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Conversions between neutrons n and Dark Matter candidate sterile neutrons n′ have been pro-
posed as a mechanism for Baryon Number B violation. In the case that there is a small mass
difference ∆m between the n and the n′ states, oscillations can be induced by compensating for ∆m
with a magnetic field. A search for such neutron oscillations was performed at the Spallation Neu-
tron Source by looking for anomalous neutron transmission through a strongly absorbing cadmium
wafer inside of a 6.6 T magnet. The approach described here saw no regenerated neutrons above
background, which provides an improved limit for neutron - sterile neutrons transformations for a
range of ∆m between 0.1 neV and 1000 neV.

I. INTRODUCTION

A. Motivation

Much of the matter in the universe is invisible, not in-
teracting via the electromagnetic force. This “Dark Mat-
ter” has thus far evaded direct detection, which has led to
a robust suite of experimental and theoretical proposals
looking for new exotic particles and interactions [1, 2].
The traditional Cold Dark Matter paradigm, featuring
non-relativistic matter interacting only by gravity, stands
in tension with the observations of the density profiles
of the dark matter halos of galaxies. One possible so-
lution to this cusp/core problem introduces new forces
acting between dark matter particles within a model of
Self-Interacting Dark Matter [3, 4]. Theories of Self-
Interacting Dark Matter vary in complexity from intro-
duction of exotic forces all the way up to atomic Dark
Matter [5].

While the Dark Matter hypothesis can account for ob-
servations at the galactic scale, physical mysteries also
appear at much smaller distances. The weak interaction
in the Standard Model (SM) of particle physics is left-
handed and maximally breaks parity. Early attempts
to resolve this apparent asymmetry in chirality posited
a right-handed equivalent of the Weak interaction and
subsequently right-handed copies of the SM [6, 7]. This
right-handed “Mirror Model” (SM′) would completely
duplicate the SU(3)×SU(2)×U(1) form of the SM with
a dark sector denoted as SU ′(3)× SU ′(2)× U ′(1) [8].

Mirror Matter, having the same interactions as the
SM, could have similar complexity to observable mat-
ter on cosmological scales [9]. Any existing Mirror

∗ gonzalezfm@ornl.gov

Matter would interact with normal matter predomi-
nately through gravity, making it a candidate for Self-
Interacting Dark Matter. The added particles and forces
would have implications for element formation in the
early universe, and could even be a mechanism for a
non-zero cosmological constant [10, 11]. This could po-
tentially lead to the formation of Mirror Matter-based
“Dark Stars,” or mixed stars with a dark matter sub-
component [12, 13]. Such exotic objects could be sought
with existing astrophysical dark matter searches [14].
Laboratory searches for mirror dark matter probe the

mixing mechanism of the neutrally charged components
of the SM and SM ′ sectors, such as photons, neutri-
nos νR, and particularly nR neutrons [15]. Such mixing
leads to oscillations between the neutron n and its sterile
mirror partner n′, an effect that can be observed in labo-
ratory experiments as a disappearance of a neutron with
apparent violation of Baryon charge and unitarity. Out-
side of the Mirror Model paradigm, the search for n→ n′

transformation also has been proposed as a probe of mul-
tiple branes [16].
One of the major unsolved questions in physics is the

universe’s matter-antimatter asymmetry [17], which re-
quires a violation of Baryon number B [18]. In a uni-
verse with Mirror Matter, SM neutral particles such as
photons, the neutron n, or neutrinos ν, could mix with
their Mirror counterparts. Such mixing would cause B
violation in the neutron sector or L violation in the neu-
trino sector. The neutron, due to its relatively long life-
time and relative ease of trapping, is a natural candidate
for studying Mirror Matter in the laboratory. Neutrons
would oscillate into their Mirror counterpart n′, with
some characteristic mixing mass denoted as ϵnn′ [15].
This mixing, as a ∆B = 1 process, can be contrasted
with the well-studied neutron-antineutron n→ n̄ oscilla-
tions, where ∆B = 2 for n→ n̄ [19, 20]. Mirror neutrons
could also be an intermediary process to n → n̄ conver-
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sion, n→ n′ → n̄, which remains a relatively unexplored
parameter space [21].

B. Phenomenology of n to n′ Transformation

In the absence of mixing with mirror neutrons, the
evolution of the non-relativistic neutron as it propagates

in matter in the presence of an external magnetic field B⃗
and undergoes beta decay can be described by the non-
Hermitian Hamiltonian (in natural units c = ℏ = 1), see
e.g. [22].

Hn = mn +
p2n
2mn

+ µnσ⃗ · B⃗ + V − i

(
W +

Γ

2

)
, (1)

where mn and µn are mass and magnetic moment of the
neutron, σ⃗ is the vector of Pauli matrices, V is the real
and W the imaginary absorptive parts of the optical po-
tential, and Γ is the width of neutron decay. Equation (1)
can be extended to the Mirror sector, where the mirror
neutron mass mn′ , decay width Γ′, and magnetic dipole
moment µn′ are not necessarily the same as for the ordi-
nary neutron. There could exist a mirror magnetic field
B′ and a mirror matter induced spin-independent optical
potential V ′ − iW ′ [23]:

Hn′ = mn′ +
p2n′

2mn′
+µn′ σ⃗ · B⃗′+V ′− i

(
W ′ +

Γ′

2

)
. (2)

The states of the neutron from Equation 1 and the mir-
ror neutron from Equation 2 would exist independently
if there is no mixing interaction leading to oscillation be-
tween these states.

The Z2 or PZ2 (the latter with parity inversion) sym-
metry between ordinary and mirror sectors need not be
exact. It can be broken spontaneously via a difference in
the Higgs vacuum expectation values or due to the pres-
ence of new limited-range forces in the ordinary and mir-
ror sectors. Such a difference would induce a small energy
difference ∆E between the n and the n′ states, or equiv-
alently a mass difference ∆m = mn′ −mn. The value of
∆m can be either positive or negative, where by conven-
tion a positive sign for ∆m corresponds to mn′ > mn.
This paper considers both cases of ∆m.
Evolution of the two-state (n, n′) system follows the

Schrödinger equation idΨdt = HΨ, where Ψ is the wave-
function of the n and n′ components in two (±) spin
polarization states Ψ = (ψ+

n , ψ
−
n , ψ

+
n′ , ψ

−
n′)T . The trans-

formational evolution of the (n, n′) system can then be
described by introducing an unknown mixing parameter
ϵnn′ to the 4×4 Hamiltonian in the Schrödinger equation:

i
d

dt
Ψ =

(
Hn ϵnn′

ϵnn′ Hn′

)
Ψ . (3)

The mass mixing between the two states, ϵnn′ , can be
alternately described using the characteristic oscillation
time τnn′ = ϵ−1

nn′ . In a more general case, the mixing

element ϵnn′ can contain a transition magnetic moment
ηBσ⃗ or electric dipole moment ηE σ⃗, which could couple to
the respective standard and mirror fields and modify the
transition probability due to gradients in the magnetic
or electric field [24]. The search described in this paper
assumes these ηB and ηE couplings are absent.
Although Equation 3 would generically describe the

(n, n′) system, some simplifying assumptions can be
made. When the momentum p⃗n is conserved, the dif-
ference in the kinetic energy terms in Equation 3 due
to the mass difference ∆m can be negligible. Symmetry
breaking between ordinary and mirror sectors that would
be responsible for a small ∆m between n and n′ states
might also induce µn ̸= µn′ . The magnetic field in the
laboratory B interacts only with the magnetic moment
of the neutron µn and not with the magnetic moment
of the mirror neutron µn′ , so a difference between the
moments can be incorporated into the unobserved mag-

nitude of B⃗′ or ∆m. Although a mirror magnetic field

B⃗′ as large as Earth’s magnetic field cannot yet be ruled
out in laboratory experiments [23], the dark matter den-
sity of the Earth suggests the mirror material potentials
V ′ and W ′ to be vanishing [25]. Since the time of flight
of cold neutrons in the laboratory O(10−3 s) is signifi-
cantly less than the neutron lifetime (τn ≈ 880 s), the
decay rates Γ and Γ′ are negligible. Thus, by assuming
V ′ = 0 and W ′ = 0, and omitting the diagonal terms in
the Hamiltonian that do not affect the oscillations, the
4× 4 matrix Hamiltonian can be simplified to:

H =

(
U − iW ϵnn′

ϵnn′ 0

)
, (4)

where U includes only real numbers:

U = V −∆m± µnσ⃗ ·
(
B⃗ − B⃗′

)
. (5)

This simplification is possible for either polarization of
neutron in an unpolarized neutron beam if the transverse
component of the magnetic field does not produce a spin
rotation.
The overall sign of U depends on the value of ∆m

as well as the surrounding materials. The sign of the
magnetic field potential can be positive or negative de-
pending on the polarization of the neutron and the di-

rection of the magnetic fields B⃗ and B⃗′. For most ma-
terials, the optical potential V for a neutron interacting
with matter is positive. Oscillations are driven by the
off-diagonal mass mixing term ϵnn′ . The real diagonal
elements of Equation 4, if larger than ϵnn′ , can suppress
oscillations between n and n′ [23]. Thus, an unknown

∆m, µ⃗n′ · B⃗′ or any other environmental potential that is
different for n and n′ can reduce the oscillations induced
by ϵnn′ . However, because these components could have
different signs, it is possible to compensate for these com-

peting potentials. The laboratory magnetic field B⃗ or the
material optical potential V can be tuned such that the
sum of potentials vanishes, allowing oscillations to oc-
cur. Oscillations are maximal when both diagonal terms
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in Equation 4 are zero. The evolution of the (n, n′) sys-
tem depends upon the total difference in energy between
the n and n′,

∆E = U − iW , (6)

where the imaginary part of the optical potentialW both
causes attenuation of the (n, n′) system and affects the
frequency of oscillations. The solution of the Schrödinger
equation describing oscillating (n, n′) in absorptive ma-
terials with a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian can be found
in [22].

