of the NSI X5000 CT system.
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The X-ray imaging method described here can be applied to TRISO-
fueled pebbles, provided that X-ray transmission coefficients of the WC-
loaded sample and a TRISO-fueled pebble are comparable. Figure 3a shows
the energy spectrum of 200 kVp X-rays, with characteristic X-ray peaks in
the 50 keV-100 keV energy range superimposed to the bremsstrahlung contin-
uum. The characteristic peaks result from the tungsten anode of the X-ray
tube. We first calculated the attenuation coefficients of the homogenized
WC-loaded sample and TRISO-fueled pebble based on Table 1. As shown in
Fig. 3b, the WC-loaded sample exhibits a higher attenuation coefficient in the
50 keV-100 keV energy range, due to the K-edge of tungsten, which compen-
sates for the smaller radius. We used MCNP (Monte Carlo N-Particle) [22] to
simulate a 200 kVp parallel X-ray beam impinging on the WC-loaded sample
and the TRISO-fueled pebble. The average X-ray transmission coefficients of
the WC-loaded sample and the TRISO-fueled pebble are 11.7% and 19.5%,
respectively, which are comparable.
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Figure 3: (a) Energy spectrum of 200 kVp X-rays calculated using SpekCalc [23]. (b)
Energy-dependent attenuation coefficient of the homogenized WC-loaded sample and
TRISO-fueled pebble.

2.2. Image Reconstruction

The image reconstruction was performed using the All Scale Tomographic
Reconstruction Antwerp (ASTRA) toolbox [24], an image reconstruction
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toolbox with GPU acceleration. The reconstruction process consists of two
steps. In the first step, we pre-processed the data to remove any artifacts on
the 2-D projections. We subtracted the background counts from the projec-
tions, and corrected for the variation in pixel gains:

I ′ =
I −D

F −D
(1)

where I and I ′ are the image projections before and after the correction, D
is the dark field and F is the flat field. We then linearized the data:

I ′′ = − log(I ′) (2)

In the second step, we employed the GPU-accelerated FDK (Feldkamp-
Davis-Kress) algorithm [25] in the ASTRA toolbox to reconstruct a 3-D
image from the linearized projection data I ′′. The cone-beam scan geometry
was provided as an input to the reconstruction algorithm. To speed up
reconstruction, the X-ray projection was down-sampled into 768×960 pixels
and 360 projections were used in the reconstruction. The resulting voxel
pitch was 46 µm.

For comparison, we also performed image reconstruction using the soft-
ware provided by NSI. The NSI reconstruction utilized all the 2520 scans
with no down-sampling and the voxel pitch was 23µm. The NSI recon-
struction was used as the ground truth, which we compared the ASTRA-
reconstruction to for evaluating the reconstruction quality.

2.3. Image Segmentation

Given a reconstructed image, our next step is to identify the WC kernels
inside the sample and determine their locations through image segmentation.
First, we applied Ostu’s method [26] to classify the pixels into two categories
based on their values, considering one class as the WC kernels and the other
as the surrounding plastic. We then applied a white top-hat filter to remove
any reconstruction artifacts on the binary image, followed by a Laplacian-
of-Gaussian-based blob detection algorithm to identify the cross sections of
the WC kernels on the binary image. Implementations in the scikit-image
package were used in this step [27]. We repeated these steps for all slices of
the 3D reconstruction and finally, the kernels’ 3D positions were found by
merging the 2D blobs.

We applied image segmentation to the NSI-reconstructed image and used
the extracted kernel distribution as the ground truth. We compared the
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kernel distribution based on ASTRA-reconstruction to the ground truth and
calculated the false positive (FP) rate, which is defined as the fraction of
kernels in our segmentation that do not have a correspondence in the ground
truth, and vice versa, for the false negative rate (FN) rate. A correspondence
between a pair of points is established if the distance between them is less
than 500 µm - the diameter of a single WC kernel.

3. Computational Methods

3.1. Overview of Pebble Identification Algorithm

According to our pebble identification method, in a PBR with an online-
refueling scheme, a pebble exiting the reactor core will be scanned by a X-ray
CT scanner and the spatial coordinates of the uranium-bearing kernels will
be extracted through image processing. The set of all kernels’ 3D spatial
coordinates is called a point cloud. We assume a pebble is uniquely deter-
mined by the corresponding point cloud (up to rotations), which is the basis
of our identification concept, and we will use the two terms interchangeably
in this section. The other input to the algorithm is the set of point clouds
of all existing fuel pebbles that have been scanned previously, referred to as
the library. The number of pebbles in the library depends on the design of
the PBR and is usually on the order of 100,000. We are tasked to determine
whether the pebble under inspection is one of the existing pebbles in the
library and extract the corresponding ID if so.

