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Током периода рада на Институт за физику у менторство др Радоша Гајића, изучава технике 

раста 3Д монокристала са нагласком на Бриџманом метод и лебдећу зону. Поред тога ради на 

синтези 2Д материјала посредством микромеханичке, течне и термалне ексфолијације 

материјала. Након чега тако ексфолиран материјал је касније наношен на подлеге ради добијања 

танких филмова. Паралелно са тим изучавана су и понашања таквих филмова и кристала у пољу

алфа, електронског, х и гама зрака високих флуксева.

До сада је аутор 4 научна рада у међународним часописима.



Преглед научне активности

Током своје научне каријере Медић Жарко је се бавио изучавањем интеракције зрачења са 

материјалима. Какве они ефекте постижу како на нивоу језгра тако и на атомском нивоу. Џиљ 

његовог истраживачког рада је разумевање принципа по којим асе зрачење простире кроз 

материјале и начине на које оно интерагује са материјом.

Инретакција гама зрачења са језгром индијума-115

Овде је циљ истраживања измерити ефикасни пресек за интеракцију гама зрака са језгрима од 

интереса. На овај начин добијају се прецизније вредности за ефикасни пресек чијим се даљим 

коришћењем могу добити боље процене у неким апликативним применама.

Интеракција гама и зрака са графеном

Циљ овог правца изстраживања је да се утврди какав ефекат на електронске карактеристике 

графена има флукс и доза зрачења. Ово је значајно из разлога што се у последње време 

произвођачи електронике окређу графену у изради својих уређаја.

Интеракција алфа, бета и гама зрака са монокристалним узорком титаниум доксида

Показано је да титанијум диоксид има повољне особине за израду оптичких каблова у 

одрешеним примена. Циљ је био да се виде ефекти које зрачење изазива нивоу језгра и атома.

Синтеза титаниум диоксида посредством метода лебдеће зоне

Овом методом је могуће добити високо квалитенте монокристалне узорке на бази оксида. Овако 

припремљен материјал сматра се да има веома мало дефеката. Такви кристали су идеални за 

коришћење за изучавање дефеката на атомском нивоу који би били произведени од стране 

зрачења.



Синтеза пирофилита и графена

Овде је циљ развити методе синтезе 2Д филмова. У овом случају праве се материјали на три 

начина ради проналажења методе која прави најмање дефекте у филму. Такви филмови би се 

могли користити у експерименти ради праћења ефеката које зрачење прави током проласка кроз 

исти.

Код графена нагласак је био на филмови добијеним Лагмур-Блоџет методом.
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Abstract The cross-section function for the 115In(γ ,γ ′)115m

In reaction was determined in the energy range up to Eγ

= 9.6 MeV using the bremsstrahlung facility at the MT25
Microtron, JINR, Dubna. Natural indium disks were irradi-
ated with bremsstrahlung, each disk with a beam of different
endpoint energy. To the measured saturation activity built up
in the wide-energy photon beam we applied the unfolding
technique, developed recently at the JRC-Geel with the pri-
mary purpose of being used in neutron activation. The results
were compared with TALYS 1.9 calculations and existing
experimental data. Our results suggest that the application
of existing unfolding technique allow determining unknown
excitation functions of photon-induced reactions.

1 Introduction

Experimental data obtained in nuclear reactions induced by
photons on various materials are important for a number of
different applications. High-energy photons are used to pro-
duce radionuclides for medicine and other applications. They
are used in radiotherapy, industry, activation analysis and
play significant roles in astrophysical processes and in the
dynamics of nuclear reactors [1]. Therefore, cross-sections
of photo-nuclear reactions are often studied in a wide energy
region. The rich amount of experimental results obtained,
can be found in several databases such as Refs. [2–8].

The aim of this paper is to apply the NAXSUN technique
(Neutron Activation X-Section determined using UNfolding)
to determine the differential cross section for the excitation
of the 336.2 keV isomer in 115In as a function of the photon

a e-mail: nikola.jovancevic@df.uns.ac.rs (corresponding author)

energy, using photons from bremsstrahlung beams of several
different endpoint energies. The NAXSUN technique was
developed at the JRC-GEEL and utilized to obtain neutron-
induced reaction cross sections as a function of incident neu-
tron energy [9–13]. For the photo-activation measurements
we adapted the NAXSUN technique and examined its appli-
cability in photon-induced reactions.

There are several reasons why the excitation of 115In iso-
mer state was chosen to test the possibility of extending the
NAXSUN technique to the field of photo-nuclear reactions.
Natural indium is a mixture of two isotopes 113In (4.3%) and
115In (95.7 %) [14]. It is a soft metal that is easy to shape in the
desired irradiation and detection geometry. It can be used in
several different ways as an activation detector for neutrons or
photons. The high thermal neutron cross section of 160 b [15]
has made 115In a frequently used nuclide for neutron mon-
itoring. The excitation of the 336.2 keV [14] isomeric state
by non-elastic neutron scattering, 115In(n,n′)115mIn, is recog-
nized as one of the most common reactions for detection and
monitoring of fast neutrons. Moreover, detection of photons
having energies higher than 9 MeV (produced by LINAC-
s used in radiotherapy, for example), which is the threshold
energy for the photo-nuclear reaction 115In(γ ,n)114In, is pos-
sible by using activation foils made of natural indium. And
finally, high-energy photons may excite the isomeric state via
the reaction 115In(γ ,γ ′)115mIn.