In vacuum with V = 0 and W = 0, and in the absence
of fields which are different for n and n′ such as the mag-

netic field B⃗, the time averaged probability of n → n′

oscillation at small θ0 becomes [26]:

Pnn′ =
2ϵ2nn′

∆m2 + 4ϵ2nn′
=

1

2
sin2 2θ0 ≃ 2θ20 ≃ 2

(ϵnn′

∆m

)2
(7)

Thus, the probability Pnn′ in vacuum is determined by
two independent parameters ϵnn′ and ∆m. The vacuum
mixing angle θ0 defined by

tan 2θ0 ≡ 2ϵnn′/∆m (8)

serves as a rotation angle for diagonalization of the
Hamiltonian in Equation 4. When the angle θ0 is small,
it becomes a convenient parameter for calculating the
transformation probability Pnn′ . ∆m and θ0 provide an
alternative set of two independent parameters describing
oscillation in a vacuum. Experimental limits below are
presented in terms of the vacuum oscillation parameters
∆m and θ0.

From Equation 7, for free neutrons outside of any mag-
netic fields or material potentials, the oscillation proba-
bility is suppressed by U = ±∆m. In the presence of a

nonzero constant magnetic field B⃗, the angle required for
diagonalization of the Hamiltonian, θB , will be modified:

tan 2θB =
2ϵnn′

∆m± |µnB|
=

tan 2θ0
1± |µnB| /∆m

, (9)

where the ± indicates the possible presence of two po-
larizations of the neutron. At the magnetic field which
compensates the mass splitting, ∆m− µnB = 0, there is
a resonance where the oscillation is no longer suppressed.
For an unpolarized beam of neutrons, half of the neutrons
can reach this resonant condition.

A (n, n′) system with a nonzero ∆m traveling through
a non-uniform magnetic field passes through a dynamic
resonance at ∆m− µnB = 0 when the mixing angle ap-
proaches its maximum value at θB = 45◦. In this case,
the transition probability will depend on ϵnn′ , on the
neutron velocity v, and the gradient of magnetic field

B⃗. This is a classical case of the Landau-Zener (LZ)
non-adiabatic level-crossing transition [27, 28], which en-
hances the transformation n → n′ in a similar manner
to the solar flavor neutrino transitions [29]. In the case

of a beam of n passing through a magnet with peak field
Bmax and where ∆m < |µnBmax|, these LZ transitions
occur at least twice; one “level crossing” occurs at the
entrance of the magnet and one “level crossing” occurs
at the exit of the magnet, when ∆m is compensated by
µnB. If the beam of neutrons is unpolarized, the polarity
of the magnetic field does not matter as half of the neu-
trons will still undergo the LZ transition. The amplitude
of these transitions will depend on the initial phase of
the oscillating (n, n′) system, the mixing ϵnn′ , the local

gradient of magnetic field B⃗, and the velocity of the neu-
tron v as it passes through the “level crossing.” In the
case where ∆m > |µnBmax|, the level-crossing does not
take place and the transformation occurs adiabatically
at θ0 < 45◦. In this case, the transformation probability
is suppressed by ∆E = ∆m− |µnBmax| inside the mag-
netic field region and returns to the initial suppression
defined by ∆E = ∆m outside. An absorber inside the
magnet will then “measure” the system with the reduced
suppression of probability.
Inside absorbing matter described by a complex optical

potential V − iW , the oscillations between the neutron
and mirror neutron states still continue with the Hamil-
tonian becoming non-Hermitian. The analytical solution
of the Schrödinger equation for the non-Hermitian Hamil-
tonian can be used to calculate the propagation of the os-
cillating (n, n′) system through a strong absorber where
inside the absorber, θB becomes complex [22]:

tan 2θB =
tan 2θ0

(V −∆m± |µnB| − iW ) /∆m
. (10)

The resonant condition in this case occurs when the real
part U = V ± |∆m| ± |µnB| = 0.
Analytic calculations of the evolution of the wave func-

tion using the Schrödinger equation are difficult in the
general case due to the requirement of matching the wave
functions and their derivatives at both surfaces of the
absorber as well as in the detector. Numeric calcula-
tions using density matrix evolution are free from these
difficulties. The density matrix evolution equation or
Liouville-von Neumann equation [30] is a more general
way of describing the interaction of a quantum system
with its environment without using a wave function, and
is equivalent to the Schrödinger equation in case of a
Hermitian Hamiltonian. Transmission probability calcu-
lations in this paper used the density matrix evolution
equation with a Hamiltonian given by Equations 4 and 5
under the assumption of B′ = 0:

dρ̂

dt
= −iĤρ̂+ iρ̂Ĥ† , (11)

where ρ̂(t) = |Ψ(t)⟩ ⟨Ψ(t)| is a 2 × 2 density matrix (as-
suming the (n, n′) state is not polarized). The diagonal
elements of this matrix, ρ11(t) and ρ22(t), represent the
probability of the oscillating system being found in either
a pure n or n′ state, respectively. The density matrix
is Hermitian such that the off-diagonal elements satisfy
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ρ⋆12 = ρ21. These latter elements contain information
about the phases of oscillation.

The Liouville-von Neumann equation (Equation 11)
does not treat decoherence effects, and thus, it does
not account for the reset of oscillation phases when the
(n, n′) system scatters on nuclei in materials. For ex-
periments with a cold neutron beam, and for absorber
layers which have a relatively small scattering probabil-
ity, decoherence effects are non-essential since they in-
volve only the neutron component of the mixed (n, n′)
state and thus behave similarly to absorption by remov-
ing neutrons from the beam. More generally, however,
instead of Equation 11 one can use the Lindblad equation
for the density matrix evolution that includes the macro-
scopic effect of scattering-induced decoherence [30]. This
approach has been used e.g., by the STEREO Collabo-
ration for the calculation of the probability of transfor-
mation of “hidden” neutrons produced from neutrons in
a research nuclear reactor through a thick layer of heavy
water where the number of elastic collisions with the ma-
terial is large [31].

C. Current Limits on n to Mirror n′

Transformation

The existence of neutron - mirror neutron mixing
would cause observable consequences which can be
probed in the laboratory. Astrophysical constraints on
(n, n′) mixing come from mass losses in pulsars and the
temperatures of neutron stars [32–34]. New heavy parti-
cles that would contribute to the mechanism of n → n′

transformation have not been observed at the Large
Hadron Collider. The case of large ∆m or ∆E has also
been considered [16, 35, 36]. Neutron - mirror neutron
mixing would result in unexplained neutron disappear-
ance in terrestrial cold and ultracold neutron measure-
ments. Here, we discuss in detail specific limits from
other measurements.

In ultracold neutron (UCN) material traps where the
wall optical potential is V ∼ 100 neV, the lowest observed
UCN loss factor per single wall collision was reported as
∼ 2 · 10−6, higher than the expected values from calcu-
lation [37–39]. Assuming that this loss can be ascribed
to n → n′ oscillations in the trap, this factor can be in-
terpreted as a limit on the mixing angle θ0 < 10−3 [26].
However, this limit is valid only for ∆m < 2(V − T̄kin),
where T̄kin is the average kinetic energy of UCNs in the
trap and V ∼ 100 neV. At ∆m above this limit, only one
non-oscillating eigenstate can exist in the trap and thus
the oscillation effect is absent.

For larger ∆m, constraints can be obtained from obser-
vation of neutron propagation in weakly absorbing ma-
terials. The angle θ0 (Equation 8) has a maximum value
of θ0 = 45◦, which can be reached for ∆m = 0 or for
finite ∆m if ϵnn′ ≫ ∆m. The time averaged probability
of (n → n′) transformation in Equation 7 is sin2 2θ0/2,
which changes from 0.02 to 0.5 for any angle θ0 > 0.1.

