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Abstract. Portable electronic neutron generators (ENGs) may be used to interrogate suspicious items to detect, 
characterize, and quantify the presence of fissionable material based upon the measurement of prompt and/or 
delayed emissions of neutrons and/or photons resulting from fission. The small size (<0.2 m3), light weight (<12 
kg), and low power consumption (<50 W) of modern ENGs makes them ideally suited for use in field situations, 
incorporated into systems carried by 2-3 individuals under rugged conditions. At Idaho National Laboratory we 
are investigating techniques and portable equipment for performing active neutron interrogation of moderate 
sized objects less than ~2-4 m3 to detect shielded fissionable material. Our research in this area relies upon the 
use of pulsed deuterium-tritium ENGs and the measurement of die-away prompt fission neutrons and other 
neutron signatures in-between neutron pulses from the ENG and after the ENG is turned off.  
 
1. Introduction 
 
The detection of shielded highly enriched uranium (HEU) and Pu inside objects or in difficult-to-
reach locations is a technical challenge that has a limited, and generally unsatisfactory, set of 
solutions. Passive techniques for detecting shielded special nuclear material (SNM) rely on the 
detection of radiation emitted from the SNM, and on the detection of indirect radiation generated in 
the vicinity of the SNM, such as prompt gamma rays generated from thermal neutron capture. With 
HEU the characteristic decay gamma ray at 0.186 MeV may be used for detection if there is 
minimal shielding but for most cases with shielding this signature is either absent or obscured by 
shielding. HEU which has spent time in nuclear reactor environments is typically isotopically 
contaminated with 232U; the decay of 232U generates 2.614 MeV gamma rays which are 
straightforward to detect even through moderate amounts of shielding. However, pure HEU derived 
directly from isotopic enrichment does not contain this impurity and remains easy to shield and 
difficult to detect using passive photon measurements. Neutron emissions from HEU are also low in 
intensity, and are straightforward to shield to reach background levels that make detection difficult 
within reasonable time periods (minutes).[1] 
 
Plutonium generally possesses a significant spontaneous neutron emission signature (~5.6 × 104 
n/s/kg) and is often accompanied by an easily measureable yield of 2.22 MeV photons resulting 
from neutron capture in surrounding hydrogenous materials. Plutonium samples also present higher 
energy photons with energies >3 MeV due to the decay of spontaneous fission products. However, 
for plutonium both of these signatures may be masked within shipments of standard, legitimate 
commercial neutron source instruments including 252Cf sources used in bulk material analyzers, 
PuBe and AmBe radioisotope well-logging sources, and hand-held industrial moisture gauges.[2] 
Systems for detecting and verifying shielded SNM, beyond straightforward radiographic 
measurements of material density anomalies, must incorporate active interrogation probe radiation 
sources to generate unique fission signatures that can be measured outside of a shield.[3] 
 
Active interrogation techniques using external radiation sources to interrogate objects to detect, 
identify, and characterize SNM have been reported in the literature for many different applications 
ranging from the subsurface detection of uranium in mining exploration, to assaying fissile material 
in waste drums, to assaying plutonium content in spent nuclear fuel, to detecting shielded SNM 
hidden in cargo.[4-20] The most commonly used approach is to measure the net intensity of 
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neutrons produced in between pulses of the interrogating radiation source. The value of measuring 
the net intensity of delayed gamma rays has been shown by the Lawrence Livermore National 
Laboratory (LLNL) Nuclear Car Wash group and is currently under evaluation by industrial teams 
working in the field.[16] Measurements of prompt signatures of fission resulting from active 
interrogation, including neutron multiplicity, have been described by researchers at Oak Ridge 
National Laboratory (ORNL) and Idaho National Laboratory and are the subject of ongoing 
research.[21-23] In terms of quantifiable results, the Nuclear Car Wash team has shown that, using 
a very intense neutron source and large liquid scintillator detection panels, a 5 kg 235U sample 
hidden with shields of steel or wood in cargo containers can be detected in less than 30 seconds, 
based upon "after irradiation" data collection. Moss et al. have shown that kg quantities of HEU 
within very light shielding may be easily detected by measuring neutrons in-between pulses of an 
electronic neutron generator (ENG) in just a few seconds.[11] 
 
At Idaho National Laboratory research is underway to investigate practical approaches for using 
active neutron interrogation to detect shielded fissionable material as a field-portable technique.[21-
26] This work has included simulation and modeling studies to evaluate fission response signatures 
from different shield configurations, benchmark experiments to validate our modeling efforts, and 
exploratory studies to investigate different data collection techniques to identify shielded SNM. 
 