All these reactions make indium the material of choice in
experimental circumstances, when it is necessary to regis-
ter the presence of neutrons and photons at the same loca-
tion. For neutron reactions on 115In cross sections are well
known, and reliable data on the differential cross section for
the 115In(γ ,n)114In reaction are available, too. There are sev-
eral experimental data sets [16–20], included in database [8],
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for photo-excitation of the 115mIn isomeric state. The cross-
section values of the 115In(γ ,γ ′)115mIn reaction and the shape
of the cross-section function in those several sources differ
somewhat (datasets are shown in Fig. 12). Furthermore, data
available in literature [8], show discrepancy with TALYS 1.9
[21,22] calculations, as can be seen in Figs. 11 and 12, below
in this text. Additional objective of this paper is to report on
a new measurement of the 115In(γ ,γ ′)115mIn cross section.

Possible applicability of NAXSUN techniques in photnu-
clear reactions can open a broad research field. Differential
cross sections for (γ ,n) reactions are well documented with
reliable experimental material. However, at higher photon
energies, when two or more neutrons are emitted, the results
of measuring the flux-weighted averaged cross section and
measurements with quasi-monoenergetic photon beam can
be found in the literature [2,3,8]. For a specific channel of
(γ ,xn) nuclear reactions, energy differential cross-sections
can be obtained using theoretical calculations only. The intro-
duction of the NAXSUN techniques could make it possible to
measure energy differential cross-sections for these nuclear
reactions as well.

2 The method

The NAXSUN technique is based on irradiation of several
identical metal disks in different, but overlapping, neutron
fields. It is followed by gamma-spectrometric measurements
and unfolding procedures. This method has solely been used
for measuring cross section curves for neutron-induced reac-
tions [11–13].

The yield of activation products from some nuclear reac-
tions, here the photo-excitation of the first excited and meta-
stable state in 115In in a bremsstrahlung beam, can be quanti-
fied by its saturation activity (maximum equilibrium activity
when the rate of production of reaction product equals the
rate of decay) A:

A =
∫ Emax

Eth

σ (E) · �(E) · dE (1)

where σ (E) is the cross section for the studied nuclear reac-
tion, �(E) is the flux spectrum of incident photons and E
is the photon energy. Eth is the energy threshold for the
nuclear reaction and, Emax is the endpoint energy of the
bremsstrahlung beam. After exposure to the photon beam,
the induced activity of 115mIn is measured by a high energy
resolving γ -spectrometer.

One indium disk at the time was exposed in a bremsstrahlung
beam of particular endpoint energy. The endpoint energies
ranged from 5 to 10 MeV. In this way disks were exposed to
different but overlapping photon fields, similar to the mea-
surements performed in our previous work, where broad-
energy neutrons fields were applied [11–13]. After irradiation

the saturation activity of each of the six disks is determined
by γ -spectromety.

If the photon flux-spectrum, �(E) can be estimated, as
shown in Section III D. in this paper, the general task comes
down to the solution of six integral equations (Eq. 1) for
each irradiated sample, and the determination of the unknown
function σ (E), which describes the cross section of the photo-
nuclear reaction. Having six known values of saturation activ-
ity, A, the problem can be transformed into a system of dis-
cretized equations:

Ak =
c∑
i

�ik · σi · �Ei ; k = 1, 2, ...m (2)

where Ak is the measured saturation activity of each irradi-
ated disk, k, with m activated disks, k running from 1 to 6.
The photon flux for a certain energy bin, Ei and disk k is
described by �ik . �Ei is the width of energy bin i , and c
is the number of energy bins. σi represents the sought cross
section function. Since c is larger than m the system of equa-
tions is under-determined and an unfolding procedure needs
to be applied. In this work, we used three unfolding algo-
rithms, SANDII, GRAVEL and MAXED [23–27], to take
into account corresponding systematic uncertainties.

3 Measurements

3.1 Material

Six identical metal disks of indium with natural isotopic
abundances were used. The material has a high level of purity
with 99.9% of natural indium. Disks had an identical shape
with a diameter of 20.0(1) mm and and an average thick-
ness of 0.210(1) g cm−1. Two more indium discs were used
to check influence of neutrons on excitation of 115In isomer
state. Sources of neutrons are described in next section.

3.2 Irradiation

All experimental activities were performed at the Flerov Lab-
oratory of Nuclear Reactions of the JINR, Dubna. The MT25
Microtron [28] was used to produce the bremsstrahlung
beams for irradiation of the indium disks. A more detailed
description of the Microtron and the experimental setup
can be found in Ref. [29]. Indium disks were exposed to
bremsstrahlung with endpoint energies from 5 to 10 MeV in
steps of 1 MeV (Table 1). For the photon production we used
a 1 mm thick tungsten radiator. The distance between the the
radiator and an indium disk was 60 cm.

An 8 mm thick beryllium plate was placed in front of the
In sample, 52.5 cm far from the tungsten radiator, to serve in
another study [29]. The influence of the beryllium plate on
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Fig. 1 Part of the γ -ray spectrum collected after irradiation of indium
disk No. 6. The γ lines of interested are labelled. Energy width of one
channel is 0.2 keV

the photon flux was corrected by Monte Carlo simulation as
described below. The scheme of the experimental set up is
presented in the Fig. 2.

Energy thresholds for photo-disintegration of 9Be (fol-
lowed by emission of neutron) and 183W(γ ,n)182W are 1.7
MeV and 6.2 MeV respectively [30]. In order to minimize
the influence of inelastic neutron scattering, 115In(n,n′)115mIn
reaction, the indium disks were placed in the center of a water
container with a diameter of 15 cm. In this way, fast neutrons
created in photo-nuclear reactions in beryllium and tungsten
are thermalized. The need for such an action was confirmed
by a noticeable difference in 115mIn activity, after exposure
with and without water around the indium disk. At a max-
imum photon energy of 23 MeV the saturation activity of
115mIn in the disk exposed outside the water container was
15% higher than the saturation activity of 115mIn, when the
disk was located inside the water container. Furthermore, we
may expect significantly lower parasitic neutron production
at lower energies. We observed too that the saturation activ-
ity of 116In produced by neutron capture is about 130 times
lower at a photon-energy of 10 MeV than at endpoint energy
of 23 MeV. This means that there is an insignificant influ-
ence of non-elastic scattering of high-energy neutrons on the
excitation of the isomeric state in 115In with samples placed
in the water container.

