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Abstract

This paper presents a statistical forward model for a Compton imaging system, called Comp-

ton imager. This system, under development at the University of Illinois Urbana Champaign,

is a variant of Compton cameras with a single type of sensors which can simultaneously act

as scatterers and absorbers. This imager is convenient for imaging situations requiring a wide

field of view. The proposed statistical forward model is then used to solve the inverse problem

of estimating the location and energy of point-like sources from observed data. This inverse

problem is formulated and solved in a Bayesian framework by using a Metropolis within Gibbs

algorithm for the estimation of the location, and an expectation-maximization algorithm for the

estimation of the energy. This approach leads to more accurate estimation when compared with

the deterministic standard back-projection approach, with the additional benefit of uncertainty

quantification in the low photon imaging setting.

1 Introduction

Compton imaging plays a central role in radiation detection and analysis [1–3], and has important

applications in modern astrophysics, cosmology [4–8], nuclear safety [9–13], environmental radiation

monitoring [14,15] and medical imaging [16,17]. Traditionally, Compton cameras are constructed by

using two layers of sensors. The sensors in the first layer interact with incoming photons via Compton

scattering [18]; i.e., a photon interacts with a charged particle within the sensor in a manner that

results in a change of direction and a decrease of energy. The scattered photon is then absorbed by

one of the sensors in the second layer. Both sensors record the location of the interaction and the

amount of energy that the photon has lost as a result of the interaction. From this information and

the physics of Compton scattering, it is possible to partially determine the location of the source

that generated the income photon, up to a conical surface. This is illustrated in Figure 1, where a
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Figure 1: Working principle of a Compton camera. The locations and the amount of energy lost by the

incoming photon are recorded by each layer. From this information, the position of the source lies on a

conical surface of semi-aperture angle ω (2.3).

photon emitted by the source highlighted in colour red interacts with the two layers of the Compton

camera. From the location and energy loss related to these interactions, it is possible to determine

that the source is located somewhere on the depicted conical surface, whose apex coincides with the

location of the first interaction. The direction-of-arrival of the source can be accurately estimated

by detecting additional photons and analysing the intersection of the resulting conical surfaces, with

the accuracy of the estimates depending strongly on the number of photons detected and the level

of measurement noise.

Several approaches for inversion in Compton Cameras have been proposed in the literature, from

simple back-projection techniques to iterative reconstruction algorithms implementing maximum

likelihood as well as Bayesian inference strategies. Back-projection techniques [19,20] are highly com-

putationally efficient but they can deliver solutions that suffer from blur distortions. Such distortions

can be mitigated through filtered back-projection schemes [21–29], whose objective is to implement

suitable filters to reduce blurring on reconstructions. Moreover, many reconstruction methods rely

on maximum likelihood estimation computed by using an expectation-maximisation (EM) algorithm.

These operate predominantly through a list mode in which photon detection events are considered

sequentially [30–34], or alternatively through bin mode that relies on a quantization of the space [35].

In particular, list-mode EM (LM-EM) has become the most widely used reconstruction technique in

the context of Compton cameras, with several improvements available to accelerate its computational

efficiency and reconstruction quality. For example, Ordered-Subset EM (OS-EM) [36–38] implements

LM-EM with data batching in order to reduce computing times, and the reconstruction quality of

LM-EM techniques can be improved by leveraging prior information [39]. Furthermore, regarding

the use of Monte Carlo methods for Compton Camera inversion, we note the Stochastic Origin En-

semble methods (SOE) [40–42] which rely on Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) sampling. The

comparisons reported in [40–42] suggest that SOE can deliver solutions of comparable accuracy to
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LM-EM at a reduced computational cost.

Recently, variants of conventional Compton cameras have become of interest to allow imaging

with a wide field of view [12,13]. The main difference here stems from the fact that the sensors used

are now able to both scatter and absorb photons. Such a system is currently being developed at the

University of Illinois Urbana-Champaign. In particular, sensors are organised in a two dimensional

array such as to allow imaging high-energy sources in applications that require a full field of view

spanning a complete sphere. This is illustrated in Figure 2, which shows the setup of this Compton

imaging system and an example of a photon path. We henceforth refer to this variant of the Compton

camera as the Compton imager (CI).

(a) (b)

Figure 2: Compton imager: setup and working principle. An incoming photon of energy E0 is emitted by

a source (in red) at position r0. The photon travels in a first sensor in green before undergoing scattered

at position r1 in the sensor in light blue according to the path represented by the green array. The energy

deposited during the first interaction is denoted E1. The scattered photon travels in the two sensors in dark

blue. Its path is depicted by the pink array. The second interaction position happens at the position r2
with a deposited energy E2. (a) Side view. (b) Top view.

In this paper, we are interested in solving the problem of estimating the location and energy of

point-like sources from the interactions (data) recorded by a CI, taking into account the different

sources of measurement noise as well as the presence of background noise. The fact that the sensors

used in the CI are now able to both scatter and absorb photon means that the previous modelling

approaches [1–3] are not directly applicable. We thus develop a novel forward model that is capable

of dealing with the new features of the CI. This in turn allows us to solve our inverse problem by a

hierarchical Bayesian approach. In particular, the forward model is used to construct the likelihood

and is combined with appropriate priors to give rise to the joint posterior distribution for the energy

and location. The expectation maximization algorithm [43] is then used to compute the minimum

mean square error (MMSE) estimator for the underlying energy, while a Metropolis within Gibbs

approach [44] is employed to compute the corresponding MMSE estimator for the location of the
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point-like sources. This statistical approach is then used to estimate the energy and the location of

a known number of point like sources using simulated data obtained from a Monte Carlo N -particle

transport code [45–48].

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present in more details the

CI instrument considered and its working principle for data acquisition. The proposed statistical

forward model is presented in Section 3. This model is then used to perform Bayesian estimation for

the location and the energy of the sources in Section 4. The accuracy of the method is thoroughly

analysed via numerical experiments in Section 5. Conclusions and perspectives for future work are

finally reported in Section 6.

2 Problem statement

We first present the CI instrument in more detail, set notation, and formalise the estimation problem

that we seek to address. The considered CI instrument is composed of L scintillation crystals,

arranged in a L1 × L2 = L two-dimensional array configuration (in our experiments, we consider an

4× 7 array with L = 28 sensors as depicted in Figure 2). We consider the presence of K point-like

sources and aim to determine their position
(
r
(1)
0 , . . . , r

(K)
0

)
and energy E0 from N ≫ K incoming

photons detected by the CI. Note that the sources are assumed to be mono-energetic and share the

same energy E0. More precisely, the photons emitted by the sources interact with the CI as follows:

for any n ∈ {1, . . . , N}, the nth photon produces a list of interactions

In = (I1n, I2n, I3n, . . . ) , (2.1)

in which each Iin records the amount of energy lost/deposited Ein at position rin

Iin = (rin, Ein). (2.2)

It is assumed that the photons can only interact inside the sensors.

For illustration, Figure 2 depicts the flight path of a photon originating in a source at location

r0 and with energy E0, which interacts via Compton scattering with a sensor at the location r1 and

deposits E1 energy as a result, and subsequently interacts with a second sensor at location r2. In

case of absorption, this photon looses its remaining energy, hence E2 = E0 − E1. In case of second

scattering interaction, it follows that E2 < E0−E1. Notice that in addition to the two photon-sensor

interactions at r1 and r2, the photon path also crosses two other sensors without any interaction.

While the events with only one interaction are useless for our radiation localization problem

(since we cannot describe the conical surface containing the source), the events with two or more

interactions could be used. In the present study, we choose to only exploit the positions and the

deposited energies of the two first interactions I1n and I2n for each event. In fact, as for the Compton

camera setup, the photon interactions recorded as “event n” originate from a source lying on a conical

surface whose apex is the position of the Compton interaction r1n, and of axis the line passing through

the two first interactions sites (r1nr2n). The opening angle ω of that conical surface is given by the

Compton formula [18]

ω(E0, E1) = arccos

(
1−mc2

(
1

E0 − E1

− 1

E0

))
, (2.3)

where mc2 is the energy of an electron at rest (see Figures 2 and 3). The next successive interactions

do not give direct additional information to find the position of the source; however, considering
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the next interactions (ri, Ei)i≥3 (if they exist) could allow estimating the position ri−2 with fewer

uncertainties and exploiting them could be an interesting perspective to this work.

(a) (b)

Figure 3: Physics of the Compton imager. (a) A point-like source S at position r0 emits a photon of energy

E0. This photon interacts with one of the sensor of the imager at position r1. This interaction results in

a scattered photon of energy (E0 − E1), where E1 is the part of energy collected by the sensor at r1. The

scattered photon interacts then at position r2. According to the Compton kinematics r2 is on a cone of apex

r1, axis (r1 − r0) and semi-aperture ω, that can be computed via the Compton formula (2.3). The sensor

records the amount of energy E2 collected at r2, which is equal to (E0 −E1) if this photon interaction was

a photoelectric absorption or less than (E0−E1) if it was a Compton interaction. (b) Conversely, given the

positions r1, r2 and energy depositions E1, E2 of the two interactions and assuming that we know E0, r0 is

on the cone of apex r1, axis (r1, r2) and semi angle ω(E0, E1).

