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‘We present a method to shape a neutron beam and project any specified target image using a single
universal patterned mask that is transversely displaced. The method relies on “ghost projection”,
which is a reversed form of classical ghost imaging. A set of sub-mask regions that combine to
construct the required beam shape is computed; illumination of each region with the determined
exposure time projects the shaped beam. We demonstrate this method experimentally, using the
Dingo neutron imaging beamline at the OPAL nuclear research reactor (Australia). The ability
to shape a neutron beam “on demand” allows selective dose delivery away from sensitive areas of
samples, such as in cultural heritage artifacts. It also benefits irradiation techniques, e.g., in testing
resilience of electronic components for space and defense technologies or neutron therapies.

Introduction—Controlled illumination and dose deliv-
ery of ionising radiation is at the core of a number of
day-to-day techniques and technologies used in medi-
cal physics (imaging [I 2] and radiotherapy [3]), elec-
tronics production (semiconductor material doping [4]),
and testing or inspection of devices and materials critical
to everyday life (medical devices [5], homeland security
[6, [7], space and defense industries [8, @], etc.). The bulk
of these technologies utilize x rays, 7y rays, and charged
particles due to their strong electromagnetic interaction
with matter, and electromagnetic fields enabling precise
control of their incident direction and dose deposition
within objects and materials. However, until now, this
has not been the case for neutron sources, which has
led to a number of limitations of their applications in
the same manner. The ability to arbitrarily shape neu-
tron beams would enable accurate illumination of pat-
terns onto sample surfaces and volumetrically tunable
autoradiography, (i.e., selective dose delivery away from
sensitive areas). This new functionality could be immedi-
ately leveraged to (i) improve our understanding of how
neutrons kill cells in charged particle and neutron capture
radiotherapy, (ii) image and probe the internal structure
of one-of-a-kind cultural heritage artifacts whilst mini-
mizing radiation damage, and (iii) enable new methods
for assessing the reliability and robustness of advanced
materials and electronic components relevant to space
and defense industries.

Neutron interaction with matter is weak and classic op-

tics (e.g., mirrors [I0] and lenses [111 [12]) are ineffective
for spatiotemporal modulation of illumination. Neutron
beam shaping is therefore difficult and no neutron-optics
equivalent of a visible-light data projector [I3] or spatial
light modulator (SLM) [I4] exists. Currently a dedicated
stencil (or mask) must be produced per beam shape re-
quired [I5]. A similar problem exists for x rays, however
we note that a major recent advance was reported in the
experimental achievement of an x-ray SLM [16].

In a conceptually quite different way, arbitrary beam
shaping can be achieved using transverse displacements
of a single universal patterned mask. This concept was
introduced by Paganin [I7] and further developed by
Ceddia et al. [I8, [19]. The method became known as
ghost projection (GP), and is the reverse process of clas-
sical ghost imaging (GI) [20H23]. Ceddia et al. achieved
the first experimental demonstration of ghost projection
with x-ray synchrotron radiation in 2023 [24], using a set
of random masks with patterns designed in Ref. [25] and
fabricated as described in Ref. [26].

Patterned-illumination computational neutron imag-
ing techniques such as ghost imaging [27] and single-pixel
camera imaging [28] have been successfully achieved.
These realizations both provide the hardware (patterned
mask and manipulation stages) and suggest ghost projec-
tion is applicable to neutrons. In this Letter we demon-
strate the ability to arbitrarily shape a neutron beam us-
ing just a single (or universal) randomly patterned mask.
To perform GP, we image a mask sub-region through
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FIG. 1. Schematic for neutron beam shaping by ghost pro-
jection. By moving the universal random mask to a number
of specified transverse locations, any time-integrated spatial
distribution of exposure can be created over the illumination
plane (up to a spatial resolution dictated by the minimum fea-
ture size created by the mask, and an additive “pedestal”).

thousands of transverse mask displacements, then given
this set of basis images and a specified target image, we
determine the set of mask positions and associated expo-
sure times that combine to produce the target image.

