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A data-based Monte Carlo simulation algorithm, Geant4-GENBOD, was developed by coupling the n-body
Monte-Carlo event generator to the Geant4 toolkit, aiming at accurate simulations of speciﬁc photonuclear
reactions for diverse photonuclear physics studies. Good comparisons of Geant4-GENBOD calculations with
reported measurements of photo-neutron production cross-sections and yields, and with reported energy
spectra of the 6Li(n,α)t reaction were performed. Good agreements between the calculations and experimental
data were found and the validation of the developed program was veriﬁed consequently. Furthermore,
simulations for the 92Mo(γ,p) reaction of astrophysics relevance and photo-neutron production of
99
Mo/99mTc and 225Ra/225Ac radioisotopes were investigated, which demonstrate the applicability of this
program. We conclude that the Geant4-GENBOD is a reliable tool for study of the emerging experiment
programs at high-intensity γ-beam laboratories, such as the Extreme Light Infrastructure – Nuclear Physics
facility and the High Intensity Gamma-Ray Source at Duke University.

1. Introduction
Photonuclear reactions with emission of neutrons, protons and αparticles are of paramount importance in fundamental research and
industrial applications, such as studies of astrophysical processes
[1–3], transmutation of long-lived radionuclides [4–7], production of
medical radioisotopes [8–11], boron neutron capture therapy [12,13],
and radiography and radiotherapy [14–16]. For the production of
medical radioisotopes by photonuclear reactions, it is crucial to
estimate accurately the photonuclear yield and to obtain reliable
estimates of the speciﬁc activity for the produced radioisotopes [17].
For the purposes of radiation protection, it is essential to evaluate the
production of photo-neutrons precisely in medical diagnostics and
therapy. These photo-neutrons usually arise from energetic γ-rays
penetrating high-Z materials and may cause unintended radiation
exposure of patients and staﬀ.
Currently, Geant4 [18,19], FLUKA [20], and MCNP [21] are the
most common Monte Carlo radiation transport codes, which are used
for the photonuclear reaction studies. Geant4 allows microscopic
Monte Carlo simulations of particles interacting with the materials
and it has been widely used for predictions of the required yields,
optimizations of the experimental setups, estimates of the secondary
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eﬀects, calculations of radiation shielding, etc. However, the hadronic
model in Geant4 fails to reproduce accurately some experimental
photonuclear reaction cross-sections [22,23], which may largely restrict the Geant4-based simulations of photonuclear experiments. First
of all, it is due to the lack of suﬃcient experimental data for large-scale
benchmarking tests. In addition, the hadronic models implemented in
Geant4 were developed for general use and none of them is specialized
for speciﬁc reactions, e.g. the 9Be(p,n)9B reaction [24]. Similarly, other
simulation toolkits such as FLUKA also confront such a dilemma, even
if well-tested models are used, optimized in comparison with measurements. In short, the usage of these simulation toolkits for photonuclear
studies suﬀers limitations.
Recently, a data-based photonuclear reaction model [23] and a
new-charge exchange model [24] have been developed for accurate
simulations of photo-neutron reactions and of the proton-induced
reaction 9Be(p,n)9B, respectively, and were implemented in their local
copies of the Geant4. The main contribution of this approach is the
inclusion of photon- or proton-induced reactions by using the evaluated data, photonuclear data from ENDF/B-VII.1 [25] as the input.
The next step along this line was the development of a data-based
photonuclear reaction simulation algorithm [17], aiming to predict
accurately photo-neutron or photo-proton production and estimate the
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software framework and provides all the functionalities for addressing
big-data processing, statistical analysis, visualization and data storage.
The TGenPhaseSpace class was invoked to facilitate the aforementioned ﬁrst module. For speciﬁc photonuclear reaction, the n-body
events were generated in the CM frame. The number and the masses of
the decay products were speciﬁed and their CM energies and momentum vectors were calculated. Since the quantities of the decay products
were determined in the parent particle CM frame, we boosted to the
frame where the parent is moving, by using the velocity β of the parent
particle. The ﬁnal state particles and their kinematic distributions were
obtained accordingly and these particles were regarded as dynamic
particles in Geant4.
The second module included the input of the required photonuclear
data. The data can be taken directly from EXFOR database [38],
whenever experimental data are available. Photonuclear response can
also be calculated with EMPIRE [36] or TALYS [37]. Comparisons
between them are further needed, which enables to select reliable
photonuclear data. Then the cross-section data was written into an
external ﬁle or as a hard-coded one for further uses. Note that a linear
interpolation method was employed to calculate reaction cross-section
for arbitrary incoming photon. Afterwards, the free mean paths for
photonuclear processes were calculated.
The Geant4-GENBOD approach was used for modeling of photonuclear reactions. Results from simulations were crosschecked and
compared with the EXFOR database and with simulations within the
Geant4 toolkit, using diﬀerent approaches described earlier. The
results obtained from the Geant4-GENBOD program are hereafter
simply referred to as G4-GENBOD. The EXFOR data used for benchmarking tests are referred to as EXFOR. Simulations within the
Geant4, which use the G4PhotoNuclearProcess class and the
G4GammaNuclearReaction class, are referred to as G4PNP and
G4GNR, respectively.

