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Method to Reduce Noise for Measurement of 7Be and 8B Solar
Neutrinos on Gallium-71

J. Folkerts, N. Solomey, B. Hartsock, T. Nolan, O. Pacheco, G. Pawloski

• Gallium is increasingly available as a constituent of scintillating crystals
which present promise in future solar neutrino detectors.

• Requiring gallium neutrino interactions to produce an excited state
filters the solar neutrino spectrum to heavily suppress most low-energy
processes besides 8B and 7Be, which become the dominant processes.

• The prompt de-excitation gamma from an excited state can produce
a double electron-gamma signal, which could reduce noise from back-
grounds such as 14C by as many as 10 orders of magnitude in a 100 ton
detector.
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Abstract

Gallium solar neutrino experiments have historically used radiochemical count-
ing to determine the event rate. A detector which directly measures the
ejected electron and de-excitation gamma could reduce background counting
rates by way of a double-pulse technique. We find this reduction could be
as large as 10 orders of magnitude in a 100 ton detector. In our process, the
detector measures the excited nuclear final state of the germanium after an
electron neutrino interacts with gallium nucleus through the charged-current
interaction. This results in a loss of approximately 90% of the total neutrino
signal, but higher energy processes are less suppressed. The neutrinos result-
ing from this higher energy selection are predominantly from the 8B and 7Be
solar neutrino fluxes.
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1. Gallium Double Pulsing

The interaction of gallium with neutrinos has been of scientific interest
since the early 1990’s with the GALLEX experiment and the SAGE exper-
iment [1, 2]. These experiments used radiochemical methods to determine
the number of neutrino interactions which had taken place. They were based
on the charged-current weak interaction of an electron neutrino and gallium
transmuting into ionized germanium and an electron, Equation 1. Traditional
radiochemical experiments are not sensitive to excited states of end-state nu-
cleii. Despite this, a significant fraction of these nucleii will be in an excited
nuclear state, often with very short half lives. If a detector is sensitive to
both the ejected electron and to the prompt gamma ray emission, a new
technique for reducing noise by this two-particle signal can be developed.

νe +
71
31Ga → e− + 71

32Ge+∗ → e− + 71
32Ge+ + γ (1)

The biggest advantage of such a system would be an opportunity to reduce
the rate of uncorrelated noise. For example, carbon 14 provides a significant
background to current solar neutrino experiments such as Borexino [3]. If
it were possible to reduce the rate of such backgrounds by looking for two
energy pulses separated in time or distance, there would be significant gains
for the scientific merit of such studies. Because they obey Poisson statistics,
the probability of a secondary event with rate R occurring in time window
T following a primary event is given by (2),

P = 1− e−RT ≈ RT, (2)

for T ≪ 1/R. The Borexino experiment has several backgrounds which are
on the order of 10 per day, such as their 210Bi background at 11.5± 1.0/day.
If a constraint of requiring two such events within 1 µs could be applied
to this rate, it would be possible to reduce the background by a factor of
1.2 × 10−10, reducing such a background from ∼ 10/day to 420/gigayear.
Such a constraint on Borexino is likely impossible, but a detector designed
around double pulsing might be able to achieve such a background reduction.

A concept for a solar orbiter searching for neutrinos is already looking
into the use of gallium double-pulsing to reduce harsh backgrounds in space
[4]. Preliminary lab tests for a CubeSat demonstrator of this detector tech-
nology, consisting of a 28 mm × 28 mm × 14 mm active GAGG volume read
out on SiPMs, show that a 100 µs window only fails to reject between 0.16%
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and 0.00076% of background event pairs depositing >150 keV based on tim-
ing alone. Any earth-based experiment with historical data that includes
timing and energy of pulses could look for nuclear de-excitation gammas cor-
responding to their target which occur after their candidate neutrino event,
especially in the higher energy regions of the solar neutrino spectrum us-
ing this or a similar double-pulse method. The five lowest energy states of
germanium are shown in Table 1 [5].