In practice, the measurements delivered by the CI suffer from inaccuracies due to the finite

energetic and spatial resolutions of the sensors, as well as from other sources of error related to the

identification of the events. The photon interactions detected by the CI are gathered into events

(or interaction pairs) by using a time-gating technique. This occasionally gives rise to aberrant

events resulting from incorrect pairings. For instance, there are timing errors that lead to incorrect

temporal ordering. Also, photons originating from different sources, including background photons,

are sometimes incorrectly grouped together. In our inversion algorithm presented later in the paper,

we show how we can process these types of aberrant data as outliers. We henceforth denote the

noise-corrupted measurements of Iin, including possibly incorrectly detected events (outliers), by

Ĩin = (r̃in, Ẽin). (2.4)

In the next section, we derive a statistical observation model for data acquisition. An important

feature of this model is that it can handle two types of events, i.e., depending on whether the second

interaction is a photon absorption or Compton scattering. Furthermore, the physical interactions of

photons are fully described at each stage. This allows the development of new inversion algorithms

and solving the radiation localization problem in the Bayesian framework.
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3 Observation model for the noise-free Compton imager

In this section, we formulate a probabilistic model for data acquisition. We consider an arbitrary pho-

ton, stemmed from a source of position r0 and energy E0, which undergoes at least two interactions

I1 and I2 with the Compton Imager. The first interaction I1 is a Compton scattering, the second

interaction I2 is either an absorption or Compton scattering. For notation brevity, we henceforth

denote the probabilistic event “Compton interaction (resp. absorption) occurs at interaction i.” by

CSi (resp. Ai). Also, we omit subscript n and superscript (k) in this section for the sake of clarity.

For simplicity, we first introduce this observation model assuming a perfect (noise-free) Compton

imager and focus on the role of Compton scattering. This noise-free model is extended to noisy

measurements in Section 4.

The noise-free proposed observation model rests on the computation of the densities

f(r1, E1, r2, E2|r0, E0, CS1, A2) and f(r1, E1, r2, E2|r0, E0, CS1, CS2). (3.1)

The observation model is obtained by splitting the photon trajectory into its different stages, from

its emission by the source to its second interaction and the two above distributions differ only from

the nature of the second interaction. A graphical representation of the different stages in depicted in

Figure 4. Due to the hierarchical/sequential nature of the forward process, the statistical observation

model can be expressed as a product of conditional distributions, associated with each stage of the

photon propagation

f(r1, E1, r2, E2|r0, E0, CS1, X2)

=

{
f(r1, E1, r2|r0, E0, CS1)f(E2|r0, E0, r1, E1, CS1, r2, A2) if X2 = A2

f(r1, E1, r2|r0, E0, CS1)f(E2|r0, E0, r1, E1, CS1, r2, CS2) if X2 = CS2,
(3.2)

with

f(r1, E1, r2|r0, E0, CS1) = f(r1|r0, E0)f(E1|r0, E0, r1, CS1)f(r2|r0, E0, r1, E1, CS1). (3.3)

The corresponding densities to each step of the data acquisition process are now derived.

Computation of f(r1|r0, E0). The first step is the first interaction with the Compton imager at

position r1. Denoting d̄1 the distance between r0 and r1 and Θ1 = (r1−r0)/||r1−r0||2 the direction
of travel of the ray such that r1 = r0 + d̄1Θ1, leads to

f(r1|r0, E0) = f(d̄1,Θ1|r0, E0) = f(Θ1|r0, E0)f(d̄1|r0, E0,Θ1). (3.4)

f(Θ1|r0) refers to the probability of having an interaction in the direction Θ1, that can be expressed

from the Beer law

f(Θ1|r0, E0) =

∫ d1,max(r0,Θ1)

0

exp (−µE0x) dx∫
Θ

∫ d1,max(r0,Θ)

0

exp (−µE0x) dxdΘ

=
1− exp (−µE0d1,max(r0,Θ1))∫

Θ

(1− exp (−µE0d1,max(r0,Θ1))) dΘ
, (3.5)

where d1,max(r0,Θ1) is the maximal distance a photon can travel inside the detectors from position

r0 in direction Θ1 and µE is the linear attenuation coefficient of the material of the sensor at energy

E. Note that this density distribution is difficult to evaluate analytically. In our simulations, we
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Emission of a photon at position (r0, E0)

Reaches a sensor and interacts at position r1

CS1 with an energy deposition E1

Second interaction at position r2

A2 with an energy de-

position

E2 (= E0 − E1)

CS2 with an energy

deposition E2 (< E0 −
E1)

f(r1|r0, E0) (3.4)

f(E1|r0, E0, r1, CS1) (3.8)

f(r2|r0, E0, r1, CS1, E1) (3.10)

f(E2|r0, E0, r1, CS1, E1, r2, A2) (3.14) f(E2|r0, E0, r1, CS1, E1, r2, CS2)(3.15)

Figure 4: Photon trajectory from its emission (top) to the second interaction (bottom) and associated

densities of each stage.

will use a rejection-sampling scheme (see Appendix A for details). Then, assuming the direction

of the incoming photon is known and interactions only happen inside sensors, the probability for

this photon to travel a distance d̄1 corresponds to the Beer law applied to the effective distance d1
travelled by the photon inside the detectors between r0 and r1

f(d̄1|r0, E0,Θ1) = f(d1|r0, E0,Θ1) =
µE0 exp

(
−µE0d1(r0, d̄1,Θ1)

)
1− µE0 exp (−µE0d1,max(r0,Θ1))

, (3.6)

and d1 ∈ ]0, d1,max(r0,Θ1)[. The combination of (3.5) and (3.6) gives (3.4).

Computation of f(E1|r0, E0, r1, CS1). At the position r1, a Compton interaction occurs and a

part E1 of the energy of the photon is deposited. The corresponding probability f(E1|r0, E0, r1, CS1)

does not depend on position of the event, since the array of detectors consists of a single material.

It follows that

f(E1|r0, E0, r1, CS1) = f(E1|E0, CS1). (3.7)

The Klein-Nishina formula [49] leads to

f(E1|E0, CS1) =
φE0(E1)∫ E1max,cs

E1min,cs

φE0(x) dx

, (3.8)

where

φE0(x) =

(
E0 − x

E0

)2
(
E0 − x

E0

+
x

E0 − x
+

(
1− mc2

E0

(
x

E0 − x

))2
)√

1−
(
1− mc2

E0

(
x

E0 − x

))
.

(3.9)
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Extra explanation and the explicit formulation of the denominator used for calculations is derived

in Appendix B. The domain of integration is set according to the Compton formula (2.3), hence

E1min,cs = 0 and E1max,cs = E0 − E0/(1 + 2E0/mc2). Note that once E0 is known, the denominator

here is a constant.

Computation of f(r2|r0, E0, r1, E1, CS1). As a third step, the scattered photon reaches position

r2 before having a second interaction. As above, we denote by d̄2 the distance travelled by the photon

on a direction Θ2 = (r2 − r1)/||r2 − r1||2 such that r2 = r1 + d̄2Θ2. It follows that

f(r2|r0, E0, r1, E1, CS1) = f(d̄2,Θ2|r0, E0, r1, CS1, E1)

= f(Θ2|r0, E0, r1, E1, CS1)f(d̄2|r0, E0, r1, E1, CS1,Θ2). (3.10)

From the Compton kinematics, the vector from r1 to r2 belongs to the 2π-directional space whose

shape is a conical surface of semi aperture angle ω(E0, E1) and apex r1, hence

f(Θ2|r0, E0, r1, E1, CS1) =
1

2π
δ(ω(E0, E1)− arccos(ΘT

1Θ2)), (3.11)

where δ(·) is the Dirac delta distribution (see Figure 3). Note that, for numerical computation, the

Dirac delta distribution is approximated using a Gaussian distribution

δ(x) ≈
√

a

π
exp (−ax2), (3.12)

where a ∈ R+ is a user-defined parameter. A similar reasoning as for (3.6) leads to

f(d̄2|r0, E0, r1, E1, CS1,Θ2) = f(d2|r0, E0, r1, E1, CS1,Θ2)

=
µE0−E1 exp

(
−µE0−E1d2(r1, d̄2,Θ2)

)
1− µE0−E1 exp (−µE0−E1d2,max(r1,Θ2))

, (3.13)

where d2 ∈ ]0, d2,max(r1,Θ2)[ is the effective distance travelled by the photon inside the detectors

between r1 and r2 and d2,max is the maximal distance the photon can travel inside the detectors from

r1 in the direction Θ2. The combination of (3.11) and (3.13) leads to (3.10).