The irradiation time was longer for lower photon-energies
and ranged from 14 min at 10 MeV to 98 min at 5 MeV.
The Microtron electron current varied from 2 to 7 µA. The
integral number of electrons striking the tungsten radiator
(Q) is summarized in the Table 1.

3.3 Gamma spectroscopy measurements

After exposure, the decay spectra of the indium disks were
measured using an HPGe detector. The relative efficiency of
the detector was 25% and, it was passively shielded by 5 cm
of lead. The irradiated indium disks were located directly on

the vertical end-cap of the detector. The elapsed time between
the end of the irradiation and the start of each measurement
was between 6 min and 2 h depending on detector availability.
Considering that the half life of 115mIn is T1/2 = 4.468 h [14],
in the worst case, more than 73% of initial activity remained.
The measurement time for each activated disk was 30 min that
was sufficient to obtain good counting statistics. For example,
in the spectrum of that indium disk exposed to the 7 MeV
bremsstrahlung beam the statistical uncertainty of the 115mIn
gamma line was about 3% at 1 σ .

The recorded spectra have very simple structure (part of
the γ -ray spectrum collected after irradiation of indium disk
No. 6. is presented in Fig. 1). In all of them the prominent
336.2 keV gamma line from the de-excitation of the isomeric
level in 115mIn is observed. The gamma line of the isomeric
state of 113mIn, Eγ = 391.7 keV [14], is noticeable in some of
measured spectra, especially in the spectrum from the indium
disk exposed at 10 MeV endpoint energy as depicted in Fig.
1. In the γ -ray spectrum of the disk exposed to the 5 MeV
bremsstrahlung, the 391.7 keV gamma line is not observed
at all. The reason is the low abundance of 113In in natural
indium, i.e. 4.3 % in combination with the small flux at 5
MeV. Several other gamma lines (416.9 keV, 1097.3 keV and
1293.5 keV [14]) emitted after the decay of 116mIn, produced
by neutron capture of 115In, appeared only in spectra of those
indium disks exposed at higher endpoint energies.

The saturation activity of 115mIn can be determined from
the peak area of the 336.2 keV gamma line according to:

Ak=
Nγ · Mλ

m · NA · ε · η · pγ · e−λ�t · (
1−e−λtirr

) · (
1−e−λtm

)
(3)

where Nγ is the number of detected γ rays with Eγ = 336.2
keV, λ is the decay constant, M and m are the mass number
and the mass of the In disk used, NA is Avogadro constant , ε
is the total efficiency of the detector at 336.2 keV, η is the nat-
ural abundance of 115In, pγ is a gamma emission probability,
�t , tirr and tm are cooling, irradiation and measurement time,
respectively. Total efficiency was determined using calibra-
tion sources and LabSOCS software. Since indium is a soft
metal, our samples were designed to match existing detector
calibrations.

We notice that the saturation activity for Emax = 5 MeV is
almost 150 times lower than the one at Emax = 10 MeV.
All saturation activities, Ak , are summarized in Table 3.
The statistical uncertainty at 5 MeV and at 6 MeV is about
10 % and, above 7 MeV the statistical uncertainty is up
to 4 %.
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Table 1 Irradiation characteristics for each indium disk: Emax bremsstrahlung endpoint energy, Q integral number of electrons striking tungsten
target, tirr time of irradiation

Disk no. Emax (MeV) Q (mAs) tirr (s)

1 5.00(5) 12 5880.0(5)

2 6.00(5) 10 1320.0(5)

3 7.00(5) 12 1740.0(5)

4 8.20(5) 3.5 1680.0(5)

5 9.00(5) 7 1020.0(5)

6 10.00(5) 6 840.0(5)

3.4 Determination of photon flux

3.4.1 Monte Carlo simulation

The application of unfolding procedures to our problem
requires information about the �ik from Eq. 1, i.e. shape
and intensity of the bremsstrahlung photon spectra. This was
obtained using Monte Carlo (MC) simulations and the mea-
sured values of the integral number of electrons striking the
tungsten radiator.

To estimate the flux of incident photons �(E) for the six
used energies we employed Geant4 (G4) version 10.05.p01
[31] with the experimental Physics list QBBC. QBBC uses
the standard G4 electromagnetic physics option without opti-
cal photon simulations and, the hadronic part of this physics
list consists of elastic, inelastic, and capture processes. Each
hadronic process is built from a set of cross sections and inter-
action models, which provide the detailed physics implemen-
tation.

Figure 2 depicts the setup geometry as entered to the
Geant4 simulations. Elements of simulations are starting
from the electron beam, shown to the left of the figure, going
to the indium disk placed in the water container on the right.
In the G4 simulations electron beam starting position is 10
cm before Cu foil.