speciﬁc activity of isotopes produced in photonuclear reactions [10,11].
In this work, we report a data-based Monte Carlo approach for the
studies of photonuclear reactions, which utilizes the n-body MonteCarlo event generator and standard electromagnetic package within the
Geant4 simulation toolkit. This approach uses as an input photonuclear
cross-section data from evaluated or experimental databases and aims
at accurate simulations of speciﬁc photonuclear reactions for diverse
photonuclear physics studies. The validity of this approach is veriﬁed
by accurate reproduction of experimental photo-neutron reaction
cross-sections, yields and spectral distributions within a broad energy
region covering the giant dipole resonance (GDR). The outline of the
paper is as follows. In Section 2 the simulation tools are summarized.
In Section 3 benchmark simulation results obtained with the developed
routine are presented. Potential application of this approach for
nuclear astrophysics studies and for medical radioisotope research,
related to the emerging experimental program at the Extreme Light
Infrastructure Nuclear Physics (ELI-NP) facility, is discussed in
Section 4, and the summary is provided in Section 5.
2. Simulation tools
Geant4 is an open source platform for the simulation of nuclear and
particle experiments, which includes comprehensive physics processes
and databases of particle–matter interactions. It has been thoroughly
tested and is being widely used in various scientiﬁc ﬁelds. These ﬁelds
include high energy, nuclear and accelerator physics, as well as studies
in medical and space science. More information, validations and
detailed descriptions of the software toolkit can be found at the
Geant4 website [26].
2.1. Photonuclear model in Geant4 (v4.9.6)
For the simulations of photonuclear interactions, two alternatives
are provided in Geant4 (v4.9.6). One uses the G4PhotoNuclearProcess
class [27] and the other is based on the G4GammaNuclearReaction
model [28]. Note that the G4GammaNuclearReaction is dropped from
Geant4 in release 10.0 and later. The G4PhotoNuclearProcess handles
inelastic photon scattering from nuclei. They include the
G4PhotoNuclearCrossSection class [29], providing estimates of the
total inelastic cross-sections for photonuclear interactions with nuclei
and the G4CascadeInterface class [30], which simulates ﬁnal states for
photonuclear reactions. The G4GammaNuclearReaction also invokes
the G4PhotoNuclearCrossSection class, but uses the Chiral Invariant
Phase Space Model (CHIPS) model [31] to generate the ﬁnal states for
gamma-nuclear inelastic scattering. Although these processes (models)
should be valid for photons within the energy range of 0≤Eγ < 3.5 GeV,
they have been tested only in the higher energy range 60 MeV–3 GeV
[30].

3. Results and discussions
3.1. Cross-sections of photonuclear reactions
Simulations of photo-neutron production were performed for 9Be,
Mo and 197Au. 9Be is a light nucleus, for which the photo-neutron
reaction occurs at low energies due to the low neutron separation
energy of 1.66 MeV. Experimentally, low-energy bremsstrahlung radiation and quasi-monochromatic γ-ray beams produced in the inverse
Compton scattering of laser photons have been used for such studies
[39,40]. 100Mo has been chosen from the intermediate-mass region due
to the considerably large (γ,n) reaction cross-section, and 197Au was
chosen from the heavy-mass region due to the large (γ,n) reaction
cross-section. For the computation of photonuclear reaction crosssections, a cylindrical 1.0-mm thick target with a radius of 4.5 cm
radius was considered, thus achieving approximately a semi-inﬁnite
geometry.
The results for 9Be(γ,n) and 9Be(γ,2 n) reaction cross-sections are
shown in Fig. 1. Good agreement was found between the G4-GENBOD
results and EXFOR data for the photo-neutron reaction cross-sections
in the GDR region, which corresponds to the incident photon energies
of Eγ≤35 MeV. However, large discrepancies can be observed between
the G4PNP simulations and EXFOR data for both of the (γ,n) and
(γ,2n) reaction cross-sections in the GDR region. For 9Be(γ,n) reaction,
the G4PNP results fail to reproduce the low-energy peak of the crosssection and underestimate it by up to three orders of magnitude in the
region of incident photon energies Eγ≤15 MeV. Such discrepancy is due
to an underestimation of photo-neutron production for the 9Be(γ,n)
reaction, as discussed later. For the 9Be(γ,2 n) reaction, the G4PNP
calculations underestimate the experimental values in the cross-section
region by a factor of ten. The available data for the cross-sections of
100