Neutron disappearance at this level would be observable
for example for neutrons propagating in the heavy wa-
ter reflector surrounding the compact central core in re-
search reactors [40]. Every elastic collision would lead to
the collapse of the (n, n′) system, leading to the loss of
neutrons with probability > 2%. The observation [40]
that the radial neutron flux distribution calculated with
MCNP agrees with the measured flux excludes θ0 > 0.1
for all values of ∆m.
Experimental limits on the Mirror Matter Model rely

upon specific assumptions about the nature of ∆m and

B⃗′ [41] (and possibly on the existence of a neutron tran-
sition magnetic moment [24]). The most stringent tran-
sition limits, τnn′ > 448 s, (90% C.L.) come from the as-
sumption of the perfectly degenerate case, with ∆m = 0

and B⃗′ = 0 and for the laboratory magnetic field B⃗ close

to zero [42]. As the presence of a magnetic field B⃗ ̸= 0
would suppress the rate of oscillations, the laboratory
field in this experiment was shielded below the level of

the quasi-free condition |B⃗| < 100 nT.
In other searches with ultra-cold neutrons (UCN), the

presence of mirror magnetic field B⃗′ with unknown mag-
nitude and direction was considered [43–45]. The loss
rate of neutrons inside the storage traps were measured
as a function of a laboratory magnetic field which should
compensate for the suppression that would be provided
by a possible mirror magnetic field. The presence of a

mirror magnetic field B⃗′ was probed by utilizing an equal
strength magnetic field in two directions, B↑ and B↓ and
measuring the asymmetry A↑↓ in stored UCN [23],

A↑↓ =
n(B↑)− n(B↓)

n(B↑) + n(B↓)
. (12)

This asymmetry was measured for different field

strengths and directions to search directly for the B⃗′ pro-
viding the n → n′ transformation effect. An additional
asymmetry [23] E0 can be produced in the zero field case:

E0 =
2n(B = 0)

n(B↑) + n(B↓)
− 1. (13)

A reanalysis of those previous experiments reported a

result consistent with n → n′ losses for nonzero B⃗′ [43,
44]. Subsequent dedicated searches for n → n′ utilized
repurposed experiments to search for the neutron electric
dipole moment, and have excluded most of these claimed
signals [44–46]. More UCN storage search experiments
are still in progress [47, 48]. In addition to using UCN
storage, further n→ n′ disappearance searches have been
performed using beams of UCN passing through a guide
with a tunable magnetic field [49], with results obtained
using the GADGET UCN detector at the ILL [50].
Neutron regeneration experiments, which search for

the double transition n → n′ → n, have been dis-
cussed in [51, 52]. Neutrons which disappear before pass-
ing through an absorber would be regenerated on the
other side, analogous to similar experiments using pho-
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tons through a wall to search for exotic electromagnetic
couplings [53].

Searches for sterile “hidden” neutrons n′ performed at
nuclear research reactors [31, 54] have an advantage of
using very large initial number of neutrons for conver-
sion to n′. Thermal neutrons propagating in the mate-
rial in a reactor, in particular in heavy water, experience
a Fermi potential suppressing the transformation. Neu-
trons undergo a large number of collisions with the reac-
tor material that “measures” the (n, n′) quantum system,
providing conversion to n′. For a non-degenerate (n, n′)
system with ∆m ̸= 0, the additional suppression of the
probability can be compensated by the Fermi potential of
the material. Regeneration of n′ to observable n occurs
in the detector outside the reactor. Repurposed detec-
tors from sterile neutrino experiments were used to place
strong limits on n conversion to sterile n′ [31, 54].
Further searches for such processes have been proposed

for a higher flux source with a lower background detec-
tor [55]. The effect of neutron regeneration would be
seen in a detector as a n counting rate signal above the
background correlated with the operation of the source.
With detailed accounting of the initial neutron flux of the
source, as well as the materials or magnetic fields respon-
sible for the (n, n′) conversion, the observed n signal can
be translated into a probability of (n→ n′) oscillation.
The theoretical n → n′ model with ∆m ̸= 0 probed

in this paper was originally proposed in [26] as a poten-
tial explanation for the “neutron lifetime anomaly.” The
lifetime of UCN stored inside of a magnetic or material
“bottle” has been measured as τn = 878.4 ± 0.5 s [37–
39, 56–60]. This value disagrees with the lifetime of
τn = 888.0± 0.7 s determined by measuring neutron de-
cay products in a cold neutron “beam” by > 4σ [61–63]1.
The paper [26] hypothesized that the apparent increase
of ∼ 1% in the measured τn comes from an increased
n→ n′ oscillation probability due to the magnetic fields

B⃗ present in the most precise “beam” experiment [61, 62].
The size of the discrepancy would indicate a potentially

higher mass splitting ∆m than probed in small B⃗′ search
experiments. An experimental probe of this effect was
proposed at Oak Ridge National Laboratory (ORNL),
utilizing the Spallation Neutron Source (SNS) and the
High Flux Isotope Reactor (HFIR) [64, 65]. A first search
performed at SNS [66] excluded n → n′ transitions as
an explanation for the neutron lifetime discrepancy. This
paper improves upon the results of this experiment to fur-
ther limit the observed amount of neutron-mirror neutron
mixing.

1 In addition to the “neutron lifetime anomaly” between “beam”
and “bottle” experiments, a second 3σ anomaly exists between
experiments storing UCN in material bottles (τn = 880.0 ±
0.7 s) [38, 39], and storing UCN in magnetic bottles (τn =
877.8 ± 0.2 s) [58, 60]. A n → n′ transformation model with
a transition magnetic moment ηB could potentially resolve this
second discrepancy.

II. EXPERIMENTAL APPROACH

The measurement reported here was performed us-
ing the cold neutron regeneration technique at the Mag-
netism Reflectometer (MagRef) instrument at the SNS
at ORNL. This measurement implemented several im-
provements over the previous search reported in [66], in-
cluding higher neutron intensity, improved intensity de-
termination, longer experiment running time, more sen-
sitive choice of neutron absorber material, and reduced
backgrounds. A diagram of the MagRef beamline con-
figuration in this experiment can be seen in Figure 1.
The major components of the experiment include the
neutron source; beamline components including defin-
ing apertures, optional attenuators, and detector; and at
the heart of the experiment, the magnet with neutron-
absorbing beam-catcher.

A. Neutron Source

The SNS produces H− ions which are accelerated by
the linear accelerator to 1GeV with a nominal power of
1.4MW at the time of the measurement [67]. The accel-
erated H− beam is stripped of electrons by a diamond
foil, and then collected and intensified in the accumula-
tor ring. The protons are then extracted in 700 ns long
bunches with a repetition rate of 60Hz which bombard a
liquid mercury target to produce fast neutrons by spalla-
tion [68]. The charge in each proton bunch is measured
by an integrating current beam monitor with an accuracy
of 3% [69].
The neutrons viewed by the MagRef beamline [70, 71]

are moderated by a 20K liquid hydrogen moderator [72].
Neutrons are emitted with a time scale of tens of µs
and transported via a curved guide over a distance of
approximately 16m to the experimental area. A sys-
tem of beam choppers allows the passage of neutrons
only within a user-selected wavelength range, in this case
from 2.2 to 5.1 Å. The neutrons then pass through the
5m long experimental area before reaching the detector.
The time at which they complete this flight, referenced
to the clock signal corresponding to the arrival of pro-
tons on the spallation target, provides a Time of Flight
(TOF) estimate for each neutron hitting the detector. A
typical TOF spectrum of the neutron beam is shown in
Figure 2. Determination of the absolute neutron inten-
sity is discussed in the Results section. The neutrons
passed by the chopper system arrive at the detector po-
sition at times ranging from 12 to 27ms following their
emission from the moderator surface. The analysis dis-
cussed in this work removed neutrons near the edges of
the chopper spectrum, only including neutrons in the in-
terval of TOF between 13.0ms and 26.0ms. This TOF
exceeds the time between accelerator frames at 60 Hz,
resulting in a “prompt flash” of background at 16666µs.
This background is excluded from further analysis by
ignoring any events arriving in a 50µs window around
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FIG. 1. Diagram of the downstream portion of the MagRef beamline with the Cd absorber in place.

FIG. 2. Time of flight spectrum for neutrons hitting the Ma-
gRef detector during a run taken with a small pinhole in the
beam. This includes a 50µs cut around 16666µs to exclude
the prompt flash.

16666µs. At nominal SNS power of 1.4MW the proton
beam charge was fairly stable with an average charge of
Q1 = 23.34µC per proton pulse. To avoid beam instabil-
ities, which could affect the detector response, neutrons
hitting the detector from frames with Q1 < 23.0µC were
excluded from this analysis.

The TOF can be related to the neutron wavelength
by using the length of the beam path and calibrated us-
ing observed dips in the TOF spectrum caused by Bragg
scattering of neutrons from aluminum at 2.864, 4.050 and
4.676 Å. Since those dips occur at very specific and well
defined wavelengths, they are suitable for converting time
of flight in the detector to proper wavelength. This can

be done by using the relationship:

λ(t) = 3.956
t

L
(14)

Here, time t is in µs and length L is in mm. As seen
in Figure 2, there are three distinct dips seen at 15230,
21430 and 24658µs. Using these, one finds a distance L
to be 20955 ± 11millimeters, very close to the nominal
quoted source-to-detector length of 21m.