A successful pebble identification algorithm should meet the following
requirements:

1. Fast: Retrieve the pebble ID from a library of 100,000 pebbles within
a few minutes to ensure a continuous flow of pebbles through the core.

2. Rotation-invariant and permutation-invariant: Retrieve the correct peb-
ble ID regardless of the orientation of the pebble and the order of the
points in the point cloud.

3. Robust against noises of kernels’ positions and outliers (missing/deformed
kernels and non-existing kernels) introduced during image processing.

Let X = {xj ∈ R3|1 ≤ j ≤ n} stand for the point cloud of the pebble
under inspection, where xj is the spatial coordinate of kernel j and n the
total number of kernels. LK = {Y1,Y2, · · · ,YK} is the library of pebbles,
where Yi = {yj ∈ R3|1 ≤ j ≤ ni} is the point cloud of pebble with ID= i
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and K the total number of pebbles in the library, which is set to 100,000 in
this study.

In this work, we propose a coarse-to-fine approach to enable fast and
accurate pebble identification in PBRs, outlined in Algorithm 1. In Step 1
(coarse search), we compare rotation-invariant features of the input point
cloud and library, which allows us to reduce the search space from K =
100, 000 pebbles to N = 100 pebbles. After executing Step 1, a reduced-size
library LN of N pebbles is generated, which is fed to Step 2. In Step 2 (fine
search), we calculate the difference between the input point cloud and any
point cloud in LN and retrieve the ID that gives the smallest difference. The
key of Algorithm 1 are the two metric functions d1(X,Y ) and d2(X,Y ),
which measure the difference between two point clouds X and Y . To meet
the above-mentioned requirements, d1(X,Y ) should be relatively fast to
evaluate, and both d1(X,Y ) and d2(X,Y ) should be rotation-invariant,
permutation-invariant and robust against noises. We will discuss them in
detail in Section 3.2 and Section 3.3.

A simplification we have made in constructing the point cloud is to select
only the hundreds of points in a spherical shell close to the non-fuel zone,
i.e., the outermost layer. This choice is due to three reasons. First, we found
that these superficial points carry sufficient information about the pebble to
enable unique identification, as shown in the Results. Second, the identifica-
tion time grows quadratically with the number of points, and using all the
points is time-consuming. Last also most importantly, these points are the
easiest to image and locate by conventional X-ray CT scanners with moder-
ate penetration depth due to the lower average energy, and the measurement
noises are expected to be lower near the surface. These superficial points
are then projected onto the surface of the unit sphere to form a normalized
point cloud, which is used for identification. Figure 4 shows the comparison
of a normalized point cloud and its rotated version with position noises and
outlier points added.
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Algorithm 1 Two-step Pebble Identification

1: procedure Step 1: Search space reduction
Input: Pebble X. Library of K pebbles LK = {Yi|i ≤ K}. Reduced
library size N .

2: for each Yi do
3: Calculate the rotation-invariant features of X and Yi

4: Calculate the difference between the features: di = d1(X,Yi)
5: Append di to the list of differences
6: end for
7: Sort the list of differences.
8: Return: N pebbles with the smallest differences.
9: end procedure

10: procedure Step 2: Pebble ID Retrieval
Input: Pebble X. Library of N pebbles LN = {Yi|i ≤ N}. Threshold
ϵ.

11: for each Yi do
12: Calculate the difference between X and Yi: di = d2(X,Yi)
13: Append di to the list of differences
14: end for
15: Calculate the minimum value of the list of differences, dmin

16: if dmin < ϵ then
17: Return: The ID corresponding to the minimum difference
18: else
19: Return: No ID is found. Append this new pebble to LK

20: end if
21: end procedure

3.2. Search Space Reduction Based on Rotation-invariant Feature Matching

Comparing the input pebble X with each pebble Y in the library is
time-consuming due to the large number of candidates. In this section, we
seek to find a metric function d1(X,Y ) that measures the difference between
two point clouds and rejects Y if d1(X,Y ) is large. We will show that this
approach can reduce the search space from 100,000 pebbles to 100 pebbles.
Our main goal is to construct a descriptor functionH that extracts a rotation-
invariant feature H(X) from the given point cloud X. If the features H(X)
and H(Y ) are very different, we conclude that X ̸= Y .
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Figure 4: (a) A point cloud containing 244 points, (b) the randomly rotated point cloud,
(c) the randomly rotated point cloud with Gaussian noises and outlier points added. The
points are normalized to have norms of 1.