Computation of f(E2|r0, E0, r1, E1, CS1, r2, CS2) and f(E2|r0, E0, r1, E1, CS1, r2, A2). The sec-

ond interaction is either an absorption or a Compton interaction. Here, as it was the case for the

first energy deposition, f(E2|r0, E0, r1, E1, CS1, r2, CS2) and f(E2|r0, E0, r1, E1, CS1, r2, A2) are not

function of the positions r0, r1 and r2 involved in this problem. In case of an absorption, that is

E2 = E0 − E1, f(E2|E0, E1, CS1, A2) is derived using the Dirac delta distribution, leading to

f(E2|E0, E1, CS1, A2) = δ(E2 − (E0 − E1)). (3.14)

For a Compton scattering interaction, f(E2|E0, E1, CS1, CS2) is computed in a similar fashion to

(3.8) replacing E1 by E2 and E0 by (E0 − E1), leading to

f(E2|E0, E1, CS1, CS2) =
φE0−E1(E2)∫ E2max,cs

E2min,cs

φE0−E1(x) dx

, (3.15)

with E2min,cs = 0 and E2max,cs = E0 − E1 − (E0 − E1)/(1 + 2(E0 − E1)/(mc2)). Notice that the

denominator here is a function of E1.

The likelihood ffor (3.2) is finally obtained combining (3.4), (3.7), (3.10) and (3.14) or (3.15).
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4 Bayesian estimation algorithms for source localization

This section discusses a Bayesian approach to estimate positions and energy of fixed sources. More

precisely, the problem is divided into the following tasks:

1. the estimation of the position of the source(s), assuming the energy of the incoming photons

and the nature of the interactions (scattering/absorption) is known.

2. the joint estimation of the energy of the incoming photons and the classification of the events

according to their nature (e.g. two successive Compton interactions or Compton scattering

followed by absorption),

In the numerical simulations we report in Section 5 for the source localization problem (assuming

the source energy is known), we consider cases with limited number of noisy events, observed over a

short period, ultimately targeting tracking of moving sources. We investigate a Bayesian estimation

algorithm based on a Metropolis-within-Gibbs scheme [44] for this task. While the model presented

in Section 3 could be embedded in any EM-based scheme [43] such as those mentioned in the in-

troduction, back-projection techniques and EM-algorithms give equivalent results, and often suffer

from (local) convergence issues for such a low-photon imaging situation.

We discuss our EM algorithm and our Monte Carlo sampling based method in the next para-

graphs, starting by the source localization estimation problem in Section 4.1. The joint estimation of

the sources energy and the nature of the second interaction, which is simpler and can be addressed

by maximum likelihood estimation, will be described in Section 4.2.

4.1 Estimation of the position of the sources

We consider a set of N noisy events {r̃1n, Ẽ1n, r̃2n, Ẽ2n}Nn=1. The energy E0 and the nature of the

second interactions {X2n} are assumed to be either known or estimated using the method described

in Section 4.2. The algorithm here assumes that K, the number of sources, is known and aims at

estimating the position of these K source(s) {r(k)
0 }Kk=1.

The use of the forward model presented in Section 3 requires extra knowledge due to measurement

noise (e.g., the relationship between Ẽin and Ein) and the presence of outliers/spurious data. For this

purpose, we introduce latent variables which are part of an extended model, discuss the corresponding

posterior distribution in Section 4.1.1 and then present the Gibbs sampler in Section 4.1.2.

4.1.1 Statistical observation model for noisy measurements and outliers

To deal with the finite spatial and energy resolutions of the sensors and the possible presence of

outliers, we extend the model and include additional latent variables.

We introduce first {Zn}Nn=1 = {r1n, E1n, r2n, E2n}Nn=1 standing for the true (unknown) positions

and energy depositions of the interactions {Z̃n}Nn=1 = {r̃1n, Ẽ1n, r̃2n, Ẽ2n}Nn=1. To keep the derivation

simple, we assumed that the actual interaction positions and deposited energies are corrupted by

truncated Gaussian noise of corresponding hidden standard deviations denoted by σx,y, σz and σE.

According to our observations, we have chosen to estimate these variances to make the algorithm

more stable. We have also observed that the x and y-coordinates of the positions are corrupted by

similar noise levels, hence we consider a single variance parameter for those two dimensions. The

prior distributions of standard deviations f(σxy), f(σz) and f(σE) are assumed to be uniform. For
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each event n, the density modelling data uncertainty is

f
(
Z̃n|E0,Zn, σxy, σz, σE

)
=

f (r̃1n|r1n, σxy, σz) f(Ẽ1n|E1n, σE)f(r̃2n|r2n, σxy, σz)f(Ẽ2n|E1n, E2n, σE). (4.1)

Spatial uncertainties of the detectors f (r̃1|r1n, σxy, σz) and f(r̃2n|r2n, σxy, σz) are modelled using

truncated Gaussian distributions of mean the true value rin and the hidden standard deviations are

the spatial resolutions σx,y, σz of the sensors. The intervals of the distributions are determined by

the boundaries of the sensor where the interaction took place. It follows that for i = {1, 2},

f(r̃in|rin, σxy, σz) = f(x̃in|xin, σxy)f(ỹin|yin, σxy)f(z̃in|zin, σz), (4.2)

where (xin, yin, zin) and (x̃in, ỹin, z̃in) are the respective Cartesian coordinates of rin and r̃in. For

instance, f(x̃in|xin, σxy) is defined by

f(x̃in|xin, σxy) =
1

σxy

√
2π

exp

(
−(x̃in − xin)

2

2σ2
xy

)
(
Φ

(
xin,max − xin

σxy

)
− Φ

(
xin,min − xin

σxy

)) , (4.3)

with [xin,min, xin,max] is the x-domain of the sensor including position rin. Function Φ is the cumulative

distribution function of the standard normal distribution

Φ(x) =
1

2

(
1 + erf

(
x√
2

))
, (4.4)

and erf(·) stands for the error function [50]. The densities f(ỹin|yin, σxy) and f(z̃in|zin, σz) are defined

accordingly.

Energy uncertainties of detectors are modelled using truncated Gaussian distributions centred at the

true value Ein and of standard deviation σE. We only need to constrain the noisy energy depositions

to be positive, i.e. for each i = {1, 2}

f(Ẽin|Ein, σE) =
1

σE

√
2π

exp

(
−(Ẽin − Ein)

2

2σ2
E

)

1− Φ

(
−Ein

σE

) . (4.5)

Moreover, it is assumed that no prior knowledge on the position of the sources is available. Con-

sequently, the K sources to track are supposed to be independent and a-priori uniformly distributed

f(r
(1)
0 , . . . , r

(K)
0 ) =

K∏
k=1

f(r
(k)
0 ) where f(r

(k)
0 ) =

sin(θ
(k)
0 )

4π
, (4.6)

and θ
(k)
0 is colatitude of r

(k)
0 . To assign each of the N events to the relevant source and account for

potential outliers, we propose to add N additional virtual source positions, denoted {r0n}n∈{1,...,N},

acting as if there were N sources, each associated with an event. We also include the unknown

relative intensities of the K sources, denoted by {w(k)
0 }Kk=1 and satisfying

∑K
k=1 w

(k)
0 < 1, that will

also be estimated. The weights {w(k)
0 }Kk=1 are assigned a Dirichlet distribution,

f
(
{w(k)

0 }Kk=1

)
=

1

B(α0, α1, . . . , αK)

(
K∏
k=1

w
(k)
0

αk−1

)(
1−

K∑
k=1

w
(k)
0

)α0−1

(4.7)
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where {αk}Kk=1 and α0 are the respective concentration parameters of {w(k)
0 }Kk=1 and

(
1−

∑K
k=1 w

(k)
0

)
.

B(α0, α1, . . . , αK) is the normalization constant and can be written in terms of the Gamma function

Γ, i.e. B(α0, α1, . . . , αK) =
∏K

k=0 Γ(αk)/Γ
(∑K

k=0 αk

)
.

When the number of outliers is expected to be much smaller than the number of true events, as it

will be the case in our experiments, α0 is assigned to a small value. Then, {αk}Kk=1 are set by the

user, according to the expected proportion of photons emitted by each source.