Reaction Products Energy Threshold Photon Energy Half Life
71
32Ge+e− 232.5 keV n/a 11.43± 0.03 d

71
32Ge+e− + γ 407.4 keV 175.0 keV 81± 3 ns
71
32Ge+e− + γ 430.9 keV 198.4 keV 20.2± 0.12 ms
71
32Ge+e− + γ 732.5 keV 499.9 keV not measured
71
32Ge+e− + γ 757.6 keV 525.1 keV not measured

Table 1: Table of lowest energy states from the interaction of neutrinos with gallium 71.
Shown are the energy threshold of the neutrino needed to produce the final state, the
resulting energy of the de-excitation photon, and the half-life of the Ge state. The 20.2
ms state may be problematic for use in background rejection, but it is very unlikely and
can safely be removed from analyses.

Recent developments in gallium-based scintillators has given rise to poten-
tial targets which already contain gallium and are very fast. Cerium-doped
Gadolinium Aluminum Gallium Garnet (GAGG or GAGG:Ce) is very fast
with an 88 ns fast decay time and high light yield of 46,000 photons/MeV[6].
This crystal contains about 23% gallium by mass. Recent research has also
shown that β-Ga2O3 could be a very fast scintillator with decay times as fast
as 12 ns and light yields as high as 6400 photons/MeV[7]. This scintillator,
if it could be produced in large quantities, would be 74% gallium by mass.
Either of these scintillators could allow for very fast timing resolution. In
addition, if the detector was voxelated, such as in detectors like NOνA or
Figure 1, it might be possible to discriminate the electron-gamma double
signal by looking for the signals in two different volumes. Lab tests with 7
mm GAGG cubes bonded to SiPMs show that energy resolutions as good as
8.46±0.45 @ 137Cs and timings as fast as 52.2±7.4 ns are achievable. Initial
tests also show that signals with as low as 81 keV could be separated from
noise in GAGG [8]. This gives us confidence in a gallium detector that does
not need to use radiochemical methods to detect the neutrino interaction.
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Figure 1: Diagram for a concept of a highly-voxelated neutrino detector with incident
neutrino and isotropic electron and de-excitation gamma from the resulting nucleus.

Using Geant4, we performed some initial studies of the 175 keV de-
excitation gamma inside both GAGG and Ga2O3. The figure of interest
from these simulations was the proportion of the gammas that had at least
95% of their energy when traveling through the crystal. We chose this value
based on the energy resolution from small test crystals [8]. From Figures 2
and 3, we can see that the segments of a highly-voxelated design should have
crystals no larger than ∼4 mm in Ga2O3 or ∼1 mm in GAGG for a ∼70%
gamma efficiency. Another Geant4 simulation with long square prisms as the
detection volume is shown in Figures 4 and 5 with a solar-energy electron
in one voxel with a 175 keV gamma ray escaping to interact in another. A
detector like this could be constructed of many small modules and optimized
for the particular crystal chosen.

2. Relative Amplification of 7Be and 8B Signals

Previous gallium neutrino experiments have used the Bahcall cross section
for gallium interacting with solar neutrinos or one of several follow-up papers
[9, 10, 11, 12]. The original Bahcall method finds the cross section for the
ground state and corrections for several of the common excited states. Of
interest to this paper specifically is the behavior at these excited states of
gallium.

For the rest of the paper, there are two definitions which are important.

4



Figure 2: Fraction of 175 keV Gamma rays with at least 95% of their initial energy vs
Ga2O3 thickness of crystal plate traversed.

Figure 3: Fraction of 175 keV Gamma rays with at least 95% of their initial energy vs
GAGG thickness of crystal plate traversed.
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Figure 4: Simulated neutrino interaction in a detector made of Ga2O3 1 x 1 x 16 mm
voxels. The initial electron (8 MeV) crosses between two voxels, causing scintillation light
(green lines). The secondary gamma ray (blue line) travels further into the detector before
depositing in an inner voxel, causing more scintillation light.

Figure 5: Simulated neutrino interaction in a detector made of GAGG 1 x 1 x 16 mm voxels.
The initial electron (8 MeV) causes scintillation light (green lines) in two perpendicular
voxels near the center. The secondary gamma (blue line) ray travels through the GAGG
and deposits energy in two voxels near the edge, causing more scintillation light.
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The effective cross section for a given neutrino process, σi, is an integral of
the multiplication of the neutrino cross section, σ(E) with the normalized
flux vs energy, ϕi(E). A graph of the solar neutrino fluxes due to the various
fusion processes can be seen in Figure 6 [13]. For a general solar neutrino, we
define the effective cross section as the flux-weighted average of the effective
cross section for all processes, i.e.