The geometry of the Geant4 simulations consists of an
electron beam of six energies, assuming a ± 1% uncertainty
(k = 1) for all energies. Then, on the beam path comes first
a 70 µm thick copper foil followed by a copper cylindrical
collimator with a 12 mm-wide circular hole. Next comes a
1 mm thick tungsten radiator followed by a 2 cm thick alu-
minium block. The distance between the tungsten radiator
and the indium disk is 60 cm. In front of the indium disk we
placed an 8 mm thick beryllium sheet and the water shield-
ing. We simulated about 2 × 108 electrons for six different
electron beam energies. From the simulation we obtained the
integral number of photons, spectrum shape and the distri-
bution of photons on the surface of an indium disk for each
energy. To get approximation of integral number of gammas,
which hit the indium sample, the number of photons from
the simulation were scaled, having in mind that the number

Fig. 2 Geometry of experimental setup (not in scale)
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Fig. 3 Spectra of photon flux on the indium disks for all electrons ener-
gies incident on the tungsten radiator. The electron energy corresponds
to the end-point energy of the respective photon-flux spectrum (Emax
in the Table 1)

of electrons per mAs is 6.242 × 1015 and that each beam
energy had a different number of electrons per second. The
estimated integral number of photons hitting an indium disk
at the particular endpoint energy is shown in the last col-
umn of Table 2. The simulated photon spectra are depicted
in Fig. 3.
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Fig. 4 The photon distribution
on the surface of an indium disk,
simulated for the endpoint
energy 10 MeV

0 2 4 6 8 10
Radius (mm)

2000

2500

3000

3500

40002
C

ou
nt

s 
pe

r 
m

m EMstandard

Table 2 Irradiation characteristics of the indium disks: Emax endpoint energy, Ne,S simulated number of electrons, Nγ,S simulated number of
photons, S scaling factor, Nγ Scaled scaled number of photons

E (MeV) Ne,S (106) Nγ,S S (107) Nγ Scaled (1012)

5.00(5) 200 25312 3.12 9.48

6.00(5) 199 43163 3.14 13.54

7.00(5) 194 65120 3.22 25.14

8.20(5) 192 99595 3.25 11.33

9.00(5) 192 129258 3.25 29.42

10.00(5) 187 165313 3.34 33.11
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Fig. 5 Cross section for 113 I n(γ, γ ′)113m In reaction (points – mea-
sured data [32], line – spline interpolation)

In Fig. 4 the simulated areal distribution of the photon flux
on the indium disks is shown for the 10 MeV endpoint energy.
The distribution is flat across the entire disk. Corresponding
results were obtained for the other endpoint energies.

3.4.2 Normalization of photon flux

To obtain absolute cross section values, it is necessary to have
accurate values of the photon flux at the place of the exposed
indium disks. In our experimental setup, the total number of

electrons striking the tungsten radiator, expressed in mAs in
Table 1, could only serve as a relative measure. For the abso-
lute calibration of the Monte-Carlo simulated photon spec-
tra, it was necessary to use another nuclide with well-known
photo-activation cross section. In the absence of some well-
accepted standard, it was decided to use the photo-activation
of 113In for spectrum normalisation. As can be seen in Fig.
1, the characteristic gamma line of 113mIn is present in the
spectrum after irradiation of the indium samples at higher
energies. The cross section function for the reaction 113In(γ ,
γ ′)113mIn was taken from Ref. [32] as depicted in Fig. 5. In
this study, samples of natural indium were irradiated in the
range of 4–12 MeV with 0.5 MeV increments. The cross sec-
tion was calculated using Penfold-Leis method [33]. Photon
flux was determined using an absolutely calibrated ionization
chamber with a build-up cap of appropriate thickness.

Saturation activity for 113In(γ ,γ ′)113mIn reaction at some
chosen energy, Ac, can be calculated based on the Eq. 2. Pho-
ton flux spectra were calculated using Monte-Carlo simula-
tion with a number of incident electrons specified in Table
2. Simulated spectra were corrected by Microtron electron
current Q, as a relative measure, taken from Tab. 1. Interpo-
lated values of the cross-section from Fig. 5 were taken to
calculate the saturation activity Ac for the 10 MeV photon
beam. The measured values of the saturation activities for the
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Table 3 Saturation activity, Ak , for a given endpoint energy, Emax calculated according to Eq. 3

Disk No. Energy [MeV] Ak [10−18 Bq/atom]

1 5.00(5) 0.0090(9)

2 6.00(5) 0.044(5)

3 7.00(5) 0.161(7)

4 8.20(5) 0.191(5)

5 9.00(5) 0.87(3)

6 10.00(5) 1.33(3)

Am obtained using the intensity of the 391.7 keV gamma line
detected for 10 MeV was 1.10(18) × 10−18 Bq/atom. Based
on that, a normalization factor of r = Am/Ac = 6.2(11) was
obtained and used to normalise photon spectra, which were
used in unfolding procedures.

4 Experimental results

4.1 Default functions for unfolding procedures

Cross-section unfolding procedures require an initial guess
of the sought function, the so-called default function, to pro-
ceed further with the unfolding calculation. This function
should be a reasonably good guess of the real cross-section
function. In this work we used the TALYS 1.9 code [22] for
determining this default functions.

TALYS 1.9 is a computer code for the simulation of
nuclear reactions. A detailed description of TALYS 1.9 can
be found in Ref. [22]. By this code it is possible to cal-
culate various physical quantities for all possible outgoing
reaction channels using different physical models in the cal-
culations. In this work we calculated the cross section for
the 115In(γ, γ ′)115mIn reaction, for incident photon energies
ranging from 0 to 10 MeV. All parameters of calculations
were code-default values except level density parameters.
Available level density models in the TALYS 1.9 are [34–
42]:

• LD model 1. – the constant temperature Fermi-Gas
model;

• LD model 2. – the back-shifted Fermi gas model;
• LD model 3. – the generalised super-fluid model;
• LD model 4. – the microscopic level densities based on

the Goriely’s tables;
• LD model 5. – Hilaire’s combinatorial tables;
• LD model 6. – the temperature dependent Hartree-Fock-

Bogoliubov model, Gogny force.
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Fig. 6 Default functions for the 115In(γ , γ ′)115m In cross-section
obtained by TALYS 1.9 for six different level density models (for details
see text)
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Fig. 7 Unfolded 115In(γ , γ ′)115m In cross-section for each default
function, produced using the SANDII unfolding algorithm

Six different excitation functions for the 115In(γ, γ ’)115mIn
reaction were obtained (see Fig. 6) and used as default func-
tions for the unfolding procedures.