Finally, the density distribution of the n-th virtual source conditioned to the K sources and their

relative intensities is defined as a weighted sum of K + 1 terms

f(r0n|{r(k)
0 , w

(k)
0 }Kk=1) =

K∑
k=1

w
(k)
0

κ

sinhκ
exp

(
κ r0n · r(k)

0

)
+

(
1−

K∑
k=1

w
(k)
0

)
sin(θn)

4π
, (4.8)

where κ is the concentration parameter and · refers to the inner product. The K first terms of

(4.8) promote clustering of the virtual source positions to the right r
(k)
0 . The higher κ is, the more

the virtual sources r0n are enforced to get close to one r
(k)
0 . The last term gives the possibility for

an event to be an outlier. In such a case, it is assumed that this event is emitted by an arbitrary

source on the sphere. The joint prior distribution assigned to the source positions and their relative

intensities is obtained from the combination of (4.6), (4.7) and (4.8),

f
(
{r(k)

0 , w
(k)
0 }Kk=1, r0n

)
= f

(
r0n|{r(k)

0 , w
(k)
0 }
)
f
(
{r(k)

0 }
)
f
(
{w(k)

0 }
)
. (4.9)

We finally illustrate the dependency of the measurements {Z̃n}Nn=1, the localization of the K

sources {r(k)
0 }Kk=1 with the introduced variables of the extended model {r(n)

0 ,Zn}Nn=1 and {w(k)
0 }Kk=1

(and their hyperparameters) in Figure 5. Following Bayes’ theorem and exploiting independence

between variables, the joint posterior distribution fjpos to estimate results from the combination of

(4.1), (3.2) and (4.9)

fjpos ∝
N∏

n=1

(
f(Z̃n|E0,Zn, σxy, σz, σE)ffor (Zn|r0n, E0, CS1, X2) f({r(k)

0 , w
(k)
0 }Kk=1, r0n)

)
. (4.10)

4.1.2 Metropolis-within-Gibbs sampler

We perform Bayesian computation for the proposed Bayesian model (4.10) by using a Metropolis-

within-Gibbs sampling Markov chain Monte Carlo scheme. At each iteration of this algorithm, the

N events of interest {Z̃n} are processed sequentially to generate new values for r1n, r2n, E1n, E2n

and r0n. This part of the algorithm can be done in parallel, since the events are conditionally

independent. Then, r
(k)
0 and w(k) are sampled from the set of {r0n}n∈[|1,N |]. Finally, the values of

the standard deviations σxy,z,E are updated. Algorithm 1 summarizes the proposed procedure. Each

sampling step was carried out using a Metropolis-Hastings sampling scheme, and the distributions

involved are detailed in Appendix C.

4.2 Estimation of the energy of the incoming photons and identification

of the nature of the interactions

This section discusses the energy estimation algorithm. The proposed algorithm takes only into

account the corrupted versions of the energies {Ẽ1n, Ẽ2n}Nn=1 and the attenuation coefficients of the

11



r̃1n r̃2n Ẽ1n Ẽ2n

r2n

r1n

r0n

E1n E2n

r
(k)
0 w

(k)
0

n = {1, . . . , N}

σx,y

σz

σE

αk α0

κ

k = {1, . . . ,K}

Figure 5: Hierarchical model between variables. From the measurements {r̃1n, Ẽ1n, r̃2n, Ẽ2n}Nn=1, the true

positions and energy depositions {r1n, E1n, r2n, E2n}Nn=1 and the corresponding hidden standard deviations

σxy and σz are estimated, assuming measurements are corrupted by Gaussian noises. N additional virtual

source positions, acting as if there were N sources, are also introduced to deal with potential outliers and

assign the events to the relevant source r
(k)
0 . The relative intensities of sources {w(k)

0 }Kk=1 are also estimated.

Note that E0 is not depicted here since it is considered as a known value for this algorithm. Circular

nodes represent the variables to estimate. Measurements are in rectangular nodes. Diamond shaped nodes

contain the fixed hyperparameters {αk}Kk=0 and κ that will be set according to prior knowledge about the

experiment.

material of the sensor. The knowledge of the position of the source(s) as well as the positions of the

interactions are not necessary. The estimation of E0 and the nature of the events are posed in terms of

a maximum-likelihood estimation problem associated to the sum of the energy depositions, denoted

in the following {Ẽn = Ẽ1n + Ẽ2n}Nn=1. The log-likelihood of interest is presented in paragraph 4.2.1

and then embedded in the expectation-maximization (EM) algorithm proposed in 4.2.2.

4.2.1 Log-likelihood of the model

The log-likelihood to maximize involves three sets of variables; (1) X = {Ẽn}Nn=1, i.e., the set of

the sum of the measured energies, (2) the set of latent variables consisting of the nature of the

second interactions Y = {X2n}Nn=1 and (3) the set of unknown parameters θ which are optimized

during the maximization step θ = (pA, pCS, E0, σ
2). In θ, pA = f(A2n|E0, CS1n) (resp. pCS =

f(CS2n|E0, CS1n)) is the probability that the second interaction of event n is an absorption (resp.

12



Algorithm 1: Full Bayesian method for the estimation of the position of the sources r0
(k)

from experimental measurements

Data: Set of N events {Z̃n}Nn=1 and the nature of the second interaction

{X2n = CS2n ∪ A2n}Nn=1, Energy of emitted rays E0, Number of iterations T

Result: Position of the K sources {r(k)
0 }Kk=1

Initialisation: Set initial values for {r(k,0)
0 , w

(k,0)
0 , αk}Kk=1, α0, {r(0)

0n ,Z
(0)
n }Nn=1, σ

(0)
xy , σ

(0)
z , σ

(0)
E ;

for t = 1 to T do

for n = 1 to N do

/* This for loop can be performed in parallel. */

Sample r
(t)
1n ∼ f(r1n|r(t−1)

0n , E0, CS1n, E
(t−1)
1n , r

(t−1)
2n , X2n, E

(t−1)
2n , r̃1n, σ

(t−1)
xy , σ

(t−1)
z )

Sample r
(t)
2n ∼ f(r2n|r(t−1)

0n , E0, r
(t)
1n , CS1n, E

(t−1)
1n , X2n, E

(t−1)
2n , r̃2n, σ

(t−1)
xy , σ

(t−1)
z )

Sample E
(t)
1n , E

(t)
2n ∼ f(E1n, E2n|r(t−1)

0n , E0, r
(t)
1n , CS1n, Ẽ1n, r

(t)
2n , X2n, Ẽ2n, σ

(t−1)
E )

Sample r
(t)
0n ∼ f(r0n|{r(k,t−1)

0 , w
(k,t−1)
0 }Kk=1, r

(t)
1n , CS1n, E

(t)
1n , r

(t)
2n , X2n, E

(t)
2n )

end

for k = 1 to K do
Sample

r
(k,t)
0 ∼ f(r

(k)
0 |{r

(t)
0n}Nn=1, w

(k,t−1)
0 , {r(k′,t)

0 , w
(k′,t)
0 }k−1

k′=1, {r
(k′,t−1)
0 , w

(k′,t−1)
0 }Kk′=k+1)

Sample w
(k,t)
0 ∼ f(w

(k)
0 |{r

(t)
0n}Nn=1, r

(k,t)
0 , {r(k′,t)

0 , w
(k′,t)
0 }k−1

k′=1, {r
(k′,t−1)
0 , w

(k′,t−1)
0 }Kk′=k+1)

end

Sample σ
(t)
xy ∼ f(σxy|{r(t)

1n , r̃1n, r
(t)
2n , r̃2n}Nn=1)

Sample σ
(t)
z ∼ f(σz|{r(t)

1n , r̃1n, r
(t)
2n , r̃2n}Nn=1)

Sample σ
(t)
E ∼ f(σE|{E(t)

1n , Ẽ1n, E
(t)
2n , Ẽ2n}Nn=1)

end

Compton scattering) and σ is the standard deviation of the Gaussian distribution modelling noise

on X . This leads to

logL(X ,Y ; θ) =
N∑

n=1

log
(
f
(
Ẽn|E0, CS1n, X2n, σ

2
)
f (X2n|E0, CS1n)

)
. (4.11)

Probabilities pA and pCS can be either computed analytically or estimated via the EM algorithm. In

order to tackle the potential sensitivity of real sensors, we have chosen to estimate these values from

the data, together with E0. For the sake of completeness, their analytical derivations are presented

in Appendix D.

The numerical computation of f(Ẽn|E0, CS1n, X2n, σ
2) involves the marginalization of extra hid-

den variables, that is {En}Nn=1, which correspond to the true (but unknown) sums of the energy

depositions. The noise affecting energy measurements is modelled as white Gaussian noise with

standard deviation σ, leading to

f(Ẽn|En, σ
2) =

1

σ
√
2π

exp

(
− 1

2σ2
(Ẽn − En)

2

)
. (4.12)

It follows that

f(Ẽn|E0, CS1n, X2n, σ
2) =

1

σ
√
2π

∫
exp

(
− 1

2σ2
(Ẽn − En)

2

)
f(En|E0, CS1n, X2n)dEn, (4.13)
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and f(En|E0, CS1n, X2n) is defined according to the data acquisition model defined in Section 3. In

fact, when the second interaction is an absorption, the sum of the energy depositions En is equal to

E0, and this is modelled using a Dirac delta distribution

f(En|E0, CS1n, A2n) = δ(En − E0). (4.14)

When the second interaction is a Compton scattering, then the derivation of the corresponding

distribution involves the marginalisation of the energy deposition at first interaction E1n

f(En|E0, CS1n, CS2n) =

∫ E1nmax,cs

E1nmin,cs

f(En|E0, E1n, CS1n, CS2n)f(E1n|E0, CS2n)dE1n, (4.15)

where E1nmin,cs = 0, E1nmax,cs = E0 − E0/(1 + 2E0/mc2), f(E1n|E0, CS2n) is obtained using (3.8)

and f(En|E0, E1n, CS1n, CS2n)f(E1n|E0, CS2n) is obtained from the Klein-Nishina formula

f(En|E0, E1n, CS1n, X2n) =
φE0−E1n(E − E1n)∫ Emax,cs

Emin,cs

φE0−E1n(x− E1n) dx

(4.16)

with Emin,cs = E1n and Emax,cs = E0 − (E0 − E1n)/(1 + 2(E0 − E1n)/(mc2)).