2. Signatures and Characteristics 
 
Nuclear emissions arising from induced fission are generally categorized as 'prompt' or 'delayed' but 
specific definitions for these two time regimes vary among researchers, depending upon the 
particular circumstances of their work. In the strictest sense prompt emissions would be considered 
those that occur during the actual separation, or scission, of a fissioning nucleus, prior to the distinct 
formation of fission products; a process which happens on the order of 10-14 seconds. [27,28] 
Delayed emissions would therefore be those originating from the subsequent decay of fission 
product nuclei. These definitions rely on the physical process of fission, regardless of the 
performance characteristics of detectors or radiation sources used to induce fission. With this 
understanding it is clear that prompt emissions could occur at any time following the turn-on of an 
external radiation field, even after the end of an external radiation pulse or burst if fission can still 
occur after the irradiation, for example, if neutrons are still present in an assembly. Similarly, 
following the onset of fission in a material delayed emissions begin almost immediately, even while 
new fission are occurring, while an external radiation source may be interrogating a material and 
after the end of a radiation burst or pulse. This is important because the characteristics of the prompt 
and delayed nuclear fission signatures are different, as shown in Table I. In particular it is worth 
noting the much higher intensity of the prompt emissions in contrast with the delayed emissions; 
noting the difference in energy between the prompt neutron emission and the delayed neutron 
emissions, and noting the difference in intensity between the delayed neutrons and the delayed 
photons.  
 
Somewhat broader definitions for prompt and delayed emissions are occasionally defined, however. 
In some cases the time resolution of a particular detector used to monitor the fission process, 
ranging from durations of a few nanoseconds to several tens of microseconds, is used to bound the 
definition of prompt.[27] In other cases researchers choose to define prompt emissions in relation to 
the timing structure of their irradiation source, calling all emission generated while the source is on 
as prompt.[29,30] Sometimes this form of definition is extended to include an arbitrary period of 
time following the end of an irradiation pulse to also be prompt.[29] Often researchers write that 
they are measuring 'delayed' neutrons or gamma rays in a generic sense, applying the label to any 
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measurements acquired in-between pulses of a probing radiation, or to measurements acquired after 
the end of an irradiation.[11,16,20,31-34] 
 

TABLE I  NEUTRON INDUCED FISSION SIGNATURES1 [27,35,36] 
Parameter 235U 238U 239Pu 

 σ 
Fission cross-

section barns 
2734 (thermal) 
1.287 (2 MeV) 

2.0839 (14.1 MeV) 

0.534 (2 MeV) 
1.1516 (14.1 MeV) 

3204 (thermal) 
1.975 (2 MeV) 

2.4094 (14.1 MeV) 

promptn,ν  
Average prompt 

neutron 
yield 

(multiplicity)2  

prompt 
neutrons

per 
fission 

2.43 (thermal) 
2.57 (fission spec.)

4.6 (~14 MeV) 

2.79 (fission spec.)
4.5 (~ 14 MeV) 

2.87 (thermal) 
3.09 (fission spec.)

4.9 (~ 14 MeV) 

promptn,E  
Average prompt 

neutron 
energy3 

MeV 1.935 (thermal) 
2.03 (14 MeV)4 1.99 (14 MeV)4 2.010 (thermal) 

2.19 (14 MeV)4 

promptγ,ν  
Average prompt 

photon 
yield 

prompt 
photons

per 
fission 

6.60 ± 0.2 (thermal)5 7 – 8 7.06 ± 0.2 (thermal)5

Pr
om

pt
 E

m
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on
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promptγ,E  
Average prompt 

photon 
energy6 

MeV 0.97 ± 0.04 
(thermal)5 ~ 1 0.95 ± 0.04 

(thermal)5 

delayedn,ν  
Average 

delayed neutron 
yield2 

delayed 
neutrons

per 
fission 

0.0158 (thermal) 
0.0165 (1.45 MeV) 0.0412 (3.01 MeV) 0.0061 (thermal) 