2.2. Geant4-GENBOD
The implementation in Geant4 a physical process includes two
modules: the ﬁrst generates the ﬁnal state particles and their kinematic
distributions, and the second calculates the reaction cross-section and
the mean free path in various materials. According to the modular
structure, Geant4-GENBOD was developed in our study.
GENBOD, W515 from CERNLIB [32], is an n-body Monte-Carlo
event generator. It uses the method of Raubold and Lynch [33] and can
generate a multi-particle weighted event within a Lorentz-invariant
Fermi phase space. The total center-of-mass (CM) energy as well as the
number and the masses of the outgoing particles are speciﬁed by the
user, but may be changed from event to event. Using the deﬁnitions of
GENBOD, the TGenPhaseSpace class [34] has been speciﬁed and
successfully implemented in ROOT [35], which is a modular scientiﬁc
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Fig. 1. Reaction cross-section for (a) the (γ, n) reaction and for (b) the (γ,2n) reactions on the Be isotope as a function of the energy of the incident photons.

partial photo-neutron reactions on 9Be, were obtained using quasimonoenergetic annihilation photon beams and neutron multiplicity sorting method. Owing to the problem associated with experimental
neutron multiplicity sorting, the partition between the extracted (γ,n)
and (γ,2n) reaction cross-sections is controversial. The G4-GENBOD
calculation was stopped at about 20 MeV, which is inherited from the
adapted experimental data for 9Be(γ,n) reaction [41]. In fact, the
contribution of (γ,n) cross-section above 20 MeV is very small, and it
thus can be ignored.
Comparison of G4-GENBOD calculations with EXFOR (γ,n) and
(γ,2n) reaction cross-section data for 100Mo and 100Au in the energy
range from few MeV to 30 MeV are shown in Figs. 2 and 3, respectively.
The G4-GENBOD calculations are in good agreements with the
experimental ones in the whole GDR region. G4PNP and G4GNR
calculations are also shown in the ﬁgures, which demonstrate that the
EXFOR data were reproduced with less accuracy by G4PNP and
G4GNR calculations. Regarding the (γ,n) reactions for both, 100Mo
and 197Au, the G4PNP results underestimate the EXFOR data by a
factor of 0.3. The G4GNR results reproduce the magnitude of the
peaked experimental cross-sections, but fail to reproduce the crosssection width. For the (γ,2n) reactions on 100Mo and 197Au, the EXFOR
data are overestimated by both of the G4PNP and G4GNR calculations
in the peak region, the discrepancy being larger for the G4GNR model.
The G4PNP calculations reproduce rather well the high-energy tail of
the cross-section. In summary, the data are described well within the
Geant4-GENBOD approach, while the G4GNR model works better for
the (γ,n) cross-section, and the G4PNP model works better for the

3.2. Neutron yield in the 9Be(γ,n)8Be reaction
Benchmark simulations of the neutron yield for 9Be(γ,n)8Be reactions were performed for validation of the Geant4-GENBOD approach.
Experimentally, an 8.96 MeV electron beam impinging on a 1.88-mm
tantalum target was used to produce bremsstrahlung γ-ray beam,
which in turn irradiated the beryllium target and triggered the
9
Be(γ,n)8Be reaction [40,42]. In Fig. 4, the photo-neutron yield is
shown as a function of the beryllium target thickness. The data
recorded by the CR-39 ﬁlms are in accordance with those by Geiger–
Müller detectors within ~10% [40]. Therefore, they are used for
comparison with the calculations. Results from G4-GENBOD and
G4PNP calculations are shown in Fig. 4.
The G4-GENBOD calculations describe well the experimental data,
while large discrepancies are observed between the data and the
G4PNP calculations. The G4PNP approach underestimates the photoneutron yields by three orders of magnitude because it does not
reproduce the experimental cross-sections for 9Be(γ,n) reaction, as
displayed in Fig. 1(a). Thus, the benchmark test suggests that the
Geant4-GENBOD model reproduces well the photo-neutron yield in
the GDR region.
3.3. Energy spectrum for the 6Li(n,α)t and 7Li(γ,α)t reactions
The Geant4-GENBOD approach was further employed to simulate
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Fig. 4. Neutron yield in the Be (γ, n) reaction vs. target thickness. Hollow squares and
triangles denote photo-neutron yields calculated with the Geant4-GENBOD and Geant4G4Photo Nuclear Process approaches, respectively. Filled circles are the experimental
data taken from Ref [40].