We present now the EM algorithm, estimating the energy of the source(s) and the nature of the

interactions.

4.2.2 EM algorithm

In the expectation step, the expectations of the unknown parameters θ conditioned on their current

estimate θ(c) and the observations X are computed. In the maximization step, a new estimate of the

parameters is provided.

E-step For the E-step, the expected value of the log-likelihood Q(θ,θ(c)) (4.11) conditioned on the

observed data and the versions of the parameters at iteration (c) is computed:

Q(θ,θ(c)) = E(logL(X ,Y ;θ)|X ,θ(c)) =
N∑

n=1

∑
X={CS,A}

t
(c)
nX log(pXf(Ẽn|E0, CS1n, X2n, σ

2)), (4.17)

with

t
(c)
nX =

p
(c)
X f(Ẽn|E0, CS1n, X2n, σ

2)

p
(c)
CSf(Ẽn|E0, CS1n, CS2n, σ2) + p

(c)
A f(Ẽn|E0, CS1n, A2n, σ2)

. (4.18)

M-step The M-step consists of maximizing Q(θ,θ(c)) (4.17) over θ to obtain θ(c+1), that is,

θ(c+1) = argmax
θ

Q(θ,θ(c)). (4.19)

The expressions of p
(c+1)
CS and p

(c+1)
A can be obtained in closed form, i.e. p

(c+1)
X = (1/N)

∑N
n=1 t

(c)
nX ,

while E
(c+1)
0 and σ(c+1) are computed using a grid search. The integrals (4.13), (4.15) and (4.16) are

calculated numerically using the trapezoidal rule. The performance of the algorithm will be discussed

in Section 5 below.
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Figure 6: Experimental setup with K = 1 sources - Top view

5 Simulation results

5.1 Experimental setup

The instrument considered is made of 28 sensors of size 3× 3× 50 mm3 arranged in an 4× 7 array,

centred at positions (Xi, Yj, 0) where Xi = −19.5 + 13i mm, i ∈ {0, . . . , 3} and Yj = −33 + 11j

mm, j ∈ {0, . . . , 6} (see top view in Figure 6). These sensors consist of LYSO scintillation crystals

(Lu1.9Y0.1SiO5) and their corresponding attenuation coefficients have been generated using the NIST

database [51].

We consider a known number of K Cs-137 sources of energy E0 = 0.6617 MeV. In the low-photon

imaging experiments proposed here, a small number of noisy events is recorded and in that period,

both Compton imager and source are supposed to be fixed to each other. As a consequence, we can

only determine the direction-of-arrival of the incoming photons, as it is not possible to determine

the distance to static sources. The sources are thus assumed to be placed on a sphere centred at the

origin of the coordinates system and of known radius R = 300 mm.

The simulations results presented in the next paragraph originate from simulated data using the

Monte Carlo N-Particle (MCNP) code [45–48]. Some effects modelling realistic measurements of

energy depositions on the sensors have already been included in the used simulations and the energy

resolution is assumed to be ∆E ≈ 0.1MeV. The measured positions of the interactions obtained

from the MCNP code are however quite accurate and can be considered as noiseless; hence as a

post-processing step, Gaussian noise is added on the measurements to obtain ∆xy = 3 mm resolution

on x and y-coordinates and ∆z = 5 mm on the third coordinate. These values are coherent with

the expected level of noise of the true system and in terms of standard deviations, correspond to

σxy = 0.43mm, σz = 0.72mm and σE ≈ 0.029MeV. We consider sets of N noisy measurements

{Z̃n}Nn=1 whose nature of the second interaction X2n and primary energy E0 are supposed to be

unknown.

The selection of hyper-parameters and initialisation values are reported in Appendix C.
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5.2 Estimation of the energy of the source(s)

We first evaluate the performance of the proposed EM algorithm to estimate the source(s) energy.

For illustration purposes, we considered a set of N = 2000 events. More precisely, the only quantities

of interest here are the set of the sums of the energy depositions {Ẽn}Nn=1. The distribution of this

set of events is depicted in red in Figure 7. The nature of the second interaction is also known

from the MCNP code, and for the considered set of events, it follows that pCS = 0.1615 (and

pA = 1− pCS = 0.8385).
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Figure 7: Red: Distribution of a set of the sums of energy depositions. Black: Corresponding theoretical

distribution obtained using the estimated values E0est, σest, pCSest, and pAest from the EM algorithm.

The EM algorithm is performed over ten iterations with grid searches of domains [0.5, 1] MeV and

[10−4, 10−1] MeV for E0 and σ with respective step-sizes 0.02 MeV and 0.002 MeV. The algorithm

converges quickly towards the closest values of the grid to the ground truth that is E0est = 0.6667

MeV and σest = 0.0286 MeV in three iterations and remains constant until the algorithm stops. The

proportions of CS-CS events and CS-A events are also well estimated, as we obtained pCSest = 0.1697

(and pA = 1−pCS = 0.8303). The estimated distribution of the sum of the energy depositions fest =

f(Ẽ|E0,est, pCSest, pAest, σest, CS1n) can then be calculated as follows

fest = pCS,estf(Ẽ|E0est, CS1n, CS2n, σest) + pAestf(Ẽ|E0est, CS1n, A2n, σest) (5.1)

using (4.13). For the example considered, fest is represented by the black line on Figure 7. Then,

for each event, the nature of the second interaction can be estimated. In the present example, only

one event over the whole set has been misclassified. This corresponds to an event whose sum of the

energy depositions is equal to 0.9564MeV, which is clearly out of the range of the rest of the energy

depositions of the set and thus corresponds to an outlier.

Finally, the performance of the EM algorithm was evaluated on smaller sets of data, from sets

with ten events. The EM algorithm gives already similar estimations for E0 and σ from sets with 10

events (for low fractions of outliers) and the events are also generally well classified according to the

nature of their second interaction.
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5.3 Estimation of the position of the source(s)

The results obtained from the Gibbs sampler (Algorithm 1) are presented in this paragraph. It is

assumed that the EM algorithm has been used first to estimate E0 and the nature of the second

interaction for the considered set of events. First, results from data emitted from one source are

discussed. Several positions for the source are considered in order to evaluate the performance and

the accuracy of the algorithm according to the localisation on the sphere. In each experiment,

ten events including potential outliers (N = 10) are processed. Then, results for the two-source

localization problem are presented. In this case, the Gibbs sampler deals with N = 20 events

including potential outliers. The sources are assumed to have the same intensity, thus about ten

events are issued from photons emitted by each source.

In both one and two-source localisation problems, 10000 iterations including a burn-in period of

2000 iterations were performed per experiment. Each experiment is repeated 50 times using different

data to compute summary statistics of the performance of the proposed estimators.

5.3.1 Experiments with one source to localise

The objective of these experiments is to evaluate the performance of the algorithm according to the

position of the source on the sphere. Experiments were carried out for several positions r0(α, β)

localised on a quarter of the sphere, and α and β respectively stand for the longitude and the

latitude on the sphere. More precisely, simulations are performed at positions (0◦, 0◦), (0◦, 30◦N),

(0◦, 60◦N), (30◦E, 0◦), (60◦E, 0◦), (90◦E, 0◦), (90◦E, 30◦N), (90◦E, 60◦N), (120◦E, 0◦) and (150◦E, 0◦)

and presented in the next paragraph using the color code of Table 1. The expected errors on the rest

of the sphere can then be deduced from the proposed experiments by leveraging the symmetries of

the imager.

Color

Location (0◦, 0◦) (0◦, 30◦N) (0◦, 60◦N) (30◦E, 0◦) (60◦E, 0◦)

Color

Location (90◦E, 0◦) (90◦E, 30◦N) (90◦E, 60◦N) (120◦E, 0◦) (150◦E, 0◦)

Table 1: Color code used for the experiments with one source.

At the end of each experiment, the last 8000 samples for r0 are used to compute summary

statistics. The distribution of these samples is calculated by kernel density estimation. In order to

measure the group direction, we also compute the spherical mean µ̂(α, β) of these samples

µ̂(α, β) = R

∑T
t=tin

u⃗(t)(α, β)∣∣∣∑T
t=tin

u⃗(t)(α, β)
∣∣∣ , (5.2)

where u⃗(t) is the unit direction of the position r
(t)
0 at iteration (t). t refers to the considered iterations

and in the present experiments, t ∈ [tin, T ] = [2001, 10000]. The bias of the solutions from the Gibbs

sampler can be measured by calculating the geodesic distance between the true position of the source

and the obtained spherical mean.