0.0063 (1.58 MeV) 

delayedn,E  
Average 

delayed neutron 
energy 

MeV 0.43 0.49 0.40 

delayedγ,ν  
Average 

delayed photon 
yield7 

delayed 
photons

per 
fission 

0.613 short period 
3.31 long period 

1.42 short period 
5.50 long period 

0.608 short period 
3.26 long period 
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D
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delayedγ,E  
Average 

delayed photon 
energy8 

MeV 0.96 0.92 0.98 

  
A schematic representation of a typical pulsed active interrogation irradiation sequence showing this 
convention for labelling the prompt and delayed signatures is shown Figure 1. Also shown in this 
figure is the general shape of a die-away signature. Die-away signatures originate as the neutron 
population within an assembly being interrogated decays over time following each interrogating 
radiation pulse; new thermal-neutron-induced fission events continue to take place at a smoothly 
decreasing rate after the end of each pulse as thermal neutrons are absorbed within the assembly and 

 
1 Values followed by parenthesis indicate quantities associated with fission induced by neutrons with an energy 
or energy-spectrum spectrum shown in the parenthesis. 
2 Neutron yields vary depending upon the energy of the neutron that induces fission. 
3 An increase of ~ 4% is expected for these average fission neutron energies in going from thermal-neutron-
induced fission to fission-spectrum-induced fission (where the average neutron inducing fission is ~ 2 MeV). 
4 From Reference [35]. 
5 From Reference [36]. 
6 Less than 2% of prompt fission photons have energies greater than 2 MeV. 
7 Delayed photon yields determined for short (0.2 < t < 0.5 sec) and long (0.2 < t < 45 sec) counting periods. 
8 Delayed photon energies are averaged over a 0.2 < t < 45 sec time period. Less than 1.8 % of delayed fission 
photons are > 2.3 MeV in this time period. 
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leak out of the assembly. Die-away measurements are frequently used as the basis for studies of 
how to develop instruments to detect shielded special nuclear material.[5,9,12-15,24,26] 
Measurement approaches based upon the detection of die-away signatures alone can be 
problematic, however, due to possible complications arising from the presence of neutron absorbers 
in the test assembly being interrogated.[9] 
 

 
Figure 1 Representative active interrogation timing sequence. The dotted line (red) indicates the 
measured values that would be observed using a gamma-ray or neutron detector near an SNM-
bearing assembly being irradiated. 
 
Following the nomenclature of the prompt and delayed signature labels shown in Figure 1 many 
researchers have written of measurements that detect "prompt" emissions or "delayed" emissions, 
according to the timing structure of their detection apparatus. Unfortunately, in some cases though 
these general terms do not correctly reflect the signatures actually being measured. To understand 
this difference it is useful to consider traditional nuclear reactor physics concepts for subcritical 
reactors, including the effective multiplication factor keff and the subcritical multiplication, M.[37] 
The effective multiplication factor is a ratio indicating the average fraction of new neutrons that will 
be produced within a multiplying nuclear assembly (accounting for absorption, capture, and fission) 
following the introduction of an initial neutron into the assembly, such as from a nearby ENG. For 
example, if a particular assembly has an effective multiplication factor of 0.8 then if 100 neutrons 
enter the assembly (the zeroth generation of neutrons), while most will escape or be captured, some 
will cause fission (yielding on average ~2.6 neutrons per fission) to create a so-called "first" 
generation of 80 new neutrons. These 80 neutrons will again be subjected to the effects of the 
assembly with keff = 0.8 to yield a second generation of 64 neutrons, followed by 51, and so on. 
Summing the zeroth generation plus all of the daughter generations a total of 500 neutrons will have 
been in the system including those initially from the ENG and then those subsequently produced in 
the system from fission. Subcritical multiplication is defined as the ratio of the total number of new 
fission neutrons produced within an assembly to the original number of neutrons injected into the 
system, Eq. 1. 

 
effk

M
−

=
1

1  Eq. 1

With this background now consider a pulsed active neutron interrogation measurement with a 25-kg 
assembly of highly enriched uranium (HEU) enriched to 93% 235U, without any external neutron 
reflecting materials present, that has an effective multiplication factor of 0.8 and a subcritical 
multiplication M of 5.[37] During each neutron pulse many neutrons will injected into the systems, 
some of these will cause fission in the uranium. At the end of each interrogation pulse the neutron 
population in the assembly from the pulse will quickly die-away, at that time the only sources of 
neutrons emanating from the assembly will be neutrons produced from the decay of delayed-
neutron emitting fission products created earlier and neutrons produced from new fission events in 
the assembly initiated by these delayed neutrons. For the assembly described here 80% of all the 
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neutrons in the assembly during the interpulse region, often called the delayed neutron region, will 
be prompt neutrons from fission while only 20% will actually be delayed neutrons. 
 