The rotation-invariant feature extraction process consists of two steps.
First, given any point cloud X = {xi|xi ∈ S2, 1 ≤ i ≤ n}, we define a
continuous and square-integrable function f on the unit sphere S2:

f(θ, ϕ) =
n∑

i=1

fi(θ, ϕ), fi(θ, ϕ) =
1√
πϵ

exp(−∥x− xi∥2
2ϵ2

), (3)

x = (sin θ cosϕ, sin θ sinϕ, cos θ) ∈ S2, 0 ≤ θ ≤ π,−π ≤ ϕ ≤ π (4)

fi(θ, ϕ) is a Gaussian-like function and attains its maximum at point xi.
Permutation-invariance is guaranteed by the summation of all points. ϵ con-
trols the spread of the Gaussian kernel, and as ϵ approaches zero, fi becomes
delta-like, as shown in Fig. 5. Figure 5 also shows that it is possible to recon-
struct X from f(θ, ϕ) by enumerating all local maxima of f(θ, ϕ), therefore
no information loss is introduced by our method. In this study, we assumed
a fuel particle diameter of 910 µm [21] and the minimum angular distance
between two points in the pebble is 910 µm/25mm=36.4mrad. Therefore,
we set ϵ to 40mrad to ensure good separation between the points.

The second step is to extract the power spectrum of f(θ, ϕ), which is our
desired rotation-invariant feature [28]. It is known that a spherical function
f(θ, ϕ) can be decomposed into spherical harmonics:

f(θ, ϕ) =
+∞∑
l=0

l∑
m=−l

almYlm(θ, ϕ) (5)
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Figure 5: A 3D surface plot of the spherical function f(θ, ϕ) corresponding to the point
cloud in Fig. 4(a) when ϵ = 0.02. The distance to the unit sphere represents the function
value.

where Ylm(θ, ϕ) is the spherical harmonic function of degree l and order m.
The expansion coefficient alm is given by:

alm = ⟨Ylm, f(θ, ϕ)⟩ =
∫ π

ϕ=−π

∫ π

θ=0

f(θ, ϕ)Y ∗
lm(θ, ϕ) sin θdθdϕ (6)

The rotation-invariant feature h := H(X) is defined as the L2−norm spec-
trum of f(θ, ϕ):

h = {∥fl∥|l ≥ 0} =


√√√√ l∑

m=−l

|alm|2
∣∣∣∣∣l ≥ 0

 , fl =
l∑

m=−l

almYlm(θ, ϕ) (7)

The rotation-invariance property is proved in Appendix A.
Finally, based on the descriptorH, we define the metric function d1(X,Y )

in Algorithm 1 as the sum of squared-differences between their features:

d1(X,Y ) := ∥H(X)−H(Y )∥2 =
∞∑
l=0

∥fl(X)− fl(Y )∥2 (8)
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Given an input pebble X, we reject a pebble Yj from the library that results
in large d1(X,Yj), as they cannot be the same pebble, therefore achieving
an important reduction of search space. The features of existing pebbles
{H(Yj)|j ≤ K} can be pre-computed and stored in the library and updated
when a new pebble is inserted or a spent pebble is removed.

In numerical implementation, we used the SHTOOLS library to achieve
fast evaluation of the rotation-invariant feature [29, 30]. It’s also necessary
to truncate the L2-norm spectrum at a maximum degree ℓmax without losing
too much information. Figure 6 shows the spherical function of f(θ, ϕ) cor-
responding to the point cloud in Fig. 4(a), as well as the spherical harmonics
expansion truncated at ℓmax = 10, 30, 50. We observe that for a point cloud
containing 200-300 points, a maximum degree of 50 is sufficient, which is
used in this study. Figure 7 compares the features extracted from the three
point clouds in Fig. 4. One may notice that the extracted feature does not
change with rotations and the additional noises and outliers result in small
differences. The first term at l = 0 is not used when calculating d1(X,Y )
because although it is the dominant term of the spectrum, as shown in Fig. 7,
it mainly depends on the number of points and including f0 will make the
algorithm less sensitive to the change of point distribution.
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Figure 6: 2D plot of the spherical function f(θ, ϕ) corresponding the point cloud in
Fig. 4(a), and its spherical harmonics expansion truncated at maximum degrees of 10,
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Figure 7: Comparison of rotation-invariant features of the three point clouds in Fig. 4.

It should be noted that the summation over m in Eq. (7) leads to infor-
mation loss and it is possible to have two different pebbles with the same
feature, i.e., H(X) = H(Y ) does not imply X = Y . For example, we can
prove that the descriptor H is reflection-invariant (Appendix B), i.e., a peb-
ble and its reflection about any 2D plane, being not the same pebble, will
result in the exact same feature. This ambiguity due to information loss will
be addressed in the next section.

3.3. Identification Based on Point Cloud Registration

In the previous section, we introduced a coarse search to reduce the size
of the search space. The coarse search algorithm retrieves a list of pebbles
for which LN = {Yi|i ≤ N}. We now seek to perform a fine search on
this list and find the one matching the input pebble X. It should be noted
that the matching pebble may not be the first element of the list of the
coarse algorithm due to noises and outliers. What’s more, because of the
information loss during feature extraction, two different fuel pebbles can
have the same rotation-invariant features, in which case the coarse-search
algorithm is unable to discriminate between them. For these reasons, it is
necessary to loop through LN and compare each element to X.