Other parameters such as photon strength functions (PSF)
can also have a significant impact on cross-section values.
However, detailed theoretical analysis was not part of this
study and those parameters are not change from the default
values given by the TALYS 1.9., which are for example the
standard Lorentzian (Brink-Axel model) for PSF.
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Fig. 8 Unfolded 115In(γ , γ ′)115m In cross-section for each default
function, produced using the GRAVEL unfolding algorithm
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Fig. 9 Unfolded 115In(γ , γ ′)115m In cross-section for each default
function, produced using the MAXED unfolding algorithm

4.2 Unfolding results

Three unfolding algorithms were used in this work and their
results were compared. The first one was the SANDII iter-
ative algorithm [27], the second was the GRAVEL algo-
rithm, which is an improved version of SANDII [26] and,
the third one was the MAXED algorithm that uses the max-
imum entropy principle to calculate the unfolded function
[23].

The SANDII and GRAVEL algorithm give the solution:

σ J+1
i = σ J

i f (Akεk�kiσ
J
i )

f = exp

⎛
⎜⎜⎝

∑m
k=1 W

J
ik ln

(
Ak∑n

i=1 W
J
ikσ

J
i

)

∑m
k=1 W

J
ik

⎞
⎟⎟⎠ , i = 1, 2...n

(4)

where in the case of the SANDII W J
ik is:

W J
ik = �kiσ

J
i∑n

i=1 �J
ki

. (5)

and in the case of the GRAVEL W J
ik is:

W J
ik = �kiσ

J
i∑n

i=1 �J
ki

A2
k

ε2
k

. (6)

Ak is measured saturated activity, εk is measured uncertainty,
cross-section for energy bin Ei is σi and photon flux is �ki

when irradiating k disk at energy bin Ei , J is number of the
iteration step, m is number of activated discs and n is number
of energy bins.

The MAXED algorithm provides by the fitting input data
(measured induced specific saturated activity Ak), a function
σ(E) that maximizes the relative entropy:

S = −
∫ (

σ(E) ln

(
σ(E)

σde f (E)

)
+ σde f (E) − σ(E)

)
dE

(7)

where σde f (E) is the default cross section function.
Unfolding procedures were performed in the energy range

between 0 and 9.6 MeV grouped into 48 bins. The results
obtained by the SANDII, GRAVEL and MAXED algorithms
for all used default functions are presented in Figs. 7, 8 and
9.

4.3 Analysis of uncertainties

We will analyse here following sources of uncertainties
that could have affect the final results: the measurement
of saturated gamma activity, determination of normalisation
factor, Monte Carlo calculation of photon spectra and unfold-
ing procedures.

4.3.1 Gamma activation measurement

The uncertainty values of saturated gamma activity were
determinated by taking into account contribution of uncer-
tainties of all parameters from Eq. 3, and obtained values
are presented in Table 3. Those uncertainties are dominated
by statistical error of measurement of gamma peak intensity.
Uncertainties of gamma activation measurement are affected
the final results. However, only the MAXED algorithm gives
the possibility to estimate the error of the cross section val-
ues depending on the error of the measured activity, while for
the other two algorithms such an error analysis is not pos-
sible [43]. Cross section uncertainty of the MAXED code
due to saturated gamma activity measurement uncertainty is
presented in the first column of Table 5 in the case of the
LD model 6 used as default function. Similar results were
obtained for other 5 default functions. The influence of the
measured gamma activity uncertainty on the error of the final
results using other algorithms requires additional analyses
that are not part of this study.
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Fig. 10 Spectra of photon flux
on the indium disks for 10 MeV
endpoint energy obtained by
different models: EMstandard,
EM standard_opt3,
EMLivermore and EMPenelope

0 2 4 6 8 10

Energy (MeV)

10

210

310

410

C
ou

nt
s 

pe
r 

0.
1 

M
eV

10MeV EMstandard

10MeV EMstandard_opt3

10MeV EMLivermore

10MeV EMPenelope

Fig. 11 Unfolded results for
the 115In(γ , γ ′)115m In
cross-section (line with a
corridor of uncertainty) in
comparison with default TALYS
1.9 functions (Fig. 6)
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4.3.2 Normalisation factor

The cross section values for the 113 I n(γ, γ ′)113m In reaction
taken from Ref. [32] were determined with uncertainty that
varied form 50 % at low energy to 10% at higher energy. That
lead to uncertainty of 17% for normalisation factor which
introduced additional uncertainty of the final results obtained
in this study. This problem can be solved by introducing
precise measurement of photon flux as a part of this technique
or by selecting another reaction (with well-known efficient
cross-sections) as the standard for normalization.

4.3.3 Monte Carlo calculation of photon spectra

In this study, the QBBC model which is recommended for
medical and space physics simulations was used [44,45].
Analysis of possible systematic uncertainty introduced by

the choice of the model in the Geant4 simulation was done
by comparing results from other available models.