B. MagRef Beamline and Detector

Upon exiting the neutron guide inside the biological
shielding surrounding the SNS target monolith, the neu-
trons encounter a set of vertical and horizontal B4C
blades (“S1” in Figure 1) serving as an aperture which
allows a neutron beam with a maximum permitted ex-
tent of ∼ 30mm×30mm to enter the MagRef experi-
mental area. The neutrons travel unimpeded through air
nearly 2m before encountering a second aperture which
defines the divergence of the beam. For this measure-
ment, the upstream aperture (S1) permitted a beam ex-
tent of 10×10mm2 and the downstream aperture (S3)
permitted a beam extent of 8×6mm2 (horizontal × verti-
cal). The neutron beam divergence was checked by com-
paring the neutron beam extent measured by the main
MagRef detector to the extent measured using a neutron
camera placed about 2m upstream. Simulation studies
confirmed that the neutron beam divergence did not sig-
nificantly impact the sensitivity of this measurement.
A set of commercial polycarbonate (PC) (C16O3H14)n

plates stacked together was installed 0.7m upstream of
the downstream aperture (S3) and used to attenuate the
beam for an indirect determination of the total neutron
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intensity, as described in the Results section. It was
removed during all other measurements. The stack of
plates was aligned against a square edge to ensure that
the faces of the plates were perpendicular to the beam.
The nominal “sample position” of the beamline, where
in typical material science measurements neutrons are
scattered from material samples inside of a magnet, is
0.7m past the downstream aperture (S3). In the mea-
surements reported here, a 3.5mm thick absorbing Cd
plate was installed at the sample position. The magnet
configuration used for this experiment is described in the
next subsection. Downstream, the neutron beam passes
through a shielded beam tube before encountering the
detector 2.3m downstream of the sample position. A fi-
nal set of vertical and horizontal B4C blades in front of
the detector were positioned to fully enclose the shielded
beam tube to reduce scattered neutron backgrounds from
the room. Although MagRef has the capability to polar-
ize the neutron beam, these measurements did not use a
polarized beam.

The MagRef detector was developed by Brookhaven
National Laboratory and uses a 3He converter to detect
neutrons through the reaction n +3 He → p + t with >
90% efficiency. The p and t have a short range O(mm) in
the nominal 6.8 atm of 3He plus 2.7 atm propane (buffer
gas) in which they produce ionization. The multi-wire
proportional counter detects the ions, and provides posi-
tion sensitivity through cathode readout with multi-node
charge division with spatial resolution of about 1.4mm.
The detection efficiency is not perfectly uniform with po-
sition, but the technique reported here is not sensitive to
nonuniformities in efficiency.

An advantage of this detector technology is the ability
to discriminate against gamma-rays, due to the much
lower ionization density of gamma induced electrons.
This is critical given the use of a fully-absorbing Cd sheet
required for this experiment which fully converts the neu-
tron flux at the sample position to an isotropic gamma
field. The detector is installed on a rotating arm, used
to view large scattering angles in other experiments, but
was oriented perpendicular to the beam axis for these
measurements.

Data taken using the detector is represented as an
array of 304 × 256 (X × Y ) pixels, each with area
0.7× 0.7mm2 [73]. The maximum total counting rate of
the detector is limited by the readout dead time of 4µs.
Each single detected neutron is subsequently recorded
into a DAQ system which includes a GPS-based time
tag, the (X,Y ) position of the pixel in the detector, the
time-of-flight, and the proton charge for the SNS pulse
that produced the neutron.

The ambient background counting rate was a signif-
icant limiting factor in the previous measurement re-
ported in [66]. For this measurement, the detector was
surrounded by additional shielding made of boron car-
bide and ∼5% (by mass) borated polyethylene. The
downstream neutron beam guide was brought closer to
the detector apertures. This removed a line of sight to

FIG. 3. Background counting rate normalized to proton
charge versus vertical position on the detector during the mea-
surement reported in [66] (blue) and after improving shielding
against backgrounds for the measurement reported here (red).
(Color online)

FIG. 4. Example of a calculated evolution of the (n, n′)
system through the MagRef field and absorber for ∆m =
200 neV, θ0 = 5 × 10−3 and using 100 wavelengths sampled
from the distribution in Figure 2. The black horizontal line
indicates the magnetic field that would correspond to ∆m.
The square of the neutron wave function as a probability of
neutron observation is shown for each velocity sampled from
the distribution. The effect is calculated for an absorber of
3.5mm Cd (grey vertical line) as used in this experiment
(color online).

neutrons scattering from the granite and concrete floor.
The background counting rate was reduced by a factor
of ten and a significant asymmetry in the vertical direc-
tion was eliminated (Figure 3). Measurements performed
with the neighboring beamline shutter opened and closed
confirmed that no additional background was observed
due to external sources.
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C. Magnet and Beam-Catcher

The central feature of the experimental approach is
the neutron evolution through the magnetic and material
optical potentials which create the disappearance and re-
generation effect, depicted in Figure 4. Example neutron
probabilities through the magnetic field are shown. With
no magnetic field, neutrons are fully absorbed in the ma-
terial, and none are detected by the MagRef detector.
In the presence of the magnetic field, the LZ transition
enhances the probability that the neutron is “observed”
in the mirror neutron state at the absorber, and another
LZ transition results in a regeneration of neutrons upon
exiting the magnet.

For this experiment, a Cryomagnetics, Inc. supercon-
ducting split pair magnet was installed in the MagRef
beamline. The magnet is 30 cm long and composed of
two solenoids, such that the magnetic field has a double-
peak [74]. The dip in the center of the magnetic field
is caused by a gap between the solenoidal coils intended
for samples to be inserted for exposure to the neutron
beam. When fully ramped, the magnetic field in the cen-
ter of either of these two solenoids (at the local maxima at
6.3 cm upstream and downstream of magnet’s center) is
6.6T, while the field in the dip at the center of the mag-
net is 5T. The magnet vendor provided the calculated
field profile for radii up to 5 cm and for ±30 cm along
the magnet axis. The measured stray fields outside the
magnet were also provided. Some components of the Ma-
gRef beamline increased the magnetic field locally. The
ambient magnetic field at the beamline entrance at slit
S1 was measured to be 10G and the field at the detector
was less than 1G, which sets the limits of our sensitivity.
From simulation, the experiment sensitivity was not sig-
nificantly impacted by the shape of the magnetic field in
the beamline far from the magnet, as long as the neutron
originated in a lower magnetic field.

The magnetic field profile for the major component of
magnetic field can be seen in Figure 4. The oscillation
probability of the (n, n′) state depends on the magnetic
field, the orientation of the neutron spin, the neutron ve-
locity, and the parameters of the mirror matter model.
The search was conducted with the center of the magnetic
field set to ±4.7T and ±2.35T, as well as a background
measurement with no magnetic field. The beam is unpo-
larized, and so the oscillation probability is independent
of the polarity of the magnetic field. During steady state
operation, the current supplied to the magnet was mon-
itored and the fluctuations in the magnetic field (< 1%)
were negligible for this measurement.

Inside the magnet, a 15 cm long and 25.4mm inner
diameter neutron-absorbing cylinder (B4C) with an ab-
sorbing end-cap (cadmium) was installed in the beam
path to remove neutrons while allowing n′ transmission,
serving as a beam-catcher. A tightly-fitting 3D-printed
Tough PLA (polylactic acid) support was used to axi-
ally center the beam-catcher in the magnet, with a slight
(<1 mm) vertical displacement due to gravity. The end-

cap was installed centered inside the magnet with a posi-
tioning precision of about 1 mm. The neutron absorber
end-cap was changed from 32 mm of B4C as used in the
previous setup [66] to 3.5 mm of cadmium (Cd) for better
sensitivity as described later.
The intent of the beam-catcher is that the neutrons

enter the tube unimpeded and are absorbed by the end-
cap, but if neutrons backscatter they can be absorbed by
the walls instead of potentially increasing backgrounds to
the detector. It was important to ensure that neutrons
are not absorbed by the beam-catcher walls before reach-
ing the end-cap, which would result in an overestimate
of the neutron flux (and thus sensitivity) during the ex-
periment. A neutron camera placed in the magnet posi-
tion was used to estimate the optimal upstream aperture
settings in order to maximize the intensity through the
beam-catcher without any loss or scattering of neutrons
in the beam-catcher walls. The magnet was installed on
a 2-dimensional linear and rotational stage, and the po-
sition and vertical axis angle were scanned to find the
peak count rate on the detector, such that the neutron
beam was roughly centered. To ensure the neutron beam
did not encounter the beam-catcher walls, a 20mm boron
nitride aperture was installed at the front face of the mag-
net and a 30mm B4C aperture was installed on the down-
stream face of the magnet to prevent scattering outside of
the beam-catcher. The beam-catcher was centered in the
magnet axis and the aperture was centered on the mag-
net with an accuracy of < 1 mm. A comparison of the
neutron beam position distribution as measured by the
MagRef detector using different apertures demonstrated
that the extent of the neutron beam was centered inside
the beam-catcher sufficiently far from the beam-catcher
walls.