In this section, we introduce a pebble identification algorithm based on
point cloud registration. Point cloud registration is an important research
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problem in 3D computer vision, in which one tries to align a reference point
cloud Y with the input point cloud X through spatial transformations (e.g.,
scaling, rotation and translation) [31]. In this problem, the transformation
is restricted to rotation only. For each pebble Y in the library, we align Y
with X using point cloud registration, and retrieve the pebble ID that yields
the minimum difference after alignment.

Formally, given a reference point cloud Y = {yj|1 ≤ j ≤ m} and an input
point cloud X = {xk|1 ≤ k ≤ n}, we define a cost function as a function of
rotation R:

J(R,X,Y ) =
1

m

m∑
j=1

d(Ryj,X)2,R ∈ SO(3) (9)

d(Ryj,X) = min
k

∥xk − Ryj∥ (10)

where SO(3) is is the group of all rotations about the origin of 3D Euclidean
space R3, d(Ryj,X) is the minimum distance between a point of index j in
RY and all points in X, J is the mean-squared-error (MSE). We calculate
the global minimum of the cost function and define it as the metric d2 in
Algorithm 1:

d2(X,Y ) := min
R∈SO(3)

J(R,X,Y ) (11)

The permutation-invariance and rotation-invariance of d2(X,Y ) are guar-
anteed by the summation in Eq. (9) and the minimization in Eq. (11), re-
spectively. Finally, we find the pebble ID by minimizing d2(X,Yi) over all
possible i:

ID = argmin
i≥1

d2(X,Yi) (12)

and reject the ID if d2(X,YID) is greater than a preset-threshold ϵ, in which
case no matching pebble ID is found.

As shown in Eqs. (10),(11),(12), there are three nested layers of opti-
mization involved in determining the ID of a single pebble. The algorithm
is therefore time-consuming and becomes impractical when the size of the
library is large, which necessitates the size reduction in the previous section.
In the following, we briefly describe the strategies for solving the optimiza-
tion problems in Eqs. (10) and (11). The outermost optimization Eq. (12) is
solved by simply looping through all i.
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3.3.1. Solving Eq. (10) to find the nearest neighbour distance

We discretized the unit sphere into D×D pixels and computed the spher-
ical distance transform of X, which is a D × D spherical image. For pixel
(p, q), the pixel value dpq is the minimum distance between its center rpq and
all points in X:

dpq = d(rpq,X) = min
k

∥xk − rpq∥ (13)

In order to solve Eq. (10), we locate the pixel (p∗, q∗) that Ryj falls into and
approximate the minimum distance d(Ryj,X) by dp∗q∗ . In our study, we
set D = 400, corresponding to a pixel size of 15.71mrad×7.85mrad, which
gave us sufficient accuracy for point cloud registration. Figure 8 shows the
distance transform of the point cloud in Fig. 4(a).
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Figure 8: Spherical distance transform of the point cloud in Fig. 4(a). The local maxi-
mums correspond to centers of sparse regions where few points are present and the local
minimums corresponds to points of X.

3.3.2. Solving Eq. (11) to find the globally minimal cost

Eq. (11) evaluates the metric function d2(X,Y ) by finding the global
minimum of the cost function J . Gradient-based optimization approaches
are not applicable to this problem due to the non-convexity of J , which
tends to be trapped at local minimums [32]. We adopted the Globally Op-
timal Iterative Closest Point (Go-ICP) algorithm [33, 34] to perform the
global minimization, with the simplification that only rotation transforma-
tion needs to be considered. The simplified Go-ICP algorithm is outlined in
Algorithm 2. In brief, we divide the search space into smaller subspaces and
calculate the lower-bound and upper-bound of the global minimum in each
subspace; subspaces with lower bounds higher than the current minimum
are pruned. Our implementation used the lower bound and upper bound de-
rived in [34]. The process is repeated until the desired accuracy or maximum
number of iterations is achieved.
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As an example, we applied Go-ICP to align the two point clouds in
Fig. 4(a) and Fig. 4(c). Fig. 9 shows the evolution of estimation of Jmin

as the subspaces gets smaller as well as the lower bound J and upper bound
J̄ of each subspace. Convergence is reached when the difference between
current Jmin and lower bound J is below ϵ = 0.001. Figure 10 shows that
after applying Go-ICP, the two point clouds are well-aligned, resulting in a
small d2.

Algorithm 2 Evaluation of metric d2(X,Y ) using Go-ICP

1: procedure Rotation-only Go-ICP
Input: Point cloud X. Point cloud Y . Threshold ϵ. Rotation search
space C0.
Initialize: Priority queue Q, Jmin = ∞.