Theory—The ghost-projection concept [I7HI9] may be
applied to neutrons via the schematic in Fig. [l Here we
see an emitter, e.g. a nuclear-reactor [I0] or spallation
[29] source, releasing a stream of neutrons that is colli-
mated into a beam which then passes through a single
spatially-random mask. The transverse location of this
mask may be precisely and reproducibly scanned in two
directions, (z,y), that are both transverse to the beam
axis, z. Significant flexibility in the choice of random
patterns is possible, with the key requirement being that
the mask should create a set of K different random inten-
sity maps, { My (x,y)}, over the illumination plane, where
k=1,2,3,---, K; these intensity maps should be suffi-
ciently finely detailed, such that the spatial resolution, £,
of the target ghost-projection image, I, is no smaller than
the finest level of detail that is present in {My(x,y)} to
a non-negligible degree. For a target image with finite
area A, there will be approximately A" = A/¢? indepen-
dent resolution elements (“pixels”). If K is taken to be
sufficiently large relative to N, then the set {M(z,y)}
is an overcomplete [30] nonorthogonal basis in the sense
that the target image may be expressed as a linear combi-
nation of random patterns drawn from {My(z,y)}, with
nonnegative weights proportional to the exposure time
for each pattern. The finite-resolution target image, I,
will be synthesized up to an additive background termed
a “pedestal”’. Crucially, the overcomplete nature of the
random-pattern basis implies that most of the assigned
weights can be set to zero; the larger K is chosen to
be (relative to A), the larger the fraction of the basis
that may be discarded for the purposes of creating a sin-
gle specified target pattern of time-integrated exposure.
In this scenario, the ghost-projection process becomes
more efficient since the total number of nonzero weights
is a nonincreasing function of increasing K. A different
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FIG. 2. A depiction of the ghost projection principle, con-
structing a desired image (plus a pedestal) from the non-
negative weighted sum of K patterned illuminations.

subset of the random-pattern basis may, and in general
should, be chosen for each target ghost-projection image.

Given our set of K basis illumination patterns pro-
vided by the mask subject to various transverse displace-
ments, these patterns are vectorized and collated into a
matrix, M. For ghost projection we require a vector of
K non-negative weights, w, that produce a vectorized
target image, I, as follows:

Mw = 1. (1)

Here, as mentioned earlier, the weights represent illu-
mination exposure times and nonnegative exposures are
required to be physically realizable. A practical depic-
tion of this mathematical description is given in Fig.
Several approaches have been proposed to determine the
weights, w, as correlation values, correlation filtration,
through nonnegative least squares optimization, or L1-
norm minimization with nonnegative regularization (see
e.g., [I7,[18]). Here we used the nonnegative least squares
(NNLS) optimizer from the scipy python package to
solve for the weights

arg min||Mw — I||, subject to wy, >0V k € [1,K]. (2)

The nonnegative weights, w, are rescaled to per-mask
exposure times according to the application required. For
additional mathematical development, see Refs. [I7HI9].
To demonstrate the principle here, without considering
any constant offset dose (or pedestal), we improved the
conditioning of the linear-algebra problem by mean cor-
recting the illumination patterns and target image. This
causes the basis patterns to become closer to orthogonal
[B1]. In cases where dose is a significant consideration
and the pedestal should be minimized, no mean correc-
tion should be applied (and perhaps the desired pedestal
value should be added to the target image).
Method—The experiments were performed using the
open-pool reactor-based neutron source on the Dingo
neutron imaging beamline at the Australian Centre for
Neutron Scattering (ACNS) [32, B3]. A polyenergetic
neutron beam was employed. Epithermal neutrons were
removed by a 90mm x 90mm x 30mm sapphire filter com-
posed of several superoptical quality crystals with the
[001] axis parallel to the incoming beam; the result-
ing thermal neutron spectrum had a maximum inten-
sity at wavelength 1.5A. The detector was positioned
L = 9.8m from a diameter d = 19.8mm pin-hole at



FIG. 3. (a) Normalized neutron radiograph of the Gd mask
designed and fabricated for ghost imaging. Each fractal mask
has dimensions of 10mm X 10mm. (b) The large fractal-mask
used to create illumination patterns for ghost projection.

the neutron source, giving a beam divergence [34] of
© =d/L =1/495. A two-section 4.5m-long flight tube
filled with He at ambient pressure (1 bar) was used to
reduce neutron scatter from air. In this high-intensity
configuration, the average neutron radiation flux was
4.7 x 10"n.cm~2s71 [35].

Figure a) depicts the four masks that we designed
and fabricated for ghost imaging and ghost projection
experiments. These images were acquired as 10 accumu-
lations each with 12s exposure time and a 30pm thick
gadolinium oxysulfide (Gd202S) scintillation screen im-
aged with a 32um pixel size. The top-left mask in
Fig. a) is a random binary mask with uncorrelated pixel
values, while the other three are statistically-fractal ran-
dom binary masks with three different degrees of frac-
tality. We refer to these as small, medium, and large
fractal masks based on their feature sizes that are de-
termined by the critical exponent governing the power-
law decay, o = —0.5,—0.75 and —1, with regularization
B = 0.25 um~! for all masks. The mathematical descrip-
tion of these fractal masks can be found in Refs. [24] [25].
Only the large fractal mask, shown in Fig. b), was
used for our neutron ghost projection experiments. The
size and the resolution of each mask are 10mm x 10mm
and 10um respectively. The fabrication process was per-
formed at Paul Scherrer Institute (PSI) by lasering the
patterns into a 5um Gd layer, which was coated on a
glass substrate.