III. RESULTS

A. Intensity Measurement Analysis

The probability of the n→ n′ effect probed here must
be determined for each initial wavelength present in the
beam. Thus, the absolute spectral intensity of the cold
neutron beam must be determined. The total neutron
intensity reaching the MagRef detector varies with SNS
proton beam charge, the conditions of the moderator,
and the neutron beamline settings. While the proton
charge is monitored and recorded for each SNS 60Hz
pulse, the moderator condition can vary slowly with an
impact on intensity that is not tracked. Further, beam-
line settings such as aperture positions and sample lo-
cations are nominal only. Therefore, the spectral inten-
sity of the neutron beam is not necessarily constant and
must be determined for each experiment configuration
separately, with a correction for the proton beam charge.
As the MagRef beamline was not equipped with any ad-
ditional device for intensity measurement, the spectral
intensity was determined indirectly using the MagRef de-
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FIG. 5. 2D plot illustrating intensity calibration run taken
with a stack of 18 PC plates upstream of the MagRef detector.
The attenuated primary neutron beam can be clearly seen
as the peak inside the black square indicating the region of
interest (ROI). The shielding around the detector causes a
sharp falloff in the background counting rate. (color online).

tector.
The full beam intensity needed for the experiment

was too high for the MagRef detector to be measured
without saturation, excess noise, or damage to the de-
tector. The determination of the intensity of the neu-
tron beam was therefore performed using an indirect
approach, by measuring the intensity of the beam af-
ter passing through scattering attenuators with different
thicknesses. The attenuator was composed of a variable
number of PC plates with equal thickness. The thickness
of each plate was measured to be 0.127 cm and the den-
sity was 1.195 g/cm3. Six configurations using stacks of
18, 19, 20, 21, 22, and 24 PC plates were positioned in
the beam 3 m upstream from the detector for 20 minutes
of data collection in each configuration. The maximum
detector counting rate during the intensity calibration
was ∼ 2500 cps with 18 PC plates stacked together. A
typical beam profile with 18 PC plates can be seen as a
2D plot in Figure 5.

The MagRef detector counting rates (per Coulomb of
the proton beam charge) were measured for different con-
figurations with different total PC thickness, then extrap-
olated to the counting rate of zero PC thickness to de-
termine the original beam intensity. The neutron beam
attenuation in the PC material is mostly due to elastic
scattering on hydrogen. When combined with attenua-
tion of the non-scattered beam and some small absorp-
tion, this scattering generated background around the
primary beam peak in the detector.

The primary beam was centered at pixels (X,Y) =
(156, 136) of the MagRef detector with full width half
maximum (FWHM) in X and Y of 24 pixels and 41 pixels,
respectively, as shown in Figure 5. The beam spot forms

a peak which corresponds to neutrons passing through
the PC attenuator stack without interaction. The direct
beam-on area in the figure was used to determine a Re-
gion of Interest (ROI) of 70× 70 pixels, which was used
in searching for the effect of n → n′. Outside the ROI
in the detector, there is a background generated mostly
by the neutrons scattered from the PC attenuator plates.
The background falloff above pixel Y = 200, below pixel
Y = 70, and on the left side of the detector below pixel
X ∼ 75, is due to additional absorption provided by a
shielding box around the beamline (See Figure 5). The
region within these cut-offs is defined as the region of
background (ROB). The background present in the ROI
needs to be subtracted to determine the attenuated frac-
tion of the beam that does not interact with the PC ma-
terial.
Two components in the measured background were

identified. One component was almost uniform in the
ROB of the detector as can be seen in Figure 5. This
component can be described as a constant at some ini-
tial point with two slopes defining the background plane.
The second component forms a scattering bump around
the beam peak center. The shape of this bump is de-
termined by the acceptance of the rectangular aperture
S3 and the round 20-mm diameter BN apertures shown
in Figure 1. The bump is described by a 2D Gaussian
around the center of the beam peak with three parame-
ters: the height at the peak center and the two Gaussian
widths σx and σy. The description of these two com-
ponents of background was confirmed by a PHITS [75]
simulation using ENDF/B-VIII.0 data [76] for a cold neu-
tron beam scattering from PC material 2 in the detection
geometry shown in Figure 1.
The background observed in each PC measurement in

the 2D matrix of pixels was fit to a 2D function com-
bining the plane background with three parameters and
the Gaussian bump background described with another
three parameters. This functional form describes the
general trends of the background rather than the de-
tailed features in its structure. The region of the fit for
minimization of χ2 included the ROB with the exclu-
sion of a region containing the beam peak (ROP). The
ROP used for the background fit was smaller than the
ROI described above. The background fit regions and
the number of background fit parameters were varied,
leading to six different unique schemes for determining
and subtracting the background in the region of the fit.
These produced consistent results. The average typical
χ2/DOF for all measured PC sets for the preferred sub-
traction scheme (to be discussed below) was ∼1.23 for
20,247 pixels. A typical example of a background fit in
X- and Y-projections for 18-PC is show in Figure 6.

2 The scattering kernel “h-luci.40t” for hydrogen bonded in
PMMA that was used in PHITS came from the JAEA’s MCNP-
formatted JENDL-5 ACE library [77], which is derived from the
ENDF/B-VIII.0 data.
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FIG. 6. Example of a 2D background fit with 4 free pa-
rameters projected in X and Y for 18 PC attenuators (see
text). Red vertical dashed lines correspond to the region
of background (ROB) and black vertical dashed lines to the
region of peak (ROP) which is excluded from the back-
ground fit. The solid lines show the contribution of the
“plane” background (red) and the “Gaussian bump” back-
ground (yellow). Combined statistical and systematic un-
certainties of the subtractable background determination are
within the width of the Gaussian (yellow) line. In this exam-
ple χ2/DOF=1.23. (Color online)

The values of the parameters obtained in the minimiza-
tion of χ2 were used for the calculation of background by
integrating the fitted function over the area of all pixels in
the ROI. The ROI subtractable background is smoothly
dependent on the number of PC plates and varies from
∼ 5% for 18 PC plates to ∼ 18% for 24 PC plates. All
parameters are smoothly dependent on the number of
PC attenuating plates. The Gaussian widths, σx and σy,
were consistent across all numbers of PC plates due to
being determined solely by the acceptance geometry. For
the final background subtraction scheme, the parameters
σx and σy were thus fixed to their best fitted values to
be the same for all PC runs. Thus, the number of free
parameters for the background description is effectively
reduced to four.

The set of six measured attenuated beam intensities
for 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, and 24 PC plates was obtained
by subtracting the fitted background integrated over the
ROI area from the total measured counts in the ROI for
each of the six PC measurements. A detector dead time
correction was applied to the measured counts. A nor-
malization for the variation of the SNS proton charge
per run was also implemented to express measured in-
tensities in counts per Coulomb. The uncertainties of
the measured intensities included statistical error from
the total counts in the ROI and the systematic error of
the fitted background subtraction. The latter was es-
timated from each of the six fit covariance matrices by
generating 106 random samples of the background in the

ROI with the background parameters (6 or 4) randomly
taken from the multinormal distribution [78] with the
given fit covariance matrix. The standard deviation of
the 106 generated background values for every PC point
was taken as a systematic error of the subtractable back-
ground in ROI. The same procedure was used for each of
the different background subtraction schemes. The rela-
tive statistical error for the six measured points increases
monotonically with the number of PC plates (18 to 24)
from 0.1% to 0.37% and the relative systematic errors
increases monotonically from 0.1% to 0.86%.
For all subtraction schemes the six intensities mea-

sured with different number of PC plates were fitted to
zero PC thickness with the function I(k) = I(0) · ηk
with two fit parameters, where I(0) is beam intensity
for k = 0 PC plates, and η is the average beam attenu-
ation factor per single plate. Statistical and systematic
errors were added in quadrature as the errors used for
the intensities in the fit procedure. The values of param-
eters I(0) and η for all background subtraction schemes
agreed within uncertainties. This work uses the subtrac-
tion scheme with 4 background fit parameters, which pro-
vides slightly lower uncertainty for I(0) and η in the in-
tensity fit. The results of the fit of six points extrapolated
to the intensity with no attenuation for this background
scheme resulted in the following values of parameters:
I(0) = (2.536±0.034)×109n/C and η = 0.6663±0.0006.
The χ2/DOF for these fits was relatively large at 6.46.
However, the intensity found with 21 PC plates was con-
tributing the most to the χ2/DOF. The 5-point fit with-
out the intensity from the 21 PC plates measurement re-
sulted in a reduced χ2/DOF to 2.14 with minimal change
to I(0) and η: I(0) = (2.466 ± 0.034) × 109 counts/C
and η = (0.6673 ± 0.0006). This could indicate an un-
accounted systematic in the measurement using the 21
PC plates, such as an improper installation of the stack.
Since the two intensities are consistent, we choose to use
the intensity excluding the 21 PC plates, which corre-
sponds to a lower overall sensitivity to the n→ n′ effect:

I(0) = (2.466± 0.034)× 109counts/C

η = 0.6673± 0.0006
(15)

Figure 7 shows the extrapolation of the 5-point fit to
zero PC plate thickness. The point corresponding to the
21 PC measurement is also shown in the plot for compar-
ison but was not used in the fit. The total errors shown
in the plot for the six measured points are multiplied by
a factor 100, and the error of the parameter I(0) at zero
thickness is multiplied by a factor 20 for visibility. The
insert in Figure 7 shows the residues for the 5-point fit
using actual errors. The sixth point for 21 PC plates is
shown for illustration. The total neutron beam inten-
sity for the measurements reported here were somewhat
higher than in the previous search [66] due to the differ-
ence in slit configurations.