 
Figure 2 Effective multiplication factor and subcritical multiplication for different mass uranium 
spheres centered within 1 m3 cubes of different packing materials and for bare HEU (vacuum). 
 
The implications of this observation are important. In some active interrogation system the 
measurement objective is to be able to detect very small quantities of fissionable material, in the 
range of 1 gram or less; such as in systems intended to assay transuranic material content within 
waste drums and crates.[5] In these cases keff <<1 and measurements carried out in-between 
interrogation pulses of after the end of an irradiation cycle will indeed only detect radiation products 
from the delayed decay of fission products. In other situations, however, there is interest in detecting 
larger quantities of fissionable material.[38] For measurement scenarios considering fissionable 
material quantities in the 1 – 10 kg range keff can be found to range from ~0.25 to greater than 0.8, 
depending upon the type and quantity of nearby neutron reflecting materials. In these cases prompt 
fission neutron emission signatures can be expected to contribute significantly to the total 
observable signatures resulting from active interrogation. Illustrating this point, simple estimates of 
keff and M for different quantities of HEU have been calculated using the MCNP5 simulation code 
for different types of commonly found materials including polyethylene, paper, plywood, as well as 
bare material (vacuum), and are shown in Figure 2.[39] For this example the bare HEU case 
presents a lower bounding limit for the HEU assembly's effective multiplication factor while 
polyethylene presents a useful upper bounding limit for an HEU assembly's effective multiplication 
factor. 
 
3. Active Neutron Interrogation Scoping Studies at INL 
 
A photograph of the set-up used in one of our active neutron interrogation experiments is shown in 
Figure 3, where 9.4 kg of HEU has been placed within a wood-filled box; typical details about the 
fissionable materials, shield materials, ENG, and neutron detectors used in our experiments have 
been described previously.[26] Our measurements are usually performed within shielded test 
facilities in Idaho Falls (without special nuclear materials) or at INL's Materials and Fuels 
Complex.[25,40]  In most cases the primary measurement protocol involves an interrogation of 
between 100 and 500 seconds with the ENG operating in pulsed mode from 300 – 1000 Hz. 
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Figure 3 Representative photo of the set-up used for active neutron interrogation experiments at INL.  
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Figure 4 Die away data from HEU, depleted uranium, and Pu within the wood cube. Note that the 
response of the detectors to an interrogation measurement without material (dark grey) is very 
difficult to discern from the die-away signal of the depleted uranium (red). 
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Figure 5 Die away data from 9.4 kg of bare HEU. 
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Neutron count data is time-synchronized with each ENG pulse, collected using a commercial multi-
channel scalar counting system, and recorded via laptop computer. The detectors used in these 
experiments consist of 10-atm. 3He tubes embedded within polyethylene sleeves 2.54 to 5.08 cm 
thick. The detectors are covered in thermal-neutron absorbing materials to prevent the detections of 
low-energy room-scattered neutrons; it typically takes about 400 microseconds for these neutron 
detectors to settle to background counting rates after the end of a neutron pulse. Examples of the die 
away data collected from this system are shown in Figure 4 and Figure 5. The data in Figure 4 were 
collected using a set-up like the one shown Figure 3 using separate samples of HEU, plutonium, and 
depleted uranium. For both the HEU and Pu measurements there are very strong die-away 
signatures (consisting of prompt and delayed neutron emissions) indicative of the presence of 
fissionable material. With the depleted uranium no clear die-away signature is apparent but a 
statistical evaluation of the net counts in the time span from 1000 to 3270 microseconds does 
indicate a small fissionable material signature (618 ± 137 counts), roughly scaling with the HEU 
data in consideration of the mass of 235U still present within the 2.0 kg of depleted uranium (0.0044 
g). Data is shown in Figure 5 for the measurement of a bare assembly of 9.4 kg of HEU supported 
on a metal cart roughly 33 cm above a concrete floor. Here a die-away signal can still be observed 
which is likely due to a loose neutronic coupling between the HEU and the floor (for a discussion of 
this effect see, for example, Reference 12.)  In the 2500 to 3000 microsecond time period in these 
measurements, after the end of the die-away signal, a nearly constant but elevated neutron count rate 
was observed. In some cases researchers refer to this signal as the delayed neutron signal. However, 
it follows from the discussion presented earlier that, with the large mass of HEU used in these 
measurement, these neutrons are not purely originating with the beta-decay of neutron-emitting 
fission products but that a non-negligible fraction are the result of prompt fission taking place within 
the subcritical HEU assembly. 
 