the energy spectra of the 6Li(n,α)t reaction products. Experimental
data for this reaction, obtained at the neutron time-of-ﬂight facility at
CERN: n_TOF, are taken from Ref [43]. A target, consisting of a
200 μg/cm2, enriched 6Li foil sandwiched between two layers of carbon
with areal density of 10 μg/cm2, was irradiated by a neutron beam. The
beam diameter was ≥2 cm diameter [43]. Silicon detectors of rectangular shape, with 6×7.5 cm2 area and 300 µm thickness, were placed
tangent to a sphere with a radius of 9.0 cm at a polar angle of 90
degrees with respect to the incident direction of the beam. The target
was placed at the center of the detector assembly. This detection
scenario was used in the simulations.
As a result of the neutron capture, 6Li disintegrates to a triton and
an alpha particle, which are detected in the experiment:
6

Li + n → 3H (2.73 MeV) + α (2.05 MeV),

low-energy tail, which reﬂects the uniform in-depth production inside
the 6Li target. The G4-GENBOD calculations are in a reasonable
agreement with the experimental observations [43]. There is a lowenergy cut in the experimental spectrum due to a 100-keV hardware
threshold. It should be noted that the simulated peak shifts slightly
relative to the experiment, which is possibly due to the fact that the
detector response was not taken into account in the calculations.
An energy spectrum for the 7Li(γ,α)t reaction products, simulated
with the Geant4-GENBOD program, is also shown in Fig. 5. In the
simulation, the sandwich-like target, consisting of 200 μg/cm2 enriched 7Li foil, which was covered by two 10 μg/cm2 carbon layers was
irradiated by a γ-beam with an energy of 7 MeV, which is much larger
than the 2.5-MeV photodisintegration reaction threshold. In the
photodisintegration of 7Li, tritons and α-particles are produced:

(1)

7

Li + γ → 3H (2.59 MeV) + α (1.94 MeV).

This is the only possible decay channel following the neutron
capture and it is free of γ-rays. The energy spectrum, measured with
the silicon detectors, is shown in Fig. 5. The spectrum has a typical
shape, and allows easy discrimination of the neuron-capture reaction
products from each other. The tritons loose a small fraction of their
energy inside the 6Li and 12C layers. As a result a peak centered at
~2.6 MeV, consistent with the value of 2.73 MeV in Eq. (1), is observed
in the experimental spectrum. The spectrum of the α-particles is much
broader, due to the larger energy losses in the target materials. It has a

(2)

The calculated energy spectrum of the reaction products of the
Li(γ,α)t photodisintegration reaction is similar to that of the 6Li(n,α)t
reaction (see Fig. 5). This is due to fact the two reactions lead to the
same reaction products with almost identical energy. This benchmark
calculation demonstrates that the developed Geant4-GENBOD algorithm is suitable for the simulations of neutron-induced nuclear
reactions, too.
7
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ﬁeld uniformity within their volume. The use of position sensitive
detectors might allow one to use PSA even for less uniform detectors,
thus making it possible to realize particle identiﬁcation. In addition,
the 92Mo(γ,α) reaction cross-section is almost three orders of magnitude lower than that of 92Mo(γ,p), and the contamination of α-particles
to the 92Mo(γ,p) reaction rate can be neglected, or can be evaluated
quantitatively by necessary simulations. Electron and photon induced
backgrounds, resulting from Compton eﬀect and pair production are
also considered in the simulation. The background event rate is rather
small [48]. The energy deposit of the background is as low as a few
hundreds keV and is not shown in Fig. 6(a). The backgrounds on silicon
detectors would be negligible, introducing a negligible threshold on
detectors.
The proton yield can be obtained by integration of the energy
spectrum of the protons, and can be studied vs. the target thickness, as
shown in Fig. 6(b). The proton yield increased with the increase in
target thickness, and reaches saturation due to the energy losses and
stopping in the target. The simulation demonstrates that at a detection
limit of 10 protons per day, cross-sections down to few nanobarns at
beam energy Eγ ~8.5 MeV can be measured for the 92Mo(γ,p) reaction.