2: Calculate the lower bound of J(R,X,Y ) for R ∈ C0.
3: Append C to Q.
4: while Q is not empty do
5: Read C from Q with the lowest lower-bound J .
6: If |Jmin − J | < ϵ, break the loop
7: Divide C into 8 subspaces.
8: for each subspace Ci do
9: Calculate the lower bound J

10: If J ≥ Jmin, process the next subspace
11: Calculate the upper bound J̄
12: If J̄ < Jmin, Jmin = J̄
13: Add Ci to Q
14: end for
15: end while
16: Return: Jmin

17: end procedure

3.4. Generation of Library Dataset and Test Dataset

In this section, we describe the methods used to generate a library dataset
of 100,000 random and unique pebbles, as well as a test dataset of 10,000
pebbles for testing the identification algorithm. A TRISO-fueled pebble has a
diameter of 60mm and contains approximately 10,000 TRISO-fuel particles,
which are randomly and uniformly distributed within a fuel zone of 25mm
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radius [35]. The diameter of the coated fuel particle is 910 µm by design [21],
which is the minimum distance between two kernels.

The library dataset was generated using rejection sampling. We first
generated 45,000 random points uniformly distributed within a cube of 60mm
side length centered at the origin. Then we rejected the points with distance
to origin above 30mm. Finally, we rejected the points with distance to
their nearest neighbor less than 910 µm. The number of remaining points is
approximately 10,000-11,000, which forms a random pebble. We repeated
this procedure for 100,000 times to generate the library dataset but with a
unique seed to initiate the random number generation each time to ensure
uniqueness of each pebble. Figure 11 shows a random pebble generated using
this procedure.

Figure 11: A random pebble containing 10254 randomly-distributed particles within a
25mm radius fuel zone.

The test dataset was generated by applying random rotations and noises
to the library dataset. For a point cloud of n points, we first applied a ran-
dom rotation to all the points. Then we added Gaussian noises of mean 0
and standard deviation σ to each point, where σ represents the noise level
associated with measured kernel positions. Finally we randomly removed
n1 points to simulate missing fuel kernels (false negatives) and inserted n2

random points to simulate non-existing fuel particles (false positives) intro-
duced during image segmentation. n1 and n2 were sampled from the range
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[0, np/2] and p represents the maximum fraction of outliers (including miss-
ing kernels and non-existing kernels) due to segmentation inaccuracy. A
total of nine test datasets were generated, with σ = 0.5, 1.0, and 1.5mm and
p = 10%, 20%, 30%. We examined if the proposed algorithm can correctly
identify the tested pebble at various noise levels σ and outlier fractions p.

4. Results

4.1. Experimental Results

This section reports the results on the extraction of kernel distribution
through X-ray CT. Overall, we achieved a maximum outlier fraction of 10%
and a maximum positional error of 500µm, and the processing time was
approximately 40 s, compatible with reaction operation.

4.1.1. X-ray Projection

Figure 12 shows the projection of the WC-loading sample at projection
angle = 0◦. The high-density WC kernels shown as black dots can be clearly
discriminated from the low-density Lucite matrix.

4.1.2. Image Reconstruction

In the ASTRA reconstruction, we downsampled the projections from
1536 × 1920 pixels to 768 × 960 pixels and used only 360 scans out of 2520
scans to accelerate the computation. Figure 13 shows the comparison of im-
ages of the central slice reconstructed using the NSI’s reconstruction software
and ASTRA. The high-density WC kernels can easily be discriminated from
the background, and the reconstruction qualities are comparable.

4.1.3. Image Segmentation

The kernels were shown as bright regions on the reconstructed image. In
this step we extracted the kernels by segmenting the reconstructed image.
Figure 14 shows the segmentation process for a 2D slice of the 3D reconstruc-
tion. A binary image was obtained by applying an intensity threshold found
using Ostu’s method (second column). The reconstruction artifacts shown
as small white regions were removed through the white top-hat filter (third
column). Finally, cross sections of kernels shown as small disks were identi-
fied and their centroids were calculated (fourth column). The algorithm is
able to segment the kernels correctly in most cases.
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Figure 12: Projection at scanning angle = 0◦ of mock-up fuel sample. The dark color
indicates high X-ray attenuation.