A PHITS simulation was used to estimate η by using
the scattering kernel for the bound molecular state of the
scattering PC material. This simulation used the same
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FIG. 7. The extrapolation of the 5-point fit of measured in-
tensities to zero PC plate thickness. The point for the 21 PC
plates measurement is also shown in the plot for comparison.
The six measured point errors are multiplied by factor 100,
and the error I(0) by factor 20. In insert: residues for the
5-point fit with actual errors. The sixth point for 21 plates is
shown for illustration.(Color online)

FIG. 8. Residuals of a 2-parameter exponential fit of the last
six intensity calibrating points corresponding to 18-24 PC at-
tenuating plates, simulated with PHITS using room temper-
ature PC material. The increase of the slope towards zero
PC thickness demonstrates thermalization of the cold neutron
spectrum, resulting in a required correction to the intensity
measurements.(Color online)

attenuation thicknesses for each PC plate. The simulated
number of neutrons transmitted to the detector without
interaction for different PC thicknesses was fitted to ex-
trapolate to the intensity of zero PC thickness, obtaining
η = 0.6746 ± 0.0009, which is much closer to the exper-
imental value of η in (15). The disagreement with the
measured η is reasonable considering the uncertainty of
the exact chemical structure of the PC material used, and
the absence in the ENDF/B database of the scattering
kernel for polycarbonate proper, where only the kernel
for hydrogen in PMMA was available and used instead.

Due to the very long extrapolation distance from 18 PC
to 0 PC, the accuracy of the simple exponential behaviour
was checked in simulation. An effect was observed due to

FIG. 9. The sum of all 19 runs taken with the magnetic field
off and the cadmium absorber in place. The signal region of
interest is outlined in the center of the plot.

up-scattering of the cold beam on the room-temperature
material of PC plates in the PHITS simulation, by simu-
lating smaller thicknesses of PC plates in the range from
0 to 18 plates. The effect of the increase of the local
exponential slope (smaller k) is shown in Figure 8. In
the simulation, the cold spectrum of neutrons scattered
from the PC plates was transformed by scattering to a
thermal neutron spectrum, which has been previously ob-
served [79]. To account for this effect, a correction was
applied to the experimentally determined zero PC inten-
sity. The correction was taken from the PHITS simula-
tion as a ratio of the intensity hitting the detector with
zero PC attenuation, to the intensity determined by ex-
trapolating to zero thickness from the set of simulated
intensities attenuated by 18-24 PC plates. The correc-
tion factor was found as 1.254 ± 0.029. The same correc-
tion factor was applied to the experimentally measured
extrapolated to zero PC intensity in Equation 15, thus
arriving at the final value of the intensity estimate in the
experiment with relative error 2.7%:

Ifinal(0) = (3.092± 0.083)× 109counts/C (16)

The uncertainty in the rethermalization correction factor
dominates the determination of the beam intensity.

B. Search for the Effect

To search for or place a limit on the transition regener-
ation probability for n→ n′ → n, a set of runs was taken
with variable magnetic fields, with the Cd absorber in
the center of the magnet to block the primary neutron
beam, and the PC attenuators removed. The probabil-
ity of oscillations into the mirror neutron state and back
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FIG. 10. Measured neutron counts per Coulomb of proton
beam charge inside the region on interest for each run. Runs
are categorized by nominal magnetic field. (Color online)

is enhanced when the energy splitting between the two
states is minimized by the magnetic field compensating
the mass-splitting. The regeneration effect should appear
in the ROI of the detector as an excess of the neutron
counting rate over the rate of background when mag-
netic field is present. The ROI was the same as used
in the intensity determination. The summed data from
the detector with the Cd absorber in place, formed by
the combination of runs taken with no magnetic field at
0 T, is shown in Figure 9. The measured counting rate
at B = 0 T was used as a background to the measured
signal at the B = ±4.70 T and B = ±2.35 T nominal
magnetic field settings.

The SNS runs at 60 Hz, inducing a periodic back-
ground due to fast neutrons every 16666 µs. To avoid
this background, we placed a veto on events with a time
of flight between 16661 µs and 16711 µs after the pro-
ton pulse signal. Data was collected and organized into
runs with constant proton charge, such that the inte-
grated charge on the accelerator target for a given run
was 5.1 C. Temporary outages of the accelerator were
observed, resulting in longer runs and suppressed rates
during the outages. Temporary outages longer than 10 s
affected 42 % of the typically 1 hour long runs. The ac-
celerator pulses were logged in the data and associated
with proton pulse charge. Every 10 s, an accelerator
pulse is dropped for diagnostic purposes. During typical
operation, the accelerator was stable such that each pulse
deposited 23.32±0.07 µC into the target. After a tempo-
rary outage, the accelerator took some time to ramp up,
during which time the neutron intensity delivered from
the moderator is expected to be nonlinear as a function
of proton charge [80]. To mitigate this effect, accelerator
pulses where the proton charge was less than 23 µC were
removed from the analysis.

After these cuts, the neutron counts measured in
each individual run were normalized to the accumulated
charge for that run. Normalized counts inside the region
of interest for individual runs can be seen in Figure 10.
Uncertainties on the raw counts inside the region of inter-
est are assumed to follow a Poisson distribution, and the
error bars indicate one standard deviation. The individ-
ual runs were combined to provide an overall signal for
different magnetic fields, shown in Table I. From Figure
10 and Table I, one can see that background measure-
ment with field B = 0 T is consistent within error with
the measurements with positive and negative values of
magnetic field. This signifies that within measurement
errors, no n→ n′ → n is observed.

C. Limits of ∆m and θ0 parameters of theory

Determination of the limit on n → n′ → n uti-
lizes the Feldman-Cousins method for treatment of rare
events [81]. The Feldman-Cousins method selects a likeli-
hood range closest to the most likely one, and uses this to
determine the 95 % confidence limit on the regeneration
transition, ptr.. These limits were calculated assuming
Gaussian uncertainties for the signal and backgrounds.
As mentioned above, background measurements come
from the 0 T data inside the ROI.

A summary of the search for the exotic regeneration
effect at different magnetic fields is presented in Table
I. Since the neutron beam is not polarized, the positive
and negative signs of the magnetic field can be averaged
before the subtraction of the zero magnetic field back-
ground. The intensity of (3.092± 0.083)× 109 counts/C
from Equation 16 is applied to determine the probability
of the regeneration effect per initial neutron, averaged
over the spectrum of neutron beam velocities. The cor-
responding Feldman-Cousins 95% confidence level limit
is shown in Table II. To relate this measured result of the
excluded probability of transmission to the correspond-
ing parameters ∆m and θ0 of the theoretical model [26],
simulations of the neutron evolution through the experi-
mental apparatus were performed.

D. Simulations of Neutrons in Matter and
Magnetic Fields

The probability of n → n′ transmission through the
absorber can be calculated for varying ∆m and θ0 pa-
rameters [22]. The density matrix Equation 11, contain-
ing the Hamiltonian defined in Equation 4, was used to
describe the evolution of the (n, n′) system through the
60 cm path shown in Figure 4, including the magnetic
field and Cd absorber. For each initial neutron with given
velocity v, ∆m, and θ0, the evolution equation was solved
numerically utilizing a custom GPU simulation package
in the Julia programming language.



13

B Field (T ) Total Time (s) Live Time (s) ROI Counts Total Charge (C) Counts / C

+4.70 33147 32559 1987± 46 45.6 43.5± 1.0

+2.35 32726 32591 2027± 45 45.6 44.4± 1.0

0.00 81179 68853 4324± 66 96.3 44.9± 0.7

−2.35 32801 32614 2010± 45 45.6 44.1± 1.0

−4.70 39014 32612 1999± 45 45.6 43.9± 1.0

TABLE I. Combined total signal in ROI region for each magnetic field nominal setting. Uncertainties are statistical and
represent one statistical deviation.

B-Field (T) Signal (×10−10) 95 % C.L. ptr. (×10−10)

4.70 −3.9± 3.2 3.1

2.35 −2.1± 3.2 4.4

4.70 and 2.35 −3.1± 2.7 2.8

TABLE II. Limit on the n → n′ → n regeneration probability
per neutron at 95% CL with Cd absorber for two measured
magnetic field settings. The ±4.70 T and ±2.35 T datasets
use both polarities with the 0 T data taken as a background.
The combined 4.70 and 2.35 dataset uses all constant field-on
data, with the 0 T data taken as a background.