EM standard option model used in the QBBC physics
list, as well as previously studied models [46], EM standard
option3, Livermore and Penelope, predict the correct abso-
lute scale and are able to reproduce the shape of the energy
spectra at forward emission angles, which make the lead-
ing contribution to the total radiated energy. Nevertheless,
all models over-estimate the bremsstrahlung emission in the
backward hemisphere and predict a harder energy distribu-
tion than measured [46], which is not the case here, where all
bremsstrahlung emission are in the narrow forward region.
Obtained results by comparing different models are presented
in the Fig 10. Based on those results we consider that the
uncertainty introduced by the choice of the model in the
Geant4 simulation is negligible.
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Fig. 12 Comparison of the
115In(γ , γ ′)115m In cross-section
obtained in this work (line with
uncertainty bars) with existing
experimental data (white circle
– [16], black filled square – [17],
black filled circle – [18], black
filled triangle [19], white square
– [20])
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Table 4 The χ2 values 8 for: 1. Default functions before unfolding procedures, 2. SANDII results, 3. GRAVEL results and 4. MAXED results

χ2

Energy (MeV) Ld model 1 Ld model 2 Ld model 3 Ld model 4 Ld model 5 Ld model 6

1. Default functions

5.00(5) 253.03 280.01 252.84 272.95 282.51 297.59

6.00(5) 33.40 39.41 32.73 34.67 34.81 30.09

7.00(5) 107.44 116.33 105.32 107.33 106.26 87.90

8.20(5) 0.03 0.31 0.02 0.14 0.21 0.38

9.00(5) 112.89 132.55 110.05 120.70 123.58 112.17

10.00(5) 120.07 144.36 119.75 130.04 133.45 117.23

2. SANDII results

5.00(5) 0.16 0.14 0.28 0.30 0.32 0.54

6.00(5) 0.58 0.51 0.62 0.64 0.66 0.90

7.00(5) 2.56 2.53 2.69 2.75 2.72 1.90

8.20(5) 0.08 0.04 0.06 0.06 0.07 0.11

9.00(5) 6.55 6.72 7.27 7.77 7.62 5.62

10.00(5) 0.76 0.79 0.34 0.39 0.38 0.50

3. GRAVEL results

5.00(5) 0.77 0.52 0.80 0.93 1.00 2.57

6.00(5) 0.24 0.21 0.27 0.25 0.26 0.32

7.00(5) 4.80 4.46 4.45 4.70 4.61 3.59

8.20(5) 0.31 0.21 0.30 0.31 0.31 0.26

9.00(5) 4.47 4.25 4.14 4.44 4.40 3.95

10.00(5) 1.01 1.15 0.91 0.97 0.96 0.79

4. MAXED results

5.00(5) 0.06 0.05 0.06 0.07 0.07 0.10

6.00(5) 0.35 0.28 0.35 0.34 0.35 0.41

7.00(5) 2.73 2.62 2.72 2.64 2.60 2.76

8.20(5) 3.64 3.72 3.64 3.76 3.76 3.56

9.00(5) 3.06 2.85 2.88 2.87 2.84 2.85

10.00(5) 2.16 2.50 2.33 2.32 2.40 2.33
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Table 5 Analysis of uncertainties

Energy (MeV) σMAXEDAc (%) σSANDI I (%) σGRAV EL (%) σMAXED (%) σU (%) σD (%)

0.2 8568.00 10.94 14.21 25.59 100.49 99.99

0.4 3561.00 10.79 14.45 45.28 105.83 100.00

0.6 341.20 10.98 14.17 35.66 105.17 100.00

0.8 227.50 11.11 14.32 25.27 101.48 99.99

1 171.70 11.03 14.04 19.87 98.56 99.78

1.2 149.10 10.96 14.32 16.56 96.92 99.56

1.4 123.20 11.13 14.16 13.57 95.09 98.14

1.6 85.50 11.12 14.00 12.44 86.72 94.71

1.8 81.27 10.98 14.15 10.82 85.21 90.20

2 52.99 11.10 13.98 12.17 74.33 83.02

2.2 55.47 10.89 13.68 8.35 56.57 58.67

2.4 47.59 10.92 13.71 10.13 61.19 66.70

2.6 44.83 10.51 12.97 10.26 56.38 63.56

2.8 31.66 9.47 12.17 10.88 48.19 57.08

3 36.10 7.68 10.34 8.25 40.95 49.71

3.2 20.04 5.59 7.92 4.86 14.57 11.22

3.4 17.51 3.23 5.60 3.03 11.16 6.88

3.6 13.32 1.44 3.54 1.58 8.85 5.50

3.8 10.30 1.42 1.72 1.07 20.42 13.81

4 7.42 2.59 1.54 1.30 12.16 12.01

4.2 7.73 3.68 2.26 1.60 10.48 13.41

4.4 8.01 4.36 2.67 2.28 8.58 13.76

4.6 15.53 4.03 3.26 2.58 29.84 24.26

4.8 13.53 3.86 3.20 2.08 21.77 20.88

5 16.38 2.84 2.88 0.85 6.23 8.65

5.2 12.87 2.17 2.73 0.89 4.87 8.13

5.4 9.82 1.57 2.03 0.47 4.20 4.11

5.6 7.14 0.89 1.47 0.38 1.26 4.09

5.8 9.05 0.75 0.94 0.64 1.74 2.63

6 11.47 1.07 0.61 1.26 7.86 12.82

6.2 11.67 1.72 1.09 1.32 4.67 8.03

6.4 8.48 1.61 1.03 1.38 2.64 4.03

6.6 6.55 1.53 0.86 0.14 11.59 9.67

6.8 4.47 1.35 1.03 0.33 12.83 8.67

4.3.4 Unfolding procedures

The validation of the unfolding results was done by calculat-
ing an induced activity (Ac = ∑

σ(Ei ) · �(Ei ) · �E) and
subsequent comparison with the measured data (Ak , Table
3). This was done for all default cross-section functions and
for all three algorithms, SANDII, GRAVEL and MAXED.
In Table 4, the χ2 values are presented:

χ2 = (Ac − Ak)
2

σ 2
Ak

(8)

These results suggested that unfolding results can repro-
duce the measured values of Ak much more accurately than
the default functions.