4. Two case studies of photonuclear reactions at ELI-NP
Here we report the results of simulations for two case studies
related to the emerging experimental program of the upcoming ELI-NP
facility [44,45], a (γ,p) reaction of interest for the astrophysical pprocess and (γ,n) reactions of interest for production of medical
radioisotopes. The gamma-beam system [46] at ELI-NP will deliver
high-brilliance narrow-bandwidth γ-beams with spectral density of 104
photons/s/eV, energies up to 19 MeV, and a bandwidth of ≥0.5%.

4.1. The

92

Mo(γ,p) reaction

The astrophysical p-process is an important nucleosynthesis mechanism for production of proton-rich, stable nuclides beyond iron that
cannot be reached by s- and r-processes. It is suggested that the pprocess is responsible for the observed abundance of molybdenum and
ruthenium in solar system [47]. Photonuclear reactions are of key
interest for the understanding the nucleosynthesis p-process, and the
(γ,n), (γ,p) and (γ,α) reaction rates need be determined precisely. Such
experiments are considered at the ELI-NP facility [48,49], which is
under construction at Bucharest-Magurele, Romania, and will become
operational as a user facility in 2019.
The 92Mo(γ,p) and 92Mo(γ,α) reactions are used as a test case for
deﬁning the sensitivity limits of ELI-NP charged-particle detection
experiments. A double-layer target was used in the simulations,
consisting of a 10-μm thick enriched 92Mo foil facing the γ-beam and
a 0.266-μm thin carbon backing. A 4π array of large-area silicon strip
detectors (SSD) is under construction and will be used at ELI-NP for
charged-particle detection experiments [48]. In the simulations, the
target and the SSD array were assumed to be in a vacuum chamber,
and 300-μm thick Si detectors were considered. The energy of the
incident γ-beam was set to 15 MeV and the energy bandwidth to 1.0%,
which is a conservative value for the ELI-NP γ-ray beam.
The simulated energy spectrum for protons and α-particles, produced in the 92Mo(γ,p) and 92Mo(γ,α) reactions, is shown in Fig. 6(a).
In the spectrum, visible separation of protons from the outgoing αparticles is observed when using a thin target (e.g. 5 µm thick). For
relatively thick target, it is helpful for the production of protons, but it
has negative impacts on the disentanglements between protons and αparticles. This is caused by the considerably broadened energy spectrum of the α-particles. Pulse shape analysis (PSA) could be considered
to identify the impinging light charged particles. The PSA has proved
eﬀective down to about 2 MeV, and has been achieved with neutron
transmutation doped silicon detectors [50], guaranteeing high electric

The conditions for production of medical radioisotopes with highbrilliance γ-beams at ELI-NP [10,11,51,52] and elsewhere [8,9,53]
were studied recently. The interest in the topic is related to the
increasing demand for production of new medical radioisotopes and
the supply shortage of radioisotopes for medical uses, e.g. 99Mo/99mTc
[54]. Here, the Geant4-GENBOD program has been used to investigate
the optimal target dimensions and γ-beam parameters on achievable
speciﬁc activity of radioisotopes of medical interest.
Saturation speciﬁc activity of 99Mo/99mTc and 225Ra/225Ac radioisotopes as a function of the target geometry is shown in Fig. 7. The
saturation means the value that could be achieved after a long enough
irradiation integral, e.g. more than 5–6 times half-life of the produced
isotope. The γ-beam energy used for simulation is ≤14.7 MeV and
≤12.6 MeV, respectively. It is demonstrated that the speciﬁc activity of
the radioisotopes decreases as the target thickness increases. A
saturation speciﬁc activity of the order of 1–2 mCi/g was achieved
for thin targets (radius 1–2 mm, thickness 1 cm), assuming a γ-beam
ﬂux of 1011 photons/s at the ELI-NP facility. The value of the speciﬁc
activity is in accordance with previous estimates, using a simple Monte
Carlo simulation [17], which also takes into account experimental
cross-sections [38].
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The Geant4-GENBOD program would be used for simulation of
photonuclear experiments at high-intensity γ-beam laboratories, such
as the Pan-European ELI-NP facility at Bucharest-Magurele, Romania
[44,45] and the High Intensity Gamma-Ray Source at Duke University,
USA [55,56].
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