∑
iΦiσi/

∑
iΦi.

Figure 6: Solar Neutrino Spectrum produced using data from John Bahcall’s standar solar
model [13]. Each line is shown along with the total flux spectrum. Monoenergetic peaks
have units of cm−2 s−1. Several elements and their energy thresholds are drawn and
shaded on the graph.

Using a copy of the code that Bahcall used to calculate the cross sections
for solar neutrinos, determining the effect of looking for excited states is
very straightforward. More modern versions of the code exist, but they
change very little that is relevant to this paper, and they are built atop John
Bahcall’s original FORTRAN code, and the cross section has not changed
significantly since Bahcall published the result of this code in 1997. The
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Neutrino Process Cross Section Excited Only Cross Section Ratio

pp 11.6 4.93×10−3 0.0425%
7Be - 1 77.4 4.55 5.88%
7Be - 2 22.9 0 0%

13N 60.4 3.62 6.00%
15O 114 15.9 14.0%
pep 204 37.2 18.3%
8B 24000 21200 88.3%
17F 114 16.1 14.0%
hep 71400 66100 92.3%

Table 2: Table of neutrino’s generating process, the effective cross section of that process,
the effective cross section of going only to an excited state of germanium, and the ratio
between the two cross sections.. Cross sections are the effective cross section of the trans-
mutation of νe +

71Ga→ e− + 71Ge∗ and are given in units of 10−46 cm2.

output files for each fusion source of solar neutrinos - pp, pep, 8B, etc -
contain the contribution to the total cross section separated by end-state
excitation level. To determine the effect of ignoring the ground state, the
analysis was as simple as not adding their contribution to the effective cross
section. Results from this analysis can be found in Tables 2 and 3.

Using the solar neutrino spectrum with the MARLEY event generator
and the Bahcall Gmmow-Teller factors, we find similar results [14]. A graph
of the outgoing electron’s kinetic energy can be seen in Figure 7. From
this graph, we can see that we expect most excited state transitions to be
associated with higher energy neutrinos than the ground state transitions.
The most probable ground state interactions have ≈ 100 keV of energy, but
the excited states are most likely to be 1 MeV or more. We see that the 8B
region is now the dominant energy region. Notice that each of the features on
the graph has moved slightly to the left. This corresponds to the energy being
lost to the nucleus. The general effect is moving the feature down in energy,
and spreading it out due to the multiple possible excitation levels in 71Ge.
By adding the energy of the excitation level to the electron, the regions of the
different processes separate noticeably, as can be seen in Figure 8. Combined
with the energy resolution of the GAGG crystals, it should be possible to
separate the signals by energy.

There are several interesting things to note from these results. First,
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Neutrino Process σtotal σExcited States Ratio (%)

pp 10.7 4.5×10−3 4.2×10−2

7Be - 1 5.1 0.30 5.9
7Be - 2 0.17 0 0

13N 0.19 1.1×10−2 6.0
15O 2.54×10−1 3.5×10−2 14.0
pep 4.49×10−1 8.20×10−2 18.3
8B 1.66 1.47 88.3
17F 5.75×10−3 8.07×10−4 14.0
hep 8.92×10−3 8.26×10−3 92.6

Total 18.5 1.91 10.3

Table 3: Table of neutrino’s generating process, the contribution of that process to the
effective cross section, the contribution to the cross section when not considering ground
state interactions, and the ratio of excited states only to all states. Cross section contri-
butions are in terms of their flux-weighted cross section, and they are given in units of
10−46 cm2.