To study the time-decay structure of the delayed neutron signal associated with our active neutron 
interrogation measurements we occasionally switch our operational mode to collect data after the 
ENG is turned off. In these cases we typically operate the ENG for a minimum of 120 seconds in 
order to reach delayed-neutron fission product equilibrium within the assembly, data collection is 
then aggregated into 5-second time bins for 100 measurement periods. An example of this type of 
data is presented in Figure 6. In this data a second, confirmatory indication exists to complement the 
interpulse observations and substantiate the declaration that fissionable material is present. Relating 
this observation to the well-known six-group delayed neutron structure for 235U we see strong 
evidence of the quickly decaying component associated with the 2.23 second  delayed-neutron 
group (relative abundance of 0.407.)[41] In the future we intend to study this fissionable material 
active interrogation signature and other signatures in greater detail by using a more sensitive neutron 
detector and improving the timing resolution in our post-irradiation time-decay analyses. 
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Figure 6 Post-irradiation active neutron interrogation signature corresponding to the decay of beta-
delayed neutron emitting fission products (the solid line is an estimated fit to the data using the six-
component delayed neutron group parameters from Reference 41). 
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4. Summary 
 
Using an external neutron source to probe a suspect object, active neutron interrogation has the 
potential of serving as a useful technique for detecting shielded fissionable material. The technique 
has been well-developed for nuclear safeguards measurements for assaying waste drums and stored 
materials but also has a role to play beyond application for these well-constrained problems. Recent 
innovations in the design and engineering of small, compact-accelerator electronic neutron 
generators now make it feasible to consider deploying portable active neutron interrogation systems 
for field use.[42] Most prior work in this area has focused on the measurement of either die-away 
neutron signatures or delayed neutron signatures in-between pulses of an ENG, some prior work has 
also considered the detection of prompt emissions during the ENG pulses and the detection of 
delayed gamma rays after the end of an ENG irradiation. Unfortunately, in many cases the 
nomenclature used in these types of measurements can be misleading, especially for SNM masses 
exceeding a few kilograms when subcritical neutron multiplications effects become important and 
both prompt and delayed emission signatures may be present simultaneously at comparable levels. 
At Idaho National Laboratory a comprehensive program of research is underway to study 
theoretical and practical question related to the design and implementation of portable active 
neutron interrogation systems. Included in our work are examinations to study how to optimize the 
design of equipment used in active neutron interrogation and to develop new methods for 
integrating data from multiple SNM signatures into an automated detection/decision evaluation 
algorithm. Experiments are performed using portable electronic neutron generators, multiple types 
of radiation detectors, and significant quantities of special nuclear material, including the use of 
shield materials.  
 
5. References 
 
[1] FETTER, S., et al., “Detecting Nuclear Warheads,” Sci. Global Sec. 1 (1990) 225-302. 
[2]  Note: It is worth noting here that 1 μg of 252Cf emits the same number of neutrons per second as 50 kg of WGPu. 
[3] KOONIN, S., "Concealed Nuclear Weapons," Report JSR-03-130, JASON Study Group, MITRE Corporation, 

McLean, Virg., December (2003). 
[4] THIBIDEAU, F. D., "A Pulsed Neutron Generator for Logging," Report GEPP-249, General Electric Pinellas 

Plant, St. Petersburg, Fla. (1977). 
[5] MELTON, S. G., ESTEP, R. J., and PATERSON, E. H., "Calibration of the Crated Waste Assay Monitor 

(CWAM) for the Low-Level Waste Measurements for the Y-12 Plant," Report LA-UR-00-2468, Los Alamos 
National Laboratory, Los Alamos, N.M. (2000). 