For all three unfolding algorithms averaged cross sections
for all variants of default function were calculated. The stan-
dard deviations from average values for algorithms are pre-
sented in Table 5. The objective of this study was not to judge
which of the three unfolding algorithms would give most real-
istic results. Therefore, we treated all obtained cross sections
with equal weights in the following. The final result, depicted
in Fig. 11, represents the cross section averaged over all 18
variants, i.e. three unfolding codes and six default functions.
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Table 5 continued

Energy (MeV) σMAXEDAc (%) σSANDI I (%) σGRAV EL (%) σMAXED (%) σU (%) σD (%)

7 7.04 0.21 0.21 0.81 14.30 8.32

7.2 6.02 0.46 0.53 0.63 13.90 8.67

7.4 4.55 0.64 0.62 0.34 11.14 6.61

7.6 3.69 0.78 0.74 0.19 8.43 5.87

7.8 5.62 0.81 0.62 0.23 5.81 4.21

8 3.46 0.77 0.66 0.34 1.45 0.81

8.2 7.03 0.67 0.53 0.61 3.01 2.64

8.4 5.60 0.67 0.43 0.58 9.07 12.84

8.6 5.19 0.70 0.60 1.06 9.94 16.22

8.8 5.06 0.62 0.59 1.48 11.44 20.89

9 6.35 1.05 1.51 2.39 16.41 25.35

9.2 5.12 1.18 1.65 2.65 18.73 28.26

9.4 3.83 14.44 13.97 13.30 31.07 46.82

9.6 3.79 17.09 16.59 16.29 36.01 50.74

σMAXEDAc cross section uncertainty of MAXED code due to measurement uncertainty, σSANDI I standard deviation of average SANDII results,
σGRAV EL standard deviation of average GRAVEL results, σMAXED standard deviation of average MAXED results, σU upper limit of final results,
σD down limit of final results

The solid line represents the averaged cross section.
Dashed lines depict the maximum and minimum values of
the cross sections representing uncertainty corridor obtained
directly from the spectrum unfolding which is also presented
in Table 5 (σU and σD).

It turns out that the LD model 2 of the MAXED code
gives the lowest estimation of the cross section. The max-
imum amplitude of the unfolded cross section is obtained
with SANDII code using the LD model 4. In this way the
region of the most probable values for the 115In(γ , γ ′)115mIn
reaction cross section, i.e. the uncertainty, was estimated.

In this way, the direct contributions to the uncertainty of
the final result from the the measured gamma activity and
the normalization factor were not taken into account and that
will be part of a future study during the development of this
technique.

5 Discussion

According to the TALYS 1.9 calculations, the cross sec-
tion for a selected nuclear reaction channel can be calcu-
lated using different nuclear level density models. In Fig.
6 all TALYS 1.9 calculations of the 115In(γ, γ ’)115mIn dif-
ferential cross-section have a very similar shape. The only
difference may be observed in the amplitude of the func-
tions. It is evident, all TALYS 1.9 calculated cross sections
show an exponential growth with increasing energy. When
the process of neutron emission starts to compete with the
process of de-excitation through electromagnetic transition,
the cross section for the 115In(γ, γ ’)115mIn reaction drops

sharply. According to TALYS 1.9, this happens at around 9
MeV.

Results obtained with three different unfolding algorithms
are depicted individually in Figs. 7, 8 and 9. One can see a
very interesting trend on them. Differences in the calculated
cross sections, presented in Fig. 6, which are not large but still
visible, do not produce a significant scatter in the values of
the cross section obtained by one single code. For example,
different default functions, when used as an input for the
SANDII unfolding procedure, give very similar functions
describing the cross section (Fig. 7). The same can be seen
with the other two codes (Figs. 8, 9). Comparison of the
results of three different algorithms, shows that SANDII and
GRAVEL give functions of a very similar shape, with a small
difference just at maximum energy. Results obtained by the
MAXED code predicts slightly different form of the energy
differential cross section for the 115In(γ, γ ’)115mIn reaction.
The maximum of the MAXED function is shifted towards
8 MeV, while SANDII predicts that the maximum cross-
section value could be at 9 MeV, very similar to the TALYS
1.9 calculations.

Sharp peaks and small discontinuities can be noticed in the
results obtained by applying the GRAVEL and the MAXED
codes in high energy region above 6 MeV. With a reasonable
assumption that the cross section of the 115In(γ, γ ’)115mIn
reaction should be smooth in the region where a giant dipole
resonance is dominant mechanism of excitation of nuclei,
it may be concluded that these peaks originate from some
numerical phenomena related to the algorithm itself. The
number and amplitude of these peaks increase in cases, where
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the reconstruction of the cross section is performed with a
larger number of bins.

It can be seen in Fig. 11 that in the energy interval up
to 8 MeV there is a very nice agreement between average,
smallest and largest estimation of the cross section, leaving
us with a very small systematic uncertainty introduced by
the different unfolding algorithms. The differences appear in
the region between 8 and 10 MeV. The same figure shows all
six results from TALYS 1.9 calculations used as default func-
tions. It can be seen that, without special adjustments, TALYS
1.9 gives significantly higher predictions for the cross-section
than that obtained from the unfolding of our data. For this rea-
son, there is a large difference between the saturation activ-
ities measured and calculated using the cross section esti-
mated on the basis of the TALYS 1.9 calculations, as shown
by χ2 in Table 4.