Simulation results. Figures 8 and 9 contains two instances of the obtained distributions from the

Gibbs sampler for each considered position for the true sources. The true positions of the sources are
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(a) Source at longitude 0◦, latitude 0◦

(b) Source at longitude 0◦, latitude 30◦N

(c) Source at longitude 0◦, latitude 60◦N

(d) Source at longitude 30◦E, latitude 0◦

(e) Source at longitude 60◦E, latitude 0◦

Figure 8: The 5th best result and worst results among the obtained distributions are respectively depicted

on the left and right columns for sources at positions (0◦, 0◦), (0◦, 30◦N), (0◦, 60◦N), (30◦E, 0◦), (60◦E, 0◦).
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(a) Source at longitude 90◦E, latitude 0◦

(b) Source at longitude 90◦E, latitude 30◦N

(c) Source at longitude 90◦E, latitude 60◦N

(d) Source at longitude 120◦E, latitude 0◦

(e) Source at longitude 150◦E, latitude 0◦

Figure 9: The 5th best result and worst results among the obtained distributions are respectively depicted

on the left and right columns for sources at positions (90◦E, 0◦), (90◦E, 30◦N), (90◦E, 60◦N), (120◦E, 0◦) and

(150◦E, 0◦).
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Geodesic distance to the true position of the source (in mm)

Figure 10: Box plots summarizing the distributions of the sets of distances obtained according to the position

of the source. Filled boxes correspond to results of Gibbs sampler, boxes with hatches to BP results.

represented by stars ⋆ on the different plots, and the region in colour corresponds to the distribution

of the accepted samples {r(t)
0 }. In order to give an overview on the whole set of results, it has

been chosen to depict on the left-hand side the 5-th best obtained result and on the right-hand

side the 5-th worst obtained result, in terms of the geodesic distance d(rtrue
0 , µ̂) between the mean

of the distributions µ̂ and the true position of the source rtrue
0 . The mean of the distribution is

represented on each plot by a point ·. The plots of these figures contain also the result obtained by

back-projection (BP), depicted with crosses ×. The BP result corresponds to the point of highest

intensity on the back-projection image.

Furthermore, some metrics regarding the distributions of these sets of geodesic distances have

been reported in Figure 10 with box-and-whisker plots. These box-plots represent a data summary

based on the following values: (1) the median (shown by the line dividing the box into two parts)

is the mid-point of the set of distances, (2) the first quartile Q1 (shown by the left line of the box)

is the median of the lower half of the set, (3) the third quartile Q3 (shown by the right line of the

box) is the median value of the higher half of the set, (4) the minimum Q0 (shown at the end of the

left whisker) is the lowest data point excluding potential divergent results and (5) the maximum Q4

(shown at the end of the right whisker) is the highest point excluding potential divergent results.
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The minimum Q0 and maximum Q4 are calculated as follows

Q0 = max(min(d(rtrue
0 , µ̂)), Q1 − 1.5 IQR), (5.3)

Q4 = min(max(d(rtrue
0 , µ̂)), Q3 + 1.5 IQR), (5.4)

where min(d(rtrue
0 , µ̂)) and max(d(rtrue

0 , µ̂)) are the minimum and maximum value of the related set

of geodesic distances and IQR stands for the inter-quartile range, that is IQR = Q3−Q1. Box-plots

are depicted at each position of the source for both Gibbs and BP results for comparison; with filled

colored boxes for the Gibbs sampler and boxes with hatches for BP.

Moreover, α-confidence regions were estimated. The α-regions correspond to the part of the

distributions of the samples {r(t)
0 } includes the spherical mean of the samples plus or minus α/2.

The mean observed credible level for a source localised randomly on the sphere is reported in Figure

11, for α = {0, 10, 20, . . . , 100}%. The radiation localisation algorithm can be considered as accurate

if the observed credible level (in red) follows the theoretical level (in black). It is not possible to

perform similar statistics from the BP results, since BP results consist of single values and not

regions.
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Figure 11: Observed credible level for a source localised randomly on the sphere (in red). The black line

corresponds to the theoretical level.

Finally, the distributions of the obtained spherical means over the 50 simulations for each source

position are reported on Figure 12 for the Gibbs sampler and BP.

Discussions. The examples of distributions depicted on Figures 8 and 9 show first the convergence

of the Gibbs sampler on quite small regions. Even in the worst case results, the regions are quite close

to the true source position. The observed bias seems more important when the source to localise

is close to the pole and this is confirmed by the observed statistics of Figures 10, 11 and 12. The

Gibbs results seems to be more consistent over the whole set of simulations, with box-plot lengths

(Figure 10) in the same range while those from BP results are more variable. This is also underlined

by the obtained distributions of the means (see Figure 12) where extra small spots break away from

the main distribution regions on BP results. Finally, the measured uncertainty of the Gibbs results

remains satisfactory, since it overall follows the theoretical credible level (Figure 11).
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Figure 12: Distribution of the obtained spherical means over the 50 simulations for each source position.

Each colour refers to a particular position for the source, according to the same colour code used in Figures

8, 9, 10 and 11. The coloured filled regions are the distributions of the means obtained from the full Bayesian

algorithm. The contour areas correspond to the distributions of the means obtained by BP.

5.3.2 Experiments with two sources to be localised

Simulation results. Two experiments for the two-source localization case are now presented. The

first situation involves two sources quite distant from each other (e.g. (0◦, 0◦) and (0◦, 120◦E)), and

the second considers two sources close (e.g. (0◦, 0◦) and (0◦, 30◦E)). At each experiment, the output

of the Gibbs consists of two chains of 8000 samples representing the estimated positions of the sources

{r(1,t)
0 , r

(2,t)
0 }Tt=tin

. However, since the sources are supposed to share the same intensity, the problem

is perfectly symmetric, and it is not possible to know which source each set of sample will estimate.

Furthermore, the chains of the samples can swap during iterations, especially when the sources are

close to each other. In order to de-entangle the sources, the two Markov chains obtained from the

Gibbs sampler are post-processed performing a K-means clustering. Figure 13 gives an overview of

the obtained results, with the 5-th best result (in terms of geodesic distance) on the left-hand side

column and the 5-th worst result on the right-hand side. The distributions of the experiments where

the two sources are close are depicted in red, and those corresponding where the sources are distant

are in blue. The true positions of the sources are represented by stars, the mean of the distributions

by points, and the BP result is depicted using crosses. Here, the BP results correspond to the two

(sufficiently distant) points of highest intensity on the back-projection image.
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(a) Sources at (0◦, 0◦) and (0◦, 30◦E)

(b) Sources at (0◦, 0◦) and (0◦, 120◦E)

Figure 13: The distributions of the 5th best and the 5th worst result among the obtained distributions are

respectively depicted on the left and right columns.

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400

(0◦; 0◦)

(120◦E; 0◦)

(0◦; 0◦)

(30◦E; 0◦)

Geodesic distance to the true position of the source (in mm)

Figure 14: Box plots summarizing the distributions of the sets of distances obtained according to the position

of the two sources. Filled boxes correspond to results of Gibbs sampler, boxes with hatches to BP results.
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The distributions of the geodesic distances between the mean of the samples and the true positions

of the sources are reported in Figure 14 with box-and-whisker plots, using filled coloured boxes for

the Gibbs sampler and boxes with hatches for BP. The distributions of the spherical means obtained

from the Gibbs sampler are reported on Figure 15. For comparison purposes, the distributions of

the results obtained from BP are also presented on the same figure.

Finally, the obtained means over the 50 simulations are gathered all together to form the dis-

tributions presented on Figure 15. These distributions are compared with the distributions of the

positions obtained from the BP algorithm.

(a) (b)

Figure 15: Distributions of the results obtained for the two source localization problem. The coloured filled

regions are the distributions of the means obtained from the full Bayesian algorithm. The contour regions

are the distributions of the results obtained from the BP algorithm. ⋆ stands for the true positions of the

source. (a) Case where the two sources are close to each other ((0◦, 0◦) and (0◦, 30◦E)) (b) Case where the

two sources are distant ((0◦, 0◦) and (0◦, 120◦E)).

Discussions. The results obtained from our experiments with two sources are more challenging

to draw conclusions from. In most experiments, the Gibbs sampler is effective, and the accepted

samples are close to the position of the true sources, even if the initialization (which corresponds to

the BP result) is far from the true solutions (see the results presented in the column of the left-hand

side of Figure 13). Nevertheless, in some experiments, some chains of the Gibbs sampler do not

converge to the rights positions of the sources, as shown in the results of the right-hand side column

of Figure 13. In the presented experiments, one chain is close to one of the sources to be localized,

while the other diverged far away. Letting the algorithm run for more iterations could have produced

a better result, but the choice of 10,000 iterations was made for computational reasons.

The results obtained from the Gibbs sampler are on average better and more consistent than those

computed from BP, as illustrated by the distribution of the geodesic distance to the true positions in

Figure 14. The domains obtained by BP are always either twice as wide as those obtained with the

Gibbs or in a narrower domain, but whose values are greater than most of the errors made by the

Gibbs sampler. Furthermore, Figure 15 shows that, while the obtained distributions of the means

values are quite well concentrated for the Gibbs algorithm, the distributions obtained from the BP

results consist of smaller regions, sometimes far from the true positions of the sources, especially with

the two sources to localize are close. The Gibbs sampler is thus more reliable than the BP algorithm.
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These positive results need to be nuanced, however, by the discrepancies observed in some cases

and mentioned earlier in this paragraph.