Figure 7: Histogram of the kinetic energy of outgoing electrons from the gallium neutrino
interaction generated using MARLEY. The energy of all outgoing electrons is shown in
blue, and the energy of the electrons associated with excited state transitions is shown in
red.
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Figure 8: Histogram of the total energy of the outgoing electron and excited nucleus.
Notice the separation of the 8B, 7Be + 15O + 13N, and pp tail signals.

when considering only excited states, the neutrino cross section averaged
over the solar neutrino spectrum is 10% of the total neutrino cross section.
Second, the effective reduction in neutrino cross section is different across
different neutrino processes owing to their differing energy profiles. Finally,
in ground state transition measurements, the pp neutrinos are the dominant
neutrino measured for gallium, as can be seen in Figure 6. When we consider
only transitions to excited states of gallium, the hep neutrinos have almost
no reduction in rate, unlike most other neutrino processes, which can also
be seen in Figure 6. This process is not magnified enough to overcome its
extremely low flux. However, by removing the ground state transitions, the
8B process becomes the dominant process.

3. Noise Reduction with Gallium Double Pulses

Any neutrino experiment that does not use radiochemical means of de-
tecting neutrinos will suffer from some level of background due to longer-lived
radioactive particles which were either present at the time of construction,
or which are generated during operation from the passage of cosmic rays or
cosmic ray showers. A double-pulse system can reduce the backgrounds of
these particles by restricting interactions to very specific time windows.

To illustrate the background reduction gained by using double-pulsed sig-
nals in gallium, I will consider several elements that are primarily or entirely
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radioactive to show how much contamination a detector would be able to
withstand. For a general radioactive background with half-life T1/2 we can
write Equation 3, where P is the overall probability of counting a time-
correlated background as a signal, PR is the probability of rejecting a given
single particle, and Pt, Equation 4, is the probability of a second radioactive
decay within the time window t for n radioactive particles. These equa-
tions assume that for an experimentally relevant timescale, the number of
radioisotopes is not changing significantly. I include 71Ge and 152Gd because
the former will be generated via neutrino interactions, and the latter has a
small natural abundance. GAGG is 64% gadolinium by mass which corre-
sponds to 4.9× 1021 atoms of 152Gd per kg of GAGG. All other constituents
of GAGG have only stable natural isotopes.

P = (1− PR)
2 · Pt (3)

Pt = 1− 2
− nt

T1/2 (4)

Isotope Half-life n : Pt=200 ns ≈ 1/2
71Ge 11.43 d 4.94×1012
152Gd 1.10× 1014 yr 2.00×1028
14C 5730 yr 9.04×1017
115In 4.41× 1014 yr 6.95×1028
239Pu 2.41× 104 yr 2.81× 1017
235U 7.04× 108 yr 8.22× 1021
85Kr 10.8 yr 1.70×1015
210Bi 5.0 d 2.16×1012
210Po 138.4 d 5.68×1013

Table 4: Table of several radioactive isotopes for comparison to how much is required
to produce significant noise. For each isotope, the number of particles required for that
isotope to have a 50% chance of creating a double pulse inside a 200 ns time window.

This lets us calculate how much of a given radioactive isotope will begin
to cause false double pulses unless PR approaches 1, given in Table 4. We
have chosen a number of radioactive isotopes across a range of half-lives.
Of note is radioactive 71Ge, which will be produced by the interaction of
interest. It is clear from the table that the germanium will never reach the
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level of a significant background in a gallium-based double-pulse detector,
given that this would take ∼ 1012 neutrino interactions every 10 days. Other
radioactive isotopes if present in such detectors would require amounts of
more than 7.5× 10−10 g/g.

The passage of muons through most materials can cause radioactive ac-
tivation within a detector, and GAGG is no exception. Using the muon flux
at sea level [15], we simulated exposure of a 1 ton cube of GAGG to muons
vertically incident. The simulation counted each radioactive isotope gener-
ated which had a half life of less than 10 years. A Table 5 summarizes the
results of this simulation. From this table there are two regions of interest.
If we make the extremely pessimistic assumption that all of the radioactive
isotopes are produced at once, the long half-life region still shows that a
GAGG detector looking for gallium double pulse signals is unlikely to have
issues rejecting backgrounds due to the nuclear decays. The region with
the short half-lives could present a significant problem to a GAGG detector.
This detector would need a secondary method of rejection like an external
veto or muon-tagging software. At sea level, muons interact with 1 ton of
GAGG at a rate of ∼ 200 Hz. A veto that rejects a 1 µs window following
a muon, which represents no fewer than 10 half-lives, would therefore reject
∼ 2× 10−2 % of the total time.