The obtained average function was compared with exist-
ing experimental data from literature, which are unfortu-
nately not very abundant. Figure 12 depicts the comparison
of our results (full line) with data from different authors [16–
20], presented by symbols. Most of the data generally shows
the same trend, i.e. a growth up to 9 MeV, after which the
cross section sharply decrease. In the low-energy region, up
to about 4 MeV, our results show the same trend as the data
from Ref. [20]. This data is scattered around the line repre-
senting our data, obtained by the unfolding technique. The
biggest difference between our data and the one from Ref.
[20] is around 3 MeV, where our estimation is five times
smaller. There is still some room for improvements by using
for irradiation photon spectra with endpoint energy less then
5 MeV. It should be noted here that in low-energy region,
up to 3 MeV where the excitation of individual levels is
possible, some structural effects in the cross section curve
should be expected. It is probably a reason of the scatter of
the measurements published in reference [20]. Initial TALYS
1.9 function did not take into account the structural effects at
low energies.

In the energy region between 5 MeV and 10 MeV the
agreement between unfolding results and previous measure-
ments is much better. For example, cross-sections obtained
in this project and values published in Ref. [18], presented by
closed circles on Fig. 12, are consistent within experimental
uncertainties declared by the authors in Ref. [18] and our cor-
ridor defined by highest and lowest estimation as presented
in Fig. 11. A distinct difference appears at 9 MeV only, where
our estimation of the cross-section is 30 % lower. The point
at 5 MeV in reference [18] was determined with very large
uncertainty. Cross-section values published in reference [17],
presented by black squares at Fig. 12 differ from our results
up to 35 %. In energy region above 6.5 MeV our values are
systematically lower, however, it is interesting to note that
in measurements referred in this reference, there is no sharp
drop of the cross-section after neutron emission threshold

energy at all.The maximum of cross section function pre-
sented in this publication is at 10 MeV and minimum of the
cross section peak is in energy region between 15 MeV and 18
MeV. Authors used 63Cu(γ ,n)62Cu and absolute ionisation
chamber gor calibration and control of bremsstrahlung beam.
Authors used [33] algorithm for calculation. The results pub-
lished in the reference [16] show maximum of cross section
peak at 9 MeV, with the drop at energies higher than the
binding energy of neutrons, although not so sharp as pre-
sented in reference [18]. Values presented in this reference
(◦—in Fig. 12) are scattered around our results with a max-
imum deviation of 50 %. Authors of publication [16] used
NaI detectors for gamma spectra measurements and ionisa-
tion chamber with 7.5 cm thick aluminium walls for recon-
struction of photon flux spectra. No information related to
calculation cross section function were not presented.

To reveal possible factors, which could affect the cross-
section values obtained in this study, we can start from the
function describing the flux of the bremsstrahlung photons in
Eqs. 1 and 2. This function was obtained by simulation with
a reasonable number of incident electrons, from the point of
view of the duration of a typical GEANT4 simulation. The
amplitude of this function was calculated by normalization
based on the measured intensity of 113mIn gamma line of Eγ

= 391.7 keV in obtained spectra. This was the only way to
determine the flux of photons striking the target and, proba-
bly, some new method should be developed in a subsequent
measurement campaign. Best candidates for new normalisa-
tion procedure could be the (γ, γ ′) reaction on 11B or the
115In(γ, n)114mIn reaction.

6 Conclusions

The results presented in this work demonstrates the suc-
cessful application of the NAXSUN technique also in the
field of photonuclear reactions. We suggest that this method
has potential in reconstructing energy differential cross sec-
tions using activation data from photonuclear reactions. The
method was tested in the low-energy region, up to an end-
point energy of 10 MeV, on the example of photoactivation
of the 115In isomeric state, where it was sufficient to monitor
the intensity of only one nicely isolated gamma line in the
spectrum. If additional checks confirm the potential of this
method, one of the possible applications could be in deter-
mining the cross section functions of (γ ,xn) photonuclear
reactions with the emission of more than one neutron, for
a number of irradiated nuclei and reaction products (hav-
ing sufficiently long half-life). For now, only average cross-
sections can be found in literature for these nuclear reactions
[2,3,47,48], and there are no experimentally established
energy differential cross-sections for photonuclear reactions
with multiple neutron emission at all.
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In this paper, TALYS 1.9 calculations are used to construct
the default functions, and the question remains for future
work, whether it is possible to expand the method of deter-
mining the default function using mean values of efficient
cross section as in the case of neutron induced nuclear reac-
tions presented in our previous work [11]. This might be an
interesting attempt, although the results of this work shows
that the impact of a different choice of a default function
obtained by only one selected code on the final result is not
crucial.

In our analysis, different results were observed by three
different algorithms. Differences are the most significant
between the MAXED and the other two of the algorithms
(Figs. 7, 8, 9). The obtained results are encouraging enough,
but they also open the necessity of subsequent experimental
activities in which it will be possible to check, which of the
used unfolding codes gives the most reliable approximation
to the real cross-section value.

Although the differential cross-section of 115In(γ ,γ ′)115mIn
was not of primary interest in this project, it is worth to notice
that good agreement with previously published results was
obtained. Some of the existing measurement results are quite
different, especially at energies higher than 10 MeV [16–18],
but it has been observed that they show quite good agreement
in the energy range from 5 to 10 MeV. In the same area, our
results are fully consistent with literature data.

Data Availability Statement This manuscript has no associated data
or the data will not be deposited. [Authors’ comment: The data can be
available on request sent to the corresponding author.]
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