6 Concluding remarks

This work presented a statistical forward observation model for a variant of the Compton Camera,

called Compton Imager. This instrument, whose objective is to detect radioactive sources and deter-

mine their energy, is currently under development at the University of Illinois Urbana Champaign.

The energy estimation problem was formulated in terms of a maximum likelihood estimation

problem. The simulations showed excellent results in a reduced computational time. The presented

algorithm supposed sources sharing the same energy. A natural extension of this algorithm could be

considered to involve mono-energetic sources of various energies.

For the localization problem, the developed forward model can be embedded in any EM scheme

to perform Bayesian inversion. In the planned experiments to be carried out using this system, it is

assumed that the reconstruction method can only access a few numbers of photons, and traditional

EM algorithms as well as back projection techniques used to perform poorly in such situations. An-

other type of algorithm based on a Gibbs sampler was instead investigated in this work. Numerical

simulations were performed first with one source to localize to evaluate the performance of the al-

gorithm. The obtained results proved the convergence of the chains to the true positions, and more

accurately than the back-projection algorithm. The algorithm was then put to the test with the

problem of locating two sources, which is a particular challenge when the sources to be located are

close together. The obtained result were encouraging, however, failed to converge in some experi-

ments. One possible explanation could be that the Gibbs sampler needs more iterations to converge.

Parts of the forward model which involve the computation of distances are indeed computation-

ally expensive. This drawback was partly solved in the proposed implementation with the use of

look-up-tables, other distance calculations need nevertheless to be updated at each iteration. Some

calculation methods which approximate the computation of these distances, as well as surrogate for-

ward models were experimented in the Gibbs scheme, however this resulted in larger biases for the

obtained distributions. Future works will include the investigation of less computationally expensive

algorithms to perform this Bayesian inversion.
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A Numerical computation of f (Θ1|r0, E0)

We consider a source of position r0 emitting radiation at energy E0. The objective is to compute

numerically f(Θ1|r0, E0) (3.5) modelling the probability for an emitted photon in direction Θ1 to
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have an interaction with one of the sensors

f(Θ1|r0, E0) =
1− exp (−µE0d1,max(r0,Θ1))∫

Θ

(1− exp (−µE0d1,max(r0,Θ1))) dΘ
.

A rejection-sampling algorithm is considered. The idea is to generate uniformly numerous unit

vectors Θ⋆
1ℓ of origin r0 so that a line in that direction would intercept at least one of the sensors

of the Compton imager. Generating those vectors uniformly in every direction would lead in reality

to extra time-consuming computations, we chose instead to generate uniformly these vectors in the

smallest cone that encompasses the whole imager. The generated vectors which do not pass at least

through one sensor are cancelled during the rejection step of the algorithm. For those which reach at

least one sensor, the maximal distance d1ℓ,lim(Θ
⋆
1ℓ) is then computed. This distance corresponds to

the maximal distance that can be travelled inside the detectors in that direction. Then, a potential

travelling distance for the photon d1ℓ is generated according to the Beer law, picking a uniform value

v ∈ [0, 1)

d1ℓ = −
ln(1− v)

µE0

. (A.1)

The proposed direction is finally accepted if d1ℓ is less than d1ℓ,lim(Θ
⋆
1ℓ). Algorithm 2 summarizes

the main steps of this rejection sampling algorithm.

Algorithm 2: Rejection sampling algorithm for the computation of f(Θ1|r0, E0)

Generate uniformly L numerous unit vectors Θ⋆
1ℓ, ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , L} of origin r0 whose

direction may correspond to an interaction with the Compton imager.

for ℓ = 1 to L do
Compute the limit distance d1ℓ,lim(Θ

⋆
1ℓ) that is possible to travel inside the detectors in

the direction of Θ⋆
1ℓ.

Pick a value d1 according the Beer Law and the attenuation coefficient of the crystal.

Accept the proposed direction Θ⋆
1ℓ if d1 < d1ℓ,lim(Θ

⋆
1ℓ), otherwise reject the proposal.

end

From the set of accepted direction samples, a spherical kernel density estimation [52] is then per-

formed to obtain the distribution of interest. According to our experiments, this rejection sampling

algorithm is time-consuming and represents around 9 seconds per source position. It has been chosen

to pre-compute the distributions for a set of 2563 source positions uniformly placed on the sphere and

used a geodesic nearest neighbour interpolation during the sampling of the posterior distribution.

The computation time was reduced to ∼ 0.7 seconds while the maximal error observed was around

5%.

B Derivation of f (E1|E0, CS1)

Let ω(E1, E0) be the scattering angle corresponding to an energy deposition of E1 at first interaction.

Its value is computed using the Compton formula (2.3). The probability for a photon of initial energy
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E0 to be Compton scattered with an angle ω is given by

f(ω(E1, E0)|E0, CS1) =

∫ 2π

ϕ=0

dσ

dΩ

∣∣∣∣
ω(E0,E1)

sin(ω(E0, E1))dϕ∫ π

θ=0

∫ 2π

ϕ=0

dσ

dΩ

∣∣∣∣
θ

sin(θ)dϕdθ

, (B.1)

where dσ
dΩ

∣∣
θ
is the differential Compton cross section at scattering angle θ [53]

dσ

dΩ

∣∣∣∣
θ

=
r2e
2
λ(θ)2

[
λ(θ) +

1

λ(θ)
− sin(θ)2

]
, (B.2)

where re is the classical electron radius (∼ 2.8179 fm) and λ(θ) is the ratio of photon energy after

and before the collision

λ(θ) =

(
1 +

E0

mec
2 (1− cos(θ))

)−1

. (B.3)

With the change of variables

θ ←− arccos

(
1− mc2

E0

(
E

E0 − E

))
,

the obtained expression of f(E1|E0, CS1) is (3.8). The integral of the denominator has also an explicit

derivation, which corresponds to

F (E0 − E0/(1 + 2E0/mc2))− F (0), (B.4)

where the function F is defined as

F : E −→ mc2

E2
0

(
− E2

2E0

+

(
1 +

mc2

E0

)2

E +

(
2

(
1 +

mc2

E0

)
mc2 − E0

)
ln (E0 − E) +

(mc2)2

E0 − E

)
.

(B.5)

C Details about Algorithm 1

C.1 Initialisation

C.1.1 Hyper-parameters of the full Bayesian algorithm

The hyper-parameters of the Dirichlet distribution {αk}Kk=0 modelling the prior distribution of the

related intensities {w(k)
0 }Kk=1 were set to (1, 50) for simulations with one source and (1, 50, 50) in case

of two sources. This models photons mostly incoming from source(s) (of equal intensity) with a

very few outliers. The parameter a of the exponential function (3.12) is set to 400. Finally, the

concentration parameter of the Von-Mises distribution resp. 80. Both a and κ have been chosen

arbitrarily high to model Dirac delta distributions.

C.1.2 Initial values of the random variables

The uncertainty on position of the Compton Imager is assumed to be 3 mm on x and y-coordinates

and 5 mm on z. In terms of energy, we suppose an uncertainty of 0.1 keV. The initial values σ
(0)
xy ,

σ
(0)
z and, σ

(0)
E are set accordingly and the domains of their respective prior distribution are defined
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to include these values. The first values for {r(0)
1n , E

(0)
1n , r

(0)
2n , E

(0)
2n }n∈[|1,N |] are then generated using

Gaussian distributions of the corresponding standard deviations σxy, σz, σE.

In the one-source localisation problem, w
(1,t=0)
0 is set to 0.99. The initial position for the source

r
(1,t=0)
0 set to point having the maximal intensity on the back-projection image. The set of {r(t=0)

0n }Nn=1

is then generated according to a Von-Mises distribution of mean r
(1,t=0)
0 and concentration parameter

100.

In the two-sources case, both w
(1,t=0)
0 , w

(2,t=0)
0 are set to 0.49 and we used a local maxima algorithm

based on mathematical morphology to determine the two main peaks of the back-projection image.

This gives the positions of r
(1,t=0)
0 and r

(2,t=0)
0 . Then, for each event n and source (k), the likelihood

f(
˜

Zn|r(k,t=0)
0 , E0, CS1n, X2n) (3.2) is computed and each event n is assigned to the most probable

source r
(k,t=0)
0 . The initial value of each r0n is then generated according to a Von-Mises distribution

of mean equal to the relevant r
(k,t=0)
0 and concentration parameter 100.

C.2 Sampling steps

This paragraph presents the sampling steps of Algorithm 1 and the expressions of the sampled

conditionals are derived. These are straightforwardly obtained using basics of conditional probability

and keeping only the parameters that depend on the variable of interest. Each sampling step is then

carried out using a Metropolis Hastings scheme. For the sake of completeness, a generic version of

this Monte Carlo technique for sampling an arbitrary random variable x from a density π and a

proposal Markov kernel q is presented in Algorithm 3. Then, x has to be replaced by the sampling

variable of interest along with their corresponding density π and a proposal Markov kernel q.