(a) NSI reconstruction (b) ASTRA reconstruction

Figure 13: Comparison of images reconstructed using NSI’s proprietary software and the
ASTRA toolbox.
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Figure 14: Steps to segment kernels from the reconstructed image. The first column
shows the image of a slice of the sample reconstructed by ASTRA; the second column
shows the binary image obtained by applying Ostu’s thresholding; the third column shows
the binary image after applying the white top-hat filter to remove small regions; the last
column shows the identified kernels overlaid on the reconstructed image. The bottom row
is the zoomed-in view of the top row within the [200, 500]×[200, 500] region.
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We then calculated the false positive and false negative rates by compar-
ing the segmentation based on ASTRA and NSI reconstructions. These two
rates quantify the inaccuracy in the extracted kernel distribution, based on
which test datasets can be generated. Figure 15 shows the false positive rate
and false negative rate as a function of the penetration depth and the total
number of scans. Lower false positive and false negative rates mean more
accurate segmentation. The outlier fraction, defined as the sum of false pos-
itive and false negative rates, is approximately 4% when there are 360 scans
and 10% for the other cases using fewer scans. The false positive and nega-
tive rates do not increase significantly when we reduce the number of scans
from 360 to 60, which means we can potentially reduce the CT scan time to
16 s and reconstruction time to 3.2 s based on Table 2. The reconstruction
was performed on a NVIDIA Quadro P4000 GPU and the segmentation was
performed on an i9-7920X CPU @ 2.90GHz with 24 threads in parallel.
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Figure 15: False positive rate and false negative rate as a function of the penetration depth
and the total number of scans.

Table 2: CT acquisition and image processing time for different number of scans. The
acquisition time is estimated based on X5000’s scanning rate, which is 30fps at 768× 960
resolution.

Scans Acquisition (s) Reconstruction (s) Segmentation (s) Total (s)
360 97 9

22

128
180 49 5 76
120 33 4 59
90 24 4 50
60 16 3 41
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4.2. Computational Results

In this section we report the results of identifying pebbles with positional
noises and outliers from a library of 100,000 pebbles. The identification
accuracy was 100% for noise level below 1.5mm and outlier fraction below
30%. The average identification time for a single pebble was approximately
6.6 s.

4.2.1. Search Space Reduction Based on Rotation-invariant Feature Matching

First, we examined the performance of the search-space reduction algo-
rithm at different noise levels (σ=0.5,1,1.5mm) and outlier fractions (p=10%,
20%, 30%). Given a test pebble, the search-space reduction algorithm should
traverse the library of 100,000 pebbles and return a short list of pebbles in
which there is one matching the input. If the true ID of the test pebble is
not within the returned list, we call it a test failure. For each combination
of σ and p, we calculated the test failure rate as a function of the number of
returned pebbles, as shown in Fig. 16a. When σ ≤ 0.5mm (diameter of the
fuel kernel) and p ≤ 10%, the failure rate is 0, indicating that the true pebble
ID is always the first element of the returned list. As σ or p increases, the
algorithm’s performance degrades and thousands of IDs need to be retrieved
to ensure the true pebble ID is not missed (zero failure rate). These results
were achieved using the outermost 2%-3% points with 24.8mm< r <25mm.
To improve identification accuracy, we extracted an independent rotation-
invariant feature from the spherical shell with 24.6mm< r <24.8mm and
used both features for identification. The identification results using two
and three shells are shown in Fig. 16b, 16c, from which we observe that the
failure rate is significantly reduced for all test datasets. We achieved a zero
failure rate using the top-100 IDs and the three outermost shells. If more
shells were to be used, the failure rate would be further reduced. The av-
erage computational time per test case was 5.2ms, 0.24 s, and 0.37 s using
one shell, two shells, and three shells, which is compatible with the online-
refueling scheme. The tests were performed on an i9-7920X CPU @ 2.90GHz
with no parallelization.

4.2.2. Pebble Identification Based on Point Cloud Registration

We tested the Go-ICP based identification algorithm on two test datasets
with (σ =0.5mm and p = 10%) and (σ =1.5mm and p = 30%). For each
test case i, we constructed a new library {Yj|j ∈ Ji}, where Ji represents
the collection of 100 pebble IDs retrieved in the previous step. We then
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Figure 16: Test failure rate as a function of number of returned pebbles at different noise
levels and outlier fractions, when (a) a single spherical shell, (b) two shells, and (c) three
shells were used for identification. A test case where the true pebble ID is not found within
the list returned by the algorithm is called a failure.

applied the Go-ICP algorithm to calculate the metric d2(Xi,Yj) between
the input pebble Xi and each library pebble Yj, which is defined as the
minimum MSE over all rotations. The convergence threshold ϵ of Go-CIP
was set to 0.001 and the maximum number of iterations was set to 5000 to
ensure convergence. Figure 17 shows the distribution of d2(Xi,Yj). The x-
axis is the index of the test pebble ranging from 1 to 10,000, and the y-axis is
the error after alignment. The red data points represent the alignment error
when j corresponds to the true pebble ID of Xi and the green data points
for the other 99 IDs. We observed an excellent separation between the two
sets of IDs, enabling ID retrieval by thresholding d2. For both test datasets,
we applied a threshold of 0.006, and the pebble IDs were correctly retrieved
for all of the test cases, achieving a failure rate of 0. Computational time per
test case is 6.6 s on average, in parallel with 10 cores.