A mask manipulator stage was designed and con-
structed at the Australian Nuclear Science and Tech-
nology Organisation (ANSTO). It consists of two high-
precision translation stages to manipulate the mask
transverse to the neutron beam direction (zfine and yfine)
and a coarse stage, zghost, to bring the whole assembly
into and out of the neutron beam. zghost is a simple belt
drive with a rotary absolute encoder employed on the
belt drive shaft. zfine and yfine have a +30 mm trans-
lation range, driven by a lead screw and stepper motor
with 40 nm steps. They are encoded by linear absolute
encoders supplied by Fagor. The encoders have a range

FIG. 4. Experimental setup for arbitrary-profile neutron
beam shaping via a universal ghost-projection mask.

of up to 70mm, are compatible with the standard Galil
controllers used at ANSTO, and give the transverse mask
position in the (z,y)-plane with nanometer precision.

A photograph of the experimental setup is shown in
Fig. @ The Gd mask was mounted on an aluminum
arm and positioned as close as possible to the scintillator
to minimize pattern degradation from beam divergence.
The mask was moved in the x and y directions (perpen-
dicular to the beam direction z), and the radiographs of
the mask at different transverse locations were collected
at the scintillator.

The detector consisted of a °LiF/ZnS:Cu scintilla-
tion screen of thickness 50pum, a mirror, and a ZWO
ASI2600MC PRO camera, with a back-illuminated 16-
bit CMOS sensor, that was placed out of the neutron
beam. The CMOS camera has a 4176 x 6248 pixel array
with an effective pixel size of 15.6pm.

The mask was scanned with a 2mm x 2mm field of
view over a 50X 50 grid of positions. The spacing between
rows and columns of positions was 160um to span the
entire 10mm x 10mm large fractal mask (see Fig. [3|(b)).
At each position a 15s exposure radiograph was recorded
in high-intensity mode to increase signal-to-noise ratio.
Five open-beam and dark images were also recorded to
normalize the basis set of images and remove the effects
of dark current, beam profile, and scintillator structure
variations.

As shown in Fig. [5] six target images were designed
to demonstrate beam shaping. They included simple
squares of increased or decreased intensity relative to the
background, and some more complex shapes.

Given the patterned-illumination basis set and the tar-
get images, the scipy NNLS optimizer was employed to
solve for the weights. These weights were rescaled to have
a maximum of 10 and then rounded to integer values. We
set a minimum exposure time (15s in this case, as used for
the mask scanning) and the integer weight specifies the
number of exposures to accumulate for a given mask po-
sition. A list of mask positions was produced to generate
the target image; a mask position requiring N exposures
was simply listed N consecutive times.



FIG. 5. The target images designed to demonstrate arbitrary-
profile neutron beam shaping. Each image has physical di-
mensions 2mm X 2mm represented as 68 X 68 pixels.

Results—Of the 2500 mask positions utilized, 2307 ba-
sis patterns were recorded in total, (images 211-403 were
lost in data transfer). This set of patterns was used to
generate the target images. This process and some ex-
ample basis images are presented in Fig.

The six target images each required around 210 mask
positions (the remaining mask positions had zero weight).
This was reduced to around 170 positions once the
weights were modified to be integers in [0,10] since mask
positions with optimized weights < 0.5 were truncated.
Multiple exposures were achieved by repeating the mask
positions listed and the resulting number of listed posi-
tions for each target image was approximately 500.

As an example, the target image in Fig. (b) required
427 mask positions. The process of constructing the pro-
jection after accumulating every sixth of the stage po-
sitions, i.e., every 71.16 mask positions, is presented in
Fig. [6l The six projected neutron beam shapes corre-
sponding to the target images in Fig. [5| are presented in
Fig. [l A histogram of the transmission levels in each
projected image is given in Fig. [§|

Discussion—While a highly overcomplete [30]
nonorthogonal basis is in general less efficient than a
complete orthogonal basis for the purposes of synthe-
sizing an arbitrary function [36 [B7], for synthesizing
any one particular function (namely the desired ghost
projection), one can judiciously discard most members
of the overcomplete set (in a manner that depends
on the desired ghost projection) to obtain an efficient
scheme that has fewer nonzero weighting coefficients
than would be the case for a complete orthogonal
basis [18] 19, 24] [38]. In this context, observe that the
overcomplete nature of the basis-pattern set implies
the vector, w, of nonnegative weighting coefficients is
highly non-unique, with the degree of nonuniqueness
becoming progressively larger as the number of candi-

date basis patterns K becomes arbitrarily large. This
nonuniqueness is an advantage because one may choose
a particular weighting vector, w, using the criterion
of sparseness, namely the demand that the number of
nonzero elements of w be minimized. In this sense, our
use of an overcomplete random-pattern basis can be
viewed as a reversed form of compressed sensing [39-41],
as it uses compressive-sensing concepts for the purpose
of image synthesis via ghost projection, rather than
image measurement and decomposition [I8], [19] 24] [38].
Rather unusually, image compression occurs prior to
image formation, via the choice of a different sparse-basis
subset of the overcomplete basis for the purposes of
creating each particular ghost projection.