The Liouville-von Neumann equation 11 can be writ-
ten using the matrix form ρ̇ = Mρ, where within a suf-
ficiently small step dt = vdz the matrix M is constant.
The solution to the differential equation can be found
with the matrix exponential:

ρ (t) = eMtρ0 (17)

The matrix exponential is calculated by finding the Jor-
dan decomposition of the matrix M:

M = SJS−1 eMt = SeJtS−1 (18)

Since the density matrix ρ̂ of the Liouville-von Neu-
mann equation is Hermetian, equation 11 can be rewrit-
ten as:

ρ̇11
ȧ

ḃ

ρ̇22

 =
1

ℏ


−2W 0 −2ϵ 0

0 −W +U 0

ϵ −U −W −ϵ
0 0 2ϵ 0



ρ11
a

b

ρ22

 . (19)

Equation 19 uses the Hermiticity of ρ̂ to relate the off-
diagonal components of the density matrix ρ12 = a + ib
and ρ21 = a−ib. Equation 18 can then be solved numeri-
cally for individual neutron trajectories with a fixed ∆m,
θ0, and velocity v using the matrix described in Equation
19. This calculation begins with a density matrix at t = 0
in the pure neutron state:

ρ̂ =

(
ρ11 ρ12
ρ21 ρ22

)
=

(
1 0

0 0

)
. (20)

The potentials in Equation 19 come from the presence
of magnetic fields and material optical potentials. As the

magnetic field B⃗ couples to the spin of the neutron µ⃗n,
the calculation must be run for each spin ±µn state sep-
arately and subsequently averaged. Equation 20 defines
the initial phase of the oscillating (n, n′) system at the
time t = 0 of the evolution calculation. The averaging
over all initial phases is effectively provided by the av-
eraging of the probability (ρ11) of the neutron survival
over the spectrum of neutron velocities, related to the
time-of-flight spectrum in the Figure 2.
The simulation of the evolution through the variable

magnetic field accounts for both neutron polarizations in
the case of adiabatic transformation probability where
∆m > |µBmax| as well as the case of LZ transitions at
the compensation point where |∆m−µB| = 0. The mag-
netic field profile of Figure 4 was provided by the magnet
manufacturer and converted into a cubic spline for inter-
polation. To avoid sharp steps in the magnetic field pro-
file, this was extended out to a constant field of 50 µT,
accounting for the Earth’s magnetic field. The mass split-
ting ∆m must be greater than µB at the origin of the
simulation in order for Equation 20 to be valid. The
length of the neutron travel must thus be long enough to
begin in a region of low field, below 10 G. The rate of the
magnetic field falloff outside the high field region does
not significantly change the transmission probability.

Material V + iW (eV)

Cd 5.88× 10−8 + i · 8.46× 10−9

B4C 1.99× 10−7 + i · 6.10× 10−9

Air 1.20× 10−10 + i · 5.77× 10−15

TABLE III. Material optical potentials used for calculating
probability of neutron transmission through an absorber cal-
culated from [82] database.

Centered inside the magnetic field is a highly absorb-
ing, 3.5 mm thick, Cd beamstop, with upstream surface
aligned with the midpoint of the magnetic field. This
differs from the previous experiment [66] where a 32 mm
thick B4C beamstop was used. The switch to Cd avoided
a strong absorption resonance due to the large optical po-
tential of B4C (see [22], Table III and an illustration in
Figure 11) which previously limited the sensitivity be-
tween 400 and 600 neV [66]. In addition to the central
absorber, the experimental apparatus was located in air
at room temperature, which has an additional optical
potential. We simulated these materials with both real
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FIG. 11. Simulated probability of regeneration (color scale)
through 32 mm of B4C in a 4.8 T field, the configuration used
in [66], as a function of model parameters ∆m and θ0. Here,
∆m is positive. Note the rapidly changing region between
400 and 600 neV due to the Fermi potential of B4C.

and imaginary parts of the material optical potentials in
Equation 19 using values in Table III. The addition of
air instead of vacuum outside of the absorber provides a
∼ 1 % reduction in sensitivity for a given neutron trajec-
tory.

The velocity dependence was accounted for by aver-
aging across 2000 trajectories with fixed velocity, sam-
pled from the velocity profile of neutrons coming from
the SNS. This is numerically integrated with steps of
constant z = 30 µm. Neutrons were simulated along
a 2 m total path, with the magnetic field centered in the
simulation. The simulated probability for a given neu-
tron trajectory downstream of the magnet at the end of
the calculated evolution path has an oscillation behaviour
similar to that of the (n, n′) system in vacuum. For this
reason the probability of transmission was averaged over
the final 3 mm (100 steps). The step sizes and number
of trajectories were varied to ensure numerical precision
errors were avoided.

Systematic effects, such as positioning of the absorber
inside of the magnetic field and the centering of the beam,
were studied by running the simulation using an off-axis
beam and by changing the location of the Cd absorber.
Shifting the Cd absorber by ±1 mm inside the magnet
did not change the simulated probability results shown
in Figure 12. Similarly, simulation of neutron evolution
using the magnetic field 1 cm off axis did not significantly
affect the sensitivity in θ0.

The results of the simulation described above for a Cd
absorber with the two nominal magnetic fields, 4.70 T
and 2.35 T, can be seen in figure 12. The highest sen-
sitivity to n → n′ → n regeneration can be found near
the magnetic field peak. A reduced sensitivity can be
seen for higher θ0 values for smaller |∆m| and also when

the |∆m| exceeds the peak value of magnetic field. For
values of ∆m > µn · Bmax, the sensitivity of the exper-
iment is approximately a constant value. For negative
mass splittings, the sensitivity only changes by the exact
position of the probability void position. At low mass

splitting where µ⃗n · B⃗ ≫ ∆m, the frequency of oscilla-
tions becomes less dependent on the specifics of the field
profile.
The overall parameter space excluded by this experi-

ment can be found by taking the 95 % C.L. ptr. of Ta-
ble II and superimposing this on the probability map of
the n → n′ → n regeneration as function of parameters
∆m and θ0 for the respective magnetic fields. In calcu-
lating these limits, the regeneration effect was assumed
to be fully responsible for any counting rate above back-
ground in the detector. The ±4.7 T and ±2.35 T results
can be integrated with one another by finding the 95 %
C.L. of exclusion of the combined probability map. This
was done by determining a combined ρ11 weighted by the
sensitivity of the two results at every simulated point in
∆m and θ0:

ρ11,tot. =
ρ(11,4.70)/p

2
(tr.;4.70) + ρ(11;2.35)/p

2
(tr.;2.35)

1/p2(tr.;4.70) + 1/p2(tr.;2.35)
(21)

The Feldman-Cousins procedure can be used to find a
new 95 % C.L. band for the combined signal from all
magnet-on runs. The results can be seen in Figure 13.
The highest sensitivities are at the peak field strengths
of the magnet and in the region of high magnetic field
enhanced by the Landau-Zener effect.

IV. DISCUSSION

This paper has reported the results of an experiment
that provides the most stringent results found thus far
for n → n′ oscillations for the broad region 0.1 neV
≤ |∆m| < 10 neV and competitive results up to 400 neV.
Other experiments have used varied techniques in or-
der to probe different mechanisms for (n, n′) transitions.
These different experiments probe slightly different un-
derlying sources of oscillation and use different analysis
methodologies. The experiments can nevertheless be re-
cast in terms of ∆m and compared to search across a wide
parameter space. We follow a procedure synergistic with
the framework for unifying these approaches proposed
by [55]. The results from this measurement are com-
pared to other experimental searches in Figures 14 and
15. Since compensation for ∆m comes primarily from a
magnetic field, the regeneration technique presented here
is relatively insensitive to the sign of ∆m. The technique
presented here provides competitive limits on neutrons
transitioning to mirror neutrons using existing neutron
scattering instruments, requiring only a few days of ded-
icated beamtime.
The primary constraints of this experiment come from

statistics, understanding of the neutron beam intensity,



15

FIG. 12. Simulated probability of regeneration (color scale) through 3.5 mm of Cadmium in a 2.35 T (left) peak strength
magnetic field and 4.7 T (right) peak strength as a function of model [26] parameters ∆m and θ0. Area above the dotted line
is excluded at 95% CL by the sensitivity limit reported in Table II.

FIG. 13. Comparison between the exclusion limits presented
here to to the previous work [66] for positive ∆m. Note that in
the previous result, the region between 400 neV and 600 neV
was excluded due to the Fermi potential absorption resonance
in B4C.

and understanding of the backgrounds. This technique
could be extended for use at higher intensity neutron
sources, such as ORNL’s High Flux Isotope Reactor

(HFIR) or the European Spallation Source [83, 84]. A
subsequent search at a reactor source rather than a spal-
lation source would potentially have a more stable neu-
tron flux, providing improvements on the intensity de-
termination. Studies done at higher flux would also re-
quire improved understanding of the backgrounds in the
detector as well. Extending sensitivity to other energy
splittings would require higher strength magnetic fields
or better understanding of the low field range.
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FIG. 14. Limits reported in this paper, overlaid with other searches for sterile neutrons, assuming a unified framework as
proposed in [55]. Results from UCN storage at PSI have been recast from searches using searches for a nonzero B⃗′ [47].
The limit from UCNτ comes from the non-observation of anomalous losses, as calculated in [55]. UCN beam results use
disappearance in the GADGET detector [50]. The STEREO and MURMUR reactor results are also presented [31, 54].(color
online)

FIG. 15. Same limits as in previous figure but in terms of 2θ20, the probability of n → n′ transformation in vacuum. (color
online)
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nol, B. Coupé, S. Kalcheva, S. Van Dyck, and M. Sar-
razin, The European Physical Journal C 81, 17 (2021),
arXiv:2007.11335.