[6] McDONALD, B. J., FOX, G. H., and BREMNER, W. B., “Non-destructive Measurement of Plutonium and 
Uranium in Process Wastes and Residues,” Report  IAEA-SM-201-61, International Atomic Energy Agency, 
Vienna, Austria (1976) 589-597. 

[7] ECCLESTON, G. and MENLOVE, H. O., “A Measurement System for High Enriched Spent Fuel Assemblies 
and Waste Solids,” Nucl. Mat. Manag. 8 (1979) 344-355. 

[8] "Passive Nondestructive Assay of Nuclear Materials," REILLY, D., ENSSLIN, N., and SMITH Jr., H., Eds., 
Report LA-UR-90-732, Los Alamos National Laboratory, Los Alamos, NM (1991). 

[9] BOGOLUBOV, Y. P. et al., “Method and System Based on Pulsed Neutron Generator for Fissile Material 
Detection in Luggage,” Nucl. Inst. Meth. Phys. Res. B 213 (2004) 439-444. 

[10] MYERS, W. L., et al., "Photon and Neutron Active Interrogation of Highly Enriched Uranium," AIP Conf. Proc. 
769 (2005) 1688-1692. 

[11] MOSS, C. E., et al., “Portable Active Interrogation System,” Nucl. Inst. Meth. Phys. Res. B 241 (2005) 793-797. 
[12] JORDAN, K. A., "Detection of Special Nuclear material in Hydrogenous Cargo Using Differential Die-Away 

Analysis," Ph.D. Dissertation, University of California, Berkeley, Calif. (2006). 
[13] JORDAN, K. A. and GOZANI, T., "Detection of 235U in Hydrogenous Cargo with Differential Die-Away 

Analysis and Optimized Neutron Detectors," Nucl. Inst. Meth. Phys. Res. A 579 (2007) 388-390.  
[14] JORDAN, K. A., VUJIC, J., PHILLIPS, E., and GOZANI, T., "Improving Differential Die-Away Analysis Via 

the Use of Neutron Poisons in Detectors," Nucl. Inst. Meth. Phys. Res. A 579 (2007) 404-406. 



9  SM/EN-02 

 
[15] JORDAN, K. A., VUJIC, J., and GOZANI, T., "Remote Thermal Neutron Die-Away Measurements to Improve 

Differential Die-Away Analysis," Nucl. Inst. Meth. Phys. Res. A 579 (2007) 407-409. 
[16] HALL, J. M., et al., "The Nuclear Car Wash: Neutron Interrogation of Cargo Containers to Detect Hidden SNM," 

Nucl. Inst. Meth. Phys. Res. B 261 (2007) 337-340. 
[17] "Confidence, Security & Verification – The Challenge of Global Nuclear Weapons Arms Control," Report 

AWE/TR/2000/001, Atomic Weapons Establishment, Aldermaston, U.K. (2000).  
[18] KERR, P., et al., "Active Detection of Small Quantities of Shielded Highly-Enriched Uranium Using Low-Dose 

60-keV Neutron Interrogation," Nucl. Inst. Meth. Phys. Res. B 261 (2007) 347-350. 
[19] JORDAN, K. A. and GOZANI, T., "Pulsed Neutron Differential Die Away Analysis for Detection of Nuclear 

Materials," Nucl. Inst. Meth. Phys. Res. B 261 (2007) 365-368. 
[20] JORDAN, K. A., GOZANI, T., and VUJIC, J., "Differential Die-Away Analysis System Response Modelling 

and Detector Design," Nucl. Inst. Meth. Phys. Res. A 589 (2008) 436-444. 
[21] MIHALCZO, J. T., et al., "Physical Description of Nuclear Materials Identification (NMIS) Signatures," Nucl. 

Inst. Meth. Phys. Res. A 450 (2000) 531-555. 
[22] HAUSLADEN, P. A., et al., "Portable Fast-Neutron Radiography with the Nuclear Materials Identification 

System for Fissile Materials Transfers," Nucl. Inst. Meth. Phys. Res. B 261 (2007) 387-390. 
[23] McCONCHIE, S., HAUSLADEN, P., MIHALCZO, J., BLACKBURN, B., and CHICHESTER, D., "Pulsed D-

D Neutron Generator Measurements of HEU Oxide Fuel Pins," AIP Conf. Proc. 1099 (2009) 643-646. 
[24] CHICHESTER, D. L. and SEABURY, E. H., "Active Neutron Interrogation Using Electronic Neutron 