Conclusion—The ghost-projection approach to neu-
tron beam shaping reported in this Letter enables an
arbitrary time-integrated intensity distribution to be cre-
ated over any imaging surface. The method differs from
conventional strategies that seek to achieve arbitrary-
profile matter-wave beam shaping, in the sense that
single-shot matter-wave beam-shaping with a dynamically
configurable mask is replaced by multi-shot beam-shaping
using a single random mask which is displaced to a num-
ber of transverse positions during the exposure process.
Since random patterns are thereby added to make any
desired pattern, the method can be thought of as “build-
ing signals out of noise”.

Outlook—Some future research avenues are as follows:

(i) The ghost-projection principle is applicable to a va-
riety of matter-wave and radiation fields. This may be
of particular interest in contexts where no on-demand
beam-shaping methods exist that have an appreciable
degree of spatial resolution. For example, our ghost-
projection beam-shaping method could be applied to cold
atom beams [42, [43], with masks generated by atom
refraction through the ponderomotive potential [44H46]
produced by an ensemble of highly-structured laser-field
light sheets.

(ii) A continuous-exposure GP scheme is possible,
whereby a single random mask is transversely displaced
in a continuous manner, such that the integral over time
t—of the resulting time-dependent intensity distribution
I(x,y,t) over the target image plane—generates a de-
sired ghost projection [I7]. Thus, each ghost projection
may be encoded in a given mask-displacement trajectory
(Axz(t), Ay(t)). This enables space-time matter-wave
shaping, namely beam shaping in (2 4 1)-dimensions, if
one suitably coarse grains (averages) over the time vari-
able (by the time scale T used to form each frame of the
“chost projection movie”).

(iii) While we have restricted consideration to random-
fractal [47] speckled masks, the ghost-projection method
is more general, with the only requirement being re-
producibly able to make a large set of different highly-
structured patterns over the area of the ghost-projection
field of view. For example, the ghost-projection con-



FIG. 6. The process of constructing the projection of the second target image (Fig. [5[b)) after summing over (a) 71, (b) 142,
(c) 213, (d) 284, (e) 355, and (f) 427 of the 427 stage positions listed. Each image has physical dimensions 2mm X 2mm
represented as 68 x 68 pixels. A corresponding video is given in the Supplementary Material.

(2) (b)

FIG. 7. Images constructed by universal-mask ghost projec-
tion with 10 grey levels. Each image corresponds to that of
the target images in Fig. [f] with physical dimensions 2mm x
2mm represented as 68 x 68 pixels. Corresponding videos, for
each panel, are given in the Supplementary Material.
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FIG. 8. Histogram of ghost projection images in Fig. [7
twoSquares is the large and small white square on a black
background (Fig. Eka)), twoSquaresNeg is the negative of this
(Fig. [7[d)), twoUpTwoDouwn is the two white and two black
squares on a grey backgound (Fig.[7(b)), twoUp TwoDownNeg
is the negative of this (Fig. m(e)), dingoPaw is the white dingo
paw print (Fig.[7[c)), and dingoSil is the silhouette of a dingo
(Fig. [(f)).

cept may also be used for an ensemble of diffraction
catastrophes [48] produced in the focal plane of a highly
aberrated coherently-illuminated lens [38]. In turn,
such a focused-beam approach enables miniaturization
to be built into the ghost-projection scheme, e.g. in the
electron-microscopy or hard-x-ray domains.

(iv) A spectral version of the method is also possi-
ble, whereby an ensemble of polyenergetic speckle fields
may be used to create a GP movie where a desired en-
ergy spectrum is created in each GP frame. While this
“color ghost projection” concept has been demonstrated
in principle via theory and simulation [I8], it has yet to
be achieved in experiment.

(v) Ghost projection onto curved rather than planar
surfaces is conceptually straightforward [19].

(vi) The number K of candidate random-mask pat-
terns can be made exponentially larger, via two or more
random masks in series, with each mask on an indepen-
dent transverse translation stage [I8], [19]. If masks and
source are sufficiently well characterized, each possible
mask pattern may be calculated rather than measured.
This enables the number of nonzero weights in w to be
reduced still further, compared to single-mask schemes.
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