[55] M. Hostert, D. McKeen, M. Pospelov, and N. Raj, Phys.
Rev. D 107, 075034 (2023), arXiv:2201.02603 [hep-ph].

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.085018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.085018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.085018
http://arxiv.org/abs/1405.1718
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.201301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.201301
http://arxiv.org/abs/2107.13000
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.astropartphys.2005.10.002
http://arxiv.org/abs/0507153
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.dark.2021.100796
http://arxiv.org/abs/2010.12904
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2022)059
http://arxiv.org/abs/2112.05766
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.081801
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.081801
http://arxiv.org/abs/0507031
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.075013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.075013
http://arxiv.org/abs/1501.06468
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201833910
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201833910
http://dx.doi.org/10.1070/PU1991v034n05ABEH002497
http://arxiv.org/abs/2010.02299
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-6471/abf429
http://arxiv.org/abs/2006.04907
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-08824-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-08824-9
http://arxiv.org/abs/2002.05609
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/sym14020230
http://arxiv.org/abs/2111.01791
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-009-1165-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-009-1165-1
http://arxiv.org/abs/0804.2088
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/physics1020021
http://arxiv.org/abs/1812.11141
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.68.023518
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.68.023518
http://arxiv.org/abs/0304260
http://arxiv.org/abs/0304260
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-6995-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-6995-x
http://arxiv.org/abs/1807.07906
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspa.1932.0165
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.35.4014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.35.4014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.061801
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.061801
http://arxiv.org/abs/2111.01519
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.123021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.123021
http://arxiv.org/abs/1901.07077
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.061805
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.061805
http://arxiv.org/abs/2105.09951
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.061103
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.191801
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.191801
http://arxiv.org/abs/1801.01124
http://dx.doi.org/10.31526/lhep.1.2019.118
http://arxiv.org/abs/1812.11089
http://arxiv.org/abs/1812.11089
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2004.11.013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2004.11.013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2015.04.021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.97.055503
http://arxiv.org/abs/1712.05663
https://publications.anl.gov/anlpubs/2015/11/122482.pdf
https://publications.anl.gov/anlpubs/2015/11/122482.pdf
https://publications.anl.gov/anlpubs/2015/11/122482.pdf
https://publications.anl.gov/anlpubs/2015/11/122482.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2006.06.005
http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-ex/0601017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2009.07.041
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2009.07.041
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2009.07.041
http://arxiv.org/abs/0809.4902
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-012-1974-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-012-1974-5
http://arxiv.org/abs/1203.1035
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-6189-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-6189-y
http://arxiv.org/abs/1712.05761
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135993
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135993
http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.11046
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.80.032003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.80.032003
http://arxiv.org/abs/0905.4208
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/sym14030503
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/sym14030503
http://arxiv.org/abs/2111.02794
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/sym14030487
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/sym14030487
http://arxiv.org/abs/2201.04191
http://arxiv.org/abs/2206.08721
http://arxiv.org/abs/2206.08721
http://arxiv.org/abs/2206.08721
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.131.191801
http://arxiv.org/abs/2303.10507
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.035039
http://arxiv.org/abs/1703.06735
http://inpa-old.lbl.gov/blnv2/files/Saturday/Session13/Schmidt.pdf
http://inpa-old.lbl.gov/blnv2/files/Saturday/Session13/Schmidt.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00107514.2011.563516
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00107514.2011.563516
http://arxiv.org/abs/1011.3741
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-08829-y
http://arxiv.org/abs/2007.11335
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.075034
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.075034
http://arxiv.org/abs/2201.02603


18

[56] A. Pichlmaier, V. Varlamov, K. Schreckenbach, and
P. Geltenbort, Physics Letters B 693, 221 (2010).

[57] A. Steyerl, J. M. Pendlebury, C. Kaufman, S. S. Malik,
and A. M. Desai, Physical Review C - Nuclear Physics
85, 1 (2012).

[58] V. F. Ezhov, A. Z. Andreev, G. Ban, B. A. Bazarov,
P. Geltenbort, A. G. Glushkov, V. A. Knyazkov,
N. A. Kovrizhnykh, G. B. Krygin, O. Naviliat-Cuncic,
and V. L. Ryabov, JETP Letters 107, 671 (2018),
arXiv:1412.7434.

[59] R. W. Pattie et al. (UCNτ), Science 360, 627 (2018),
arXiv:1707.01817.

[60] F. Gonzalez et al. (UCNτ), Physical Review Letters 127,
162501 (2021), arXiv:2106.10375.

[61] J. S. Nico, M. S. Dewey, D. M. Gilliam, F. Wietfeldt,
X. Fei, W. M. Snow, G. L. Greene, J. Pauwels, R. Eykens,
A. Lamberty, et al., Physical Review C - Nuclear Physics
71, 55502 (2005), arXiv:0411041 [nucl-ex].

[62] A. T. Yue, M. S. Dewey, D. M. Gilliam, G. L. Greene,
A. B. Laptev, J. S. Nico, W. M. Snow, and F. Wi-
etfeldt, Physical Review Letters 111, 222501 (2013),
arXiv:1309.2623.

[63] N. Sumi, K. Hirota, G. Ichikawa, T. Ino, Y. Iwashita,
S. Kajiwara, Y. Kato, M. Kitaguchi, K. Mishima,
K. Morikawa, et al., in Proceedings of the 3rd J-PARC
Symposium (J-PARC2019) (Journal of the Physical So-
ciety of Japan, 2021) arXiv:2102.09758.

[64] L. J. Broussard, K. M. Bailey, W. B. Bailey, J. Bar-
row, B. Chance, C. B. Crawford, L. Crow, L. Debeer-
Schmitt, N. Fomin, M. Frost, et al., in Proceedings of
the 2017 Meeting of the APS Division of Particles and
Fields, DPF 2017 (2017) arXiv:1710.00767.

[65] L. Broussard, K. Bailey, W. Bailey, J. Barrow, K. Berry,
A. Blose, C. Crawford, L. Debeer-Schmitt, M. Frost,
A. Galindo-Uribarri, et al., EPJ Web of Conferences 219,
07002 (2019).

[66] L. J. Broussard, J. L. Barrow, L. DeBeer-Schmitt,
T. Dennis, M. R. Fitzsimmons, M. J. Frost, C. E.
Gilbert, F. M. Gonzalez, L. Heilbronn, E. B. Iverson,
et al., Physical Review Letters 128 (2022), 10.1103/phys-
revlett.128.212503, arXiv:2111.05543.

[67] S. Henderson et al., Nuclear Instruments and Methods in
Physics Research Section A: Accelerators, Spectrometers,
Detectors and Associated Equipment 763, 610 (2014).

[68] J. Haines, T. McManamy, T. Gabriel, R. Battle, K. Chip-
ley, J. Crabtree, L. Jacobs, D. Lousteau, M. Rennich,
and B. Riemer, Nuclear Instruments and Methods in
Physics Research Section A: Accelerators, Spectrometers,
Detectors and Associated Equipment 764, 94 (2014).

[69] W. Blokland, G. Armstrong, C. Deibele, J. Pogge, and
V. Gaidash, AIP Conf. Proc. 868, 238 (2006).

[70] H. Ambaye, R. Goyette, A. Parizzi, and
F. Klose, Neutron News 19, 11 (2008),
https://doi.org/10.1080/10448630802210537.

[71] V. Lauter, H. Ambaye, R. Goyette, W.-T. Hal Lee,
and A. Parizzi, Physica B: Condensed Matter 404, 2543
(2009).

[72] W. Lu, P. Ferguson, E. Iverson, F. Gallmeier, and
I. Popova, Journal of Nuclear Materials 377, 268 (2008),
spallation Materials Technology.

[73] V. Radeka, N. Schaknowski, G. Smith, and B. Yu, Nu-
clear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research Sec-
tion A: Accelerators, Spectrometers, Detectors and As-
sociated Equipment 419, 642 (1998).

[74] S. Stort, “5 tesla split-pair superconducting magnet sys-
tem,” (2017).

[75] T. Sato et al., J. Nucl. Sci. Tech. 55, 684 (2018).
[76] D. A. Brown et al., Nucl. Data Sheets 148, 1 (2018).
[77] “JENDL-5 ACE library (neutron induced) Release Date:

2022/12/9,” .
[78] “NumPy reference: numpy.random.multivariate normal,”

.
[79] C. Do, W. T. Heller, C. Stanley, F. X. Gallmeier,

M. Doucet, and G. S. Smith, Nuclear Instruments
and Methods in Physics Research Section A: Acceler-
ators, Spectrometers, Detectors and Associated Equip-
ment 737, 42 (2014).
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