Algorithm 3: Metropolis Hastings algorithm

Initialisation: Set an initial value x(0), and T the number of iterations;

for t = 1 to T do

Generate a candidate x⋆ from a proposal density q(·|x(t−1)).

Compute the acceptance probability ρ(t) = min
(
1, π(x⋆)

π(x(t−1))

q(x(t−1)|x⋆)

q(x⋆|x(t−1))

)
.

Generate u(t) ∼ U(0, 1).
Accept the proposal and take x(t) = x⋆ if u(t) < ρ(t), otherwise reject the proposal and

set x(t) = x(t−1).
end

Sampling (r1n|r0n, E0, CS1n, E1n, r2n, X2n, E2n, r̃1n, σxy, σz). The proposal density q(·|r(t−1)
1n ) is a

multivariate truncated Gaussian distribution of mean r
(t−1)
1n to stay in the same sensor. It is also

checked that the distance d⋆1 between r0n and the new proposal r⋆
1n is between 0 and d⋆1lim excluded.

The coordinates of r
(t−1)
1n are supposed to be uncorrelated, hence we chose a diagonal correlation

matrix, whose non-zero elements evolve during the algorithm to keep the acceptance rate between

40% and 60%. The conditional density π(r1n) is

π(r1n) ∝ f(r1n, E1n, r2n, E2n|r0n, E0, CS1n, X2n)f(r̃1n|r1n, σxy.σz), (C.1)

where f(r1n, E1n, r2n, E2n|r0n, E0, CS1n, X2n) is the probabilistic model for data acquisition (3.2) and

f(r̃1n|r1n, σxy.σz) is the distribution modelling noise on positions (4.2).
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Sampling (r2n|r0n, r1n, E1n, r̃2n). The proposal q(·|r(t−1)
2n ) is defined similarly as q(·|r(t−1)

1n ). It has

been checked that the new proposal r⋆
2 involves a distance d⋆2 between r

(t)
1n and r⋆

2n is between 0 and

d⋆2lim excluded. The conditional density π(r2n) is

π(r2n) ∝ f(r2n|r0n, E0, r1n, E1n, CS1n)f(r̃2n|r2n, σxy.σz), (C.2)

where f(r2n|r0n, E0, r1n, E1n, CS1n) and f(r̃2n|r2n, σxy.σz) are respectively defined in (3.10) and (4.2).

Sampling (E1n, E2n|r0n, E0, r1n, CS1n, r2n, X2n, Ẽ1n, Ẽ2n, σE). The proposal density for (E1n, E2n)

is set to fulfill Compton requirements

q(E1n, E2n|E0, E
(t−1)
1n , E

(t−1)
2n , X2n) = q(E1n|E0, E

(t−1)
1n ) q(E2n|E0, E1n, E

(t−1)
2n , X2n), (C.3)

where q(E1n|E0, E
(t−1)
1n ) is a truncated normal distribution of mean E

(t−1)
1n lying within the interval

[0, E0/(1−mc2/(2E0))]. q(E2n|E0, E1n, E
(t−1)
2n , X2n) depends on the nature of the second interaction.

In case of absorption, the corresponding q(E2n|E0, E1n, E
(t−1)
2n , A2n) is a delta Dirac distribution such

that E2n = E0 − E1n. In case of Compton interaction, q(E2n|E0, E1n, E
(t−1)
2n , CS2n) is a truncated

Gaussian of mean E
(t−1)
2n lying within the interval [0, (E0 − E1n)/(1 − mc2/(2(E0 − E1n)))]. The

variance of the truncated Gaussian distribution(s) evolves during the algorithm in order to have a

rate of acceptance between 40 and 60%. Moreover, the conditional density is

π(E1n, E2n) ∝ f(E1n, r2n, E2n|r0n, E0, r1n, CS1n, X2n)f(Ẽ1n|E1n, σE)f(Ẽ2n|E2n, σE), (C.4)

where f(E1n, r2n, E2n|r0n, E0, r1n, CS1n, X2n) is obtained from the combination of (3.7), (3.10) and

(3.14) or (3.15). f(Ẽ1n|E1n, σE) and f(Ẽ2n|E2n, σE) are the distributions modelling noise on energy

depositions (4.5).

Sampling (r0n|{r(k)
0 , w

(k)
0 }Kk=1, E0, r1n, CS1n, E1n, r2n, X2n, E2n). The proposal density q(·|r(t−1)

0n ) is

a Von-Mises distribution of mean r
(t−1)
0n . The concentration parameter varies to keep the rate of

acceptance between 40 and 60%. The conditional density is

π(r0n) ∝ f(r1n, E1n, r2n, E2n|r0n, E0, CS1n, X2n)f(r0n|{r(k)
0 , w

(k)
0 }Kk=1), (C.5)

where f(r1n, E1n, r2n, E2n|r0n, E0, CS1n, X2n) is the probabilistic model for data acquisition (3.2) and

f(r0n|{r(k)
0 , w

(k)
0 }Kk=1) is the prior distribution of the n-th virtual source conditioned to the K source

positions and their relative intensities defined in (4.8).

Sampling (r
(k)
0 |{r

(k′)
0 , w

(k′)
0 }Kk′=1,k′ ̸=k, w

(k)
0 ). The proposal density q(·|r(k,t−1)

0 ) is also a Von-Mises

distribution of mean r
(k,t−1)
0 and the concentration parameter varies to keep the rate of acceptance

between 40 and 60%. The conditional probability is

π(r
(k)
0 ) ∝ f(r

(k)
0 )

N∏
n=1

f(r0n|{r(k)
0 , w

(k)
0 }Kk=1), (C.6)

where f(r
(k)
0 ) is the prior distribution on the k-th source defined in (4.6) and f(r0n|{r(k)

0 , w
(k)
0 }Kk=1)

corresponds to (4.8).
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Sampling (w
(k)
0 |{r

(k′)
0 , w

(k′)
0 }Kk′=1,k′ ̸=k, r

(k)
0 ). The proposal q(·|{w(k′,t)

0 }k−1
k′=1, {w

(k′,t−1)
0 }Kk′=k) is a trun-

cated normal distribution of mean w
(k,t−1)
0 lying between 0 and 1−

∑k−1
k′=1w

(k′,t)
0 −

∑K
k′=k+1w

(k′,t−1)
0 .

The conditional distribution is

π(w
(k)
0 ) ∝ w

(k)
0

αk−1

(
1−

K∑
k′=1

w
(k′)
0

)α0−1 N∏
n=1

f(r0n|{r(k)
0 , w

(k)
0 }Kk=1), (C.7)

where f(r0n|{r(k)
0 , w

(k)
0 }Kk=1) corresponds to (4.8).

Sampling σxy ∼ f(σxy|{r1n, r̃1n, r2n, r̃2n}Nn=1) and σz ∼ f(σz|{r1n, r̃1n, r2n, r̃2n}Nn=1). The respec-

tive proposal densities are Gaussian distributions of means σ
(t−1)
xy and σ

(t−1)
z . The conditional distri-

butions are

π(σxy) ∝
N∏

n=1

f(r̃1n|r1n, σxy, σz)f(r̃2n|r2n, σxy, σz), (C.8)

and

π(σz) ∝
N∏

n=1

f(r̃1n|r1n, σxy, σz)f(r̃2n|r2n, σxy, σz), (C.9)

where f(r̃in|rin, σxy, σz) is defined in (4.2).

Sampling σE ∼ f(σE|{E1n, Ẽ1n, E2n, Ẽ2n}Nn=1). Similarly as in the previous paragraph, the pro-

posal density is Gaussian of mean σE. The conditional distribution is

π(σE) =
N∏

n=1

f(Ẽ1n|E1n, σE)f(Ẽ2n|E2n, σE), (C.10)

where f(Ẽin|Ein, σE) is defined in (4.5).

D Analytical derivation of pA and pCS

The analytical expressions of pA = f(X2 = A2|E0, CS1) and pCS = f(X2 = CS2|E0, CS1) are

presented in this paragraph. First, the probability pA is obtained from the marginalisation of E1, i.e.

f(X2 = A|E0, X1 = CS) =

∫ E1max,a

E1min,a

f(X2 = A|E0, E1, X1 = CS)f(E1|E0, X1 = CS) dE1, (D.1)

where f(E1|E0, X1 = CS) is given in (3.7) and f(X2 = A|E0, E1, X1 = CS) is the ratio of the

absorption and attenuation coefficients of the considered material at energy E0 − E1, respectively

denoted µa
E0−E1

and µE0−E1

f(X2 = A|E0, E1, X1 = CS) =
µa
E0−E1

µE0−E1

. (D.2)

The probability pCS can also be obtained via a similar calculation, nevertheless, since Compton

scattering and absorption are assumed to be the only two possible interactions, it follows that pCS =

1− pA.
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