5. Discussion and Conclusions

In this work, we developed a procedure to extract the spatial distribution
of fuel kernels in a TRISO-fueled pebble using X-ray CT and experimentally
demonstrated it on a mock-up fuel sample with X-ray attenuation close to
the attenuation of an actual fuel pebble. The present study is limited to the
analysis of X-ray CT images. The developed algorithms were demonstrated
on a large data set of 100,000 simulated pebbles, and kernel identification
performances were determined experimentally using an industrial X-ray CT
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(a) σ =0.5mm,p = 10% (b) σ =1.5mm,p = 30%

Figure 17: MSE calculated using Go-ICP for true pebble ID and other IDs.

scanner and mock-up fuel compact, with an X-ray attenuation comparable
to the attenuation of an actual TRISO-fueled pebble. For spent TRISO-
fueled pebbles, the photons emitted by the spent fuel may saturate the X-
ray detector [36]. In this case, neutron tomography [37, 38] or other methods
that allow for reliable extraction of the positions of outermost kernels can
be applied. The computational method described in this work also applies
to other identification concepts based on the spatial distribution of external
identifiers such as ZrO2 [14, 39]. Our study focuses on the identification of
TRISO-fueled pebbles of spherical shape, but the approach can be easily
generalized to fuel elements of arbitrary shapes as long as there is a random
3D distribution of kernels in the fuel. In fact, spherical pebbles are the most
difficult to identify of all because there are three degrees of freedoms (rotation
angle and axis) to be optimized. For cylindrical fuel elements, the rotation
axis is known and there is only one degree of freedom (angle), and faster 1-D
registration method can be applied [40].

The demonstration on WC-loaded sample allowed us to estimate the error
of the extracted kernel distribution and the total time needed for extraction.
Our experimental results show that the error associated with the kernel po-
sition is less than 500µm and the percentage of mis-identified particles is
below 10%. The total imaging processing time required to extract the ker-
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nel distribution was approximately 40 s. It should be noted that the kernel
distribution in our sample is not uniform, leading to difficulty in the segmen-
tation of densely-distributed WC kernels. We expect a higher segmentation
accuracy can be achieved for actual TRISO-fueled pebbles, where the kernel
distribution is sparser [18, 15]. Additionally, a detailed image of the deeper
region of the pebble is not necessary since our identification method only
relies on the outermost kernels that are the easiest to capture by X-ray CT,
therefore further relaxing the constraints of the CT scan.

We have developed a coarse-to-fine strategy to efficiently and accurately
identify a TRISO-fueled pebble from a library of 100,000 pebbles based on
their unique kernel distribution. The coarse-search step effectively reduces
the size of search space by 99.9%, by comparing the rotation-invariant fea-
tures of the kernel distribution. The fine-search step compares each candi-
date in the size-reduced library to the pebble under inspection and eventually
returns the one that aligns best with the input pebble. Our numerical exper-
iments showed that this approach achieves 100% identification accuracy with
positional noise up to 1.5mm and outlier fraction up to 30%. The proposed
pebble identification algorithm allows us to obtain not only the pebble ID
but also the 3D rotation that the pebble has gone through. The latter can be
useful for tracking the movements of individual TRISO fuel particles during
the fuel’s lifespan.

The rotation invariant feature is extracted from the kernel distribution
in a spherical shell, which implicitly requires the pebble to be intact when
it exits the PBR’s core. However, in some circumstances, the pebble may
be damaged during fuel circulation. The coarse search algorithm no longer
applies due to the large outlier fraction, while the fine search algorithm based
on Go-ICP, although time-consuming, is shown to be robust against large
outlier fractions. Figure 18 shows the alignment of a damaged pebble with
90% kernels missing with the ground truth in the library, calculated using Go-
ICP. In practice, the damaged pebbles would result in a non-identified pebble,
which will be collected separately into waste containers and the identification
can therefore be performed offline using Go-ICP.

The time to identify a single fuel pebble from 100,000 pebbles is less
than 7 s in parallel with 10 cores. If needed, the computational time can be
further reduced by extracting more rotation-invariant features in the coarse-
search step to reduce the number of retrieved candidates. Additionally, other
independently-measured inherent signatures associated with the pebble, such
as the fuel burnup or residual 235U mass obtained through gamma-ray spec-
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Figure 18: (a) An intact pebble (truth). (b) Apply a random rotation and add noises of
σ =0.5mm to the truth and remove 90% particles to simulate a damaged pebble (test).
(c) Apply the optimal rotation found by Go-ICP to the test.

troscopy [41] or neutron multiplicity counting [42, 43], can be relied upon to
narrow the search. For example, pebbles in the library with higher burnup
or lower 235U mass than the inspected pebble’s can be immediately rejected.