Gadolinium is the largest component of GAGG by mass, and it has a
relatively high neutron capture cross section. Because of thsis, it is important
to consider the backgrounds that could arise from neutrons arising due to
cosmic rays. Using the neutron flux at sea level [16], we calculate that there
are 8.0 thermal neutrons per second incident on a 1 ton GAGG detector.
Table 6 shows the noise rates of thermal neutrons at sea level if we apply (2)
to several time windows.

4. Conclusion

All previous gallium experiments have used radiochemical means to sep-
arate out the germanium atoms resulting from solar neutrino interactions for
counting. This usually causes the actual measurement of the interaction to
be severely out of time with respect to when it took place. To actually see
a double pulse, we need to be able to make measurements of the interaction
as it is taking place. In this regard, Gadolinium Aluminum Gallium Garnet
(GAGG) scintillators are of interest. These crystals are an emerging scin-
tillating material which are fast, have a high light yield, and contain 23%
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Half Life Range Events (/yr /ton) n : Pt ≈ 1/2

< 1 ns 8.359(29)× 105 2.5× 10−1

1-10 ns 2.0748(46)× 105 2.5× 10−2

10-100 ns 1.20750(35)× 105 2.5× 10−1

100 ns - 100 ms < 1× 10−5 2.5× 104

100 - 1000 ms 9.784(99)× 104 2.5× 105

1 - 10 s 1.89(14)× 103 2.5× 106

10 - 100 s 1.197(11)× 105 2.5× 107

100 - 1000 s 1.3673(12)× 107 2.5× 108

1 - 10 ks 2.2216(14)× 107 2.5× 109

10 - 100 ks 6.228(25)× 107 2.5× 1010

100 - 1000 ks 3.0539(55)× 106 2.5× 1011

1 - 10 Ms 4.587(46)× 107 2.5× 1012

10 - 100 Ms 3.554(19)× 107 2.5× 1013

100 - 1000 Ms 1.626(13)× 107 2.5× 1014

1 - 10 Gs 8.052(28)× 107 2.5× 1015

10 Gs - 10 yr 1.152(11)× 107 2.5× 1016

Table 5: Table of events per year induced by muon flux at sea level incident on a 1 ton cube
of GAGG for all byproducts with half-life < 10 years and the number of such particles so
that Pt ≈ 1

2 . All entries between 1 and 100 ns are nuclear de-excitation gamma rays. Less
than 1 per thousand entries above 1 second are nuclear de-excitation gamma rays. 13% of
entries in the 100 - 1000 ms range are de-excitation gammas. Entries below 1 ns are 15%
de-excitation gammas.

Double Pulse Window Rate (Hz) Rate (/day) Rate (/year)

1 ms 8.0× 10−3 690 2.5× 105

10 µs 8.0× 10−5 6.9 2.5× 103

1 µs 8.0× 10−6 0.69 250
250 ns 2.0× 10−6 0.17 63

Table 6: Table of incident thermal neutron rate for a 1 ton GAGG detector at sea level.
Neutrons are considered thermal if they have < 10 keV of energy.
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gallium by mass. A detector comprised of crystals like these could look for
an electron signal and a simultaneous gamma ray signal of appropriate en-
ergy in any nearby segments of the detector. Ga2O3, which is 74% gallium
by mass, also shows promise as a scintillator candidate, though it is in its
infancy as a detector material [7].

A detector made of either of these two materials could look for double-
pulse signals within very narrow time windows, on the order of 40 ns. In-
side this window, the detector could search for an electron-like signal and a
gamma-like signal in the detection volume. By ensuring that the detection
happened simultaneously, for the 500 keV and higher gamma rays, or began
within 140 ns, ≈ 2T1/2 for the 175 keV gamma ray, the detector would be
able to put strict acceptance criteria on gallium solar neutrino interactions
and have the potential for reducing background signals by many orders of
magnitude. This suppression could be as large as ten orders of magnitude.
This detection method would also allow the detector to take advantage of
the relative amplification of the 8B and 7Be signals.
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