Generators for Nuclear Safeguards Applications," AIP Conf. Proc. 1099 (2009) 851-856. 
[25] CHICHESTER, D. L., SEABURY, E. H., TURNAGE, J. A., BRUSH, B. A., and PERRY, E. F., "Capabilities of 

the INL ZPPR to Support Active Interrogation Research with SNM," AIP Conf. Proc. 1099 (2009) 647-651. 
[26] CHICHESTER, D. L. and SEABURY, E. H., "Using Electronic Neutron Generators in Active Interrogation to 

Detect Shielded Fissionable Material," IEEE Trans. Nucl. Sci. 56 (2009) 441-447. 
[27] KEEPIN, G. R., Physics of Nuclear Kinetics, Addison-Wesley Publishing Company, Reading, Mass. (1965). 
[28] STEIN, W. E., "Time Required for Nuclear Fission," Report LADC-5367, Los Alamos National Laboratory, Los 

Alamos, NM (1962). 
[29] STRELLIS, D. and GOZANI, T., "Classifying Threats with a 14-MeV Neutron Interrogation System," App. Rad. 

Iso. 63 (2005) 799-803. 
[30] BLACKBURN, B. W., et al., "Actively-Induced, Prompt Radiation Utilization in Nonproliferation Applications," 

IEEE Nucl. Sci. Symp. Conf. Record N14-45 (2006) 314-315. 
[31] HOLLAS, C. L., CLOSE, D. A., and MOSS, C. E., "Analysis of Fissionable Material Using Delayed Gamma 

Rays From Photofission," Nucl . Inst. Meth. Phys. Res. B 24/25 (1987) 503-505. 
[32] ROSENSTOCK, W. and KÖBLE, T., " Detection of Shielded or Hidden Nuclear Material," Proc. Joint 

ESARDA/INMM Workshop on Science and Modern Technology for Safeguards, Arona, Italy, October 26-30 
(1996) 29-33. 

[33] MOSS, C. E., HOLLAS, C. L., McKINNEY, G. W., and MYERS, W. L., "Comparison of Active Interrogation 
Techniques," IEEE Trans. Nucl. Sci. 53 (2006) 2242-2246. 

[34] JONES, J. L., et al., "Status of the Prototype Pulsed Photonuclear Assessment (PPA) Inspection System," Nucl. 
Inst. Meth. Phys., Res. A 579 (2007) 353-356. 

[35] MASLOV, V. M., "Prompt-Fission-Neutrons Spectra of 238U," Phys. Atomic Nuclei 71 (2008) 9-26. 
[36] VALENTINE, T. E., "Evaluation of Prompt Fission Gamma Rays for Use in Simulating Nuclear Safeguards 

Measurements," Annals Nucl. Energy 28 (2001) 191-201.  
[37] "The Nuclear Weapons Complex Management for Health, Safety, and the Environment," National Research 

Council, National Academies Press, Washington, D. C. (1989) 113-117. 
[38] See for example Solicitation HSHQDC-08-R-00020, Broad Agency Announcement 08-102, "Advanced 

Technology Demonstration for Shielded Nuclear Alarm Resolution," Domestic Nuclear Detection Office, 
Transformational and Applied Research Directorate, U. S. Department of Homeland Security (2008). 

[39]  “MCNP – A General Monte Carlo N-Particle Transport Code, Version 5,” Los Alamos National Laboratory 
Report LA-CP-03-0245 (2003). 

[40] CHICHESTER, D. L., SEABURY, E. H., ZABRISKIE, J. M., WHARTON, J., and CAFFREY, A. J., "Dose 
Profile Modeling of Idaho National Laboratory's Active Neutron Interrogation Laboratory," App. Rad. Iso. 67 
(2009) 1013-1022. 

[41] KEEPIN, G. R., WIMETT, T. F., and ZEIGLER, R. K., "Delayed Neutrons from Fissionable Isotopes of 
Uranium, Plutonium, and Thorium," Phys. Rev. 107 (1957) 1044-1049. 

[42] CHICHESTER, D. L., SIMPSON, J. D., and LEMCHAK, M., "Advanced Compact Accelerator Neutron 
Generator Technology for Active Neutron Interrogation Field Work," J. Radioanal. Nucl. Chem. 271 (2007) 629-
637. 