In conclusion, we have developed a coarse-to-fine approach to efficiently
and accurately identify a TRISO-fueled pebble exiting a PBR core. The iden-
tification relies on the unique spatial distribution of fuel kernels associated
with each pebble and we demonstrated experimentally that this distribution
can be accurately extracted through X-ray CT in 41 s, including measure-
ment and data processing time, with a maximum positional error of 0.5mm
and outlier fraction of 10%. The coarse-to-fine approach allows the retrieval
of the ID of an unknown pebble from a library of 100,000 pebbles in 7 s.
The identification accuracy of our method is 100% in 10,000 tests with mea-
surement error up to 1.5mm and outlier fraction up to 30%. The proposed
approach will be beneficial for fuel management and safeguarding SNM in
PBRs.
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Appendix A. Proof of Rotation-Invariance of Descriptor H

First we consider the transformation F that maps a point cloud X to a
spherical function f in Eq. (3) and we show that F is rotation-equivariant,
i.e,

∀R ∈ SO(3),X ∈ Rn×3,F(R(X)) = R(F(X)) (A.1)
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Proof. Let g = F(R(X)), h = R(F(X)). By definition, ∀x ∈ S2,

g(x) =
n∑

i=1

exp(−d2(x,Rxi)/2σ
2), (A.2)

h(x) = f(R−1x) =
n∑

i=1

exp(−d2(R−1x,xi)/2σ
2) (A.3)

We will show ∀i, d(x,Rxi) = d(R−1x,xi) ⇔ ∀i, ∥x−Rxi∥ = ∥R−1x−xi∥
⇔ ∀i, ⟨x,Rxi⟩ = ⟨R−1x,xi⟩. Since R ∈ SO(3), we have R−1 = RT .
Therefore,

RHS = ⟨R−1x,xi⟩ = ⟨RTx,xi⟩ = ⟨x,Rxi⟩ = LHS (A.4)

Then we consider the transformation G that maps a spherical function
f(x) to a feature h in Eq.(7) and we will show that G is rotation-invariant,
i.e.,

∀R ∈ SO(3), f ∈ C(S2),G(R(f)) = G(f) (A.5)

Proof. Consider a rotation R ∈ SO(3) that maps the unit vector x to x′.
By definition, the spherical harmonics expansion coefficient in the new coor-
dinate system

a′lm =

∫
S2

f(x)Y ∗
lm(x

′)dΩ′ =

∫
S2

f(x)Y ∗
lm(Rx)dΩ (A.6)

Ylm(Rx) is related to Ylm(x) through the Wigner D-matrix [44],

Ylm(Rx) =
l∑

m′=−l

[Dl
mm′(R)]∗Ylm′(x) (A.7)

Therefore,

a′lm =
l∑

m′=−l

Dl
mm′(R)alm′ (A.8)

l∑
m=−l

|a′lm|2 =
l∑

m=−l

(
l∑

m′=−l

Dl
mm′(R)alm′)(

l∑
m”=−l

Dl
mm”(R)alm”)

∗

=
l∑

m′=−l

l∑
m”=−l

(
l∑

m=−l

Dl
mm′(R)[Dl

mm”(R)]∗)alm′a∗lm”

(A.9)
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Using the orthogonality of Dl
mm′(R) [44]:

l∑
m=−l

Dl
mm′(R)[Dl

mm”(R)]∗ = δm′m” (A.10)

l∑
m=−l

|a′lm|2 =
l∑

m′=−l

l∑
m”=−l

δm′m”alm′a∗lm” =
l∑

m′=−l

alm′a∗lm′

=
l∑

m=−l

|alm|2
(A.11)

Therefore, for any l, we have ∥(R(f))l∥ = ∥fl∥ ⇒ G(R(f)) = G(f).
Finally, we show that the descriptor H, which is the combination of G

and F , is rotation-invariant.

Proof.

∀R ∈ SO(3),X ∈ Rn×3,

H(R(X)) = G(F(R(X))) = G(R(F(X))) = G(F(X)) = H(X)
(A.12)

Appendix B. Proof of Reflection-Invariance of Descriptor H

Due to the rotation-invariance of H, we will only need to show this for a
specific reflection.

Proof. Set the reflection plane to be the x− y plane. The spherical function
after reflection f ′(θ, ϕ) is related to the original spherical function f(θ, ϕ)
through:

f ′(θ, ϕ) = f(π − θ, ϕ) (B.1)

The spherical harmonics expansion coefficient of f ′(θ, ϕ) is

a′lm = ⟨Ylm(θ, ϕ), f
′(θ, ϕ)⟩ = ⟨Ylm(θ, ϕ), f(π − θ, ϕ)⟩

= ⟨Ylm(π − θ, ϕ), f(θ, ϕ)⟩ (B.2)

Using the parity of Ylm [45]:

Ylm(π − θ, ϕ) = (−1)l+mYlm(θ, ϕ) (B.3)
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we obtain
a′lm = (−1)l+malm ⇒ |a′lm| = |alm| (B.4)

Therefore the extracted features are invariant under reflections.
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