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Chapter 1
Introduction

Boron Neutron Capture Therapy (BNCT) is a form of radiation therapy that
exploits the high capture1 cross section of thermal neutrons2 in the non-
radioactive 10B nuclide. This reaction releases two high LET (Linear Energy
Transfer) particles, an α particle with a LET of about 150 keVµm−1 and a
7Li ion with a LET of 175 keVµm−1. The range of these particles in tissue
is similar to the cell diameter, approximately 10 µm and 4.5 µm respectively
for the α particle and 7Li ion. BNCT effectiveness depends on the possibility
to convey 10B in neoplastic cells more than in healthy ones. Hence, thermal
neutron irradiation causes a higher number of boron neutron capture reactions
within the neoplastic tissue. Moreover, the short range of the generated parti-
cles, ensures that all the energy is deposited inside the cells where the reactions
took place. Knowing the boron concentration in tumour and in normal tissues
it is thus possible to deliver a potentially therapeutic dose to the tumour while
sparing the normal tissue, by dosing the neutron fluence.

BNCT research is multidisciplinary, joining the efforts of: medical doctors,
chemists, engineers, biologists and physicists. The major focus point of this
collaboration is improving selective tumour targeting to increase therapeutic
effectiveness. To achieve this goal recent developments are focused on various
aspects, one of these is the formulation of a new 10B delivery system[2, 3, 4, 5,
6, 7, 8, 9, 10], with higher selectivity for the tumour compared to clinically used
sodium borocaptate (BSH) and boronophenylalanine (BPA). Another field of
research is the technological development to obtain suitable neutron beams
employing proton accelerators [11, 12, 13, 14]. This would be a major boost
to clinical BNCT due to the fact that an accelerator can be easily installed
and maintained inside an health care facility, if compared to the traditional

1 Boron neutron capture reaction is a prompt nuclear reaction:

10B + n =⇒

{
7Li+α ELi=1.01 MeV ; Eα=1.78 MeV (6%)
7Li∗+α+γ (0.48MeV ) ELi=0.84 MeV ; Eα=1.47 MeV (94%)

2 Neutrons with energies < 25 meV
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Figure 1.1: Total neutron cross section data [1]. The figure shows that at
thermal neutron energies, the cross section on 10B atoms is at least ≈ 100
times higher than the cross section with elements commonly found in biological
tissue.

neutron source available for BNCT: the research nuclear reactors. Along with
the development of new 10B carriers and more efficient neutron beams another
area of research is devoted to improve and uniformate the description of clinical
outcome as a function of the dose delivered to patients. Dosimetry in BNCT
is a fundamental yet complex issue due to the fact that the radiation field is
mixed, being made up of charged particles produced by neutron capture in
10B and in 14N, protons due to neutron scattering in H and gamma rays form
the primary beam and from radiative neutron capture in H. Therefore, many
groups are working on new models to express BNCT dose in a way that it can be
compared coherently with radiation dose delivered in photon-therapy [15, 16].
Together with on-line boron concentration measuring techniques a more refined
BNCT dosimetry can improve the outcome of the clinical treatments [17, 18].

The most clinically used boronated formulation is boronophenylalanine
(BPA) [19, 20], in Figure (1.2) the BPA molecular structure is represented.
The uptake of BPA in the tumor is promoted by the increase of amino acid
transport through the membrane of the tumoral cell. Therefore, it is absorbed
by cells through an active process and selectively internalized in tumoral cells
[21]. The selectivity of BPA permits to perform effective BNCT with sub-
stantial sparing of the normal tissues. BPA major disadvantage is the low
solubility in water, which is due to hydrogen bonds that tend to aggregate
BPA into a crystalline structure [22], which hinders a greater boron uptake in
cancer tissue. As higher concentration ratios between tumor and healthy tissue
would allow shorter and more effective neutron irradiations, for this reasons,

2



1.1. BNCT research activities in Pavia

Figure 1.2: Molecular structure of boronphenylalanine. It’s structure is formed
by a boron atom bound with an amino acid called phenylalanine.

new boron delivery agents more effective than BPA in conveying boron to the
tumor tissue are being studied. The characteristics of an ideal boronated drug
for BNCT should be:

• Low toxicity for healthy cells;

• High selectivity for tumour cells;

• Capacity of accumulate in tumour a sufficient boron concentration and
with a uniform distribution inside nodules;

• Rapid clearance from blood and normal tissues and persistence in tu-
mour;

• Capacity to cross the mebrane and penetrate inside cells (i.e. being not
too hydrophobic nor too lipo-phobic).

1.1 BNCT research activities in Pavia

The BNCT group in Pavia is presently active in various frontiers of BNCT
research; one of these aspects deals with the assessment of new boron carri-
ers to explore the potentiality of BNCT for osteosarcoma[23], mesothelioma
and diffused thoracic tumors[24]. The feasibility of BNCT mediated by one
of these new formulations is studied by in-vitro and in-vivo studies. Boron
uptake measurements for different boronated substances are performed by dif-
ferent techniques such as: Alpha Spectroscopy (AS) and Quantitative Neutron
Capture Radiography (QNCR).

The tumours that have been studied as potential target for BNCT are
hepatic metastates from colon adenocarcinoma, disseminated lung petastases,
malignant pleural mesotelioma and limb osteosarcoma. In particular, cell cul-
tures of murine osteosarcoma have been used to prove the effectiveness of new

3



1. Introduction

formulations to concentrate boron inside cells. New carriers developed at the
Universities of Florence, Novara, Potenza, Padua are being tested: prelim-
inary measurements demonstrate that new systems based on liposomes and
gold nanoparticles functionalized with 10B show a higher uptake in osteosar-
coma cell cultures[23] with respect to BPA. The next step is the assessment
of the pharmacokinetics of the most performing formulations, that is the be-
haviour of boron concentration in normal tissues and in osteosarcoma as a
function of the time. The information obtained from the pharmacokinetics is
then used to set the optimal time that must elapse between the administration
of the boron carrier and the neutron irradiation.

A second field of research addressed in Pavia is the tailoring of neutron
beams, suited for clinical BNCT. The optimal neutron energy spectrum for
BNCT depends on the depth of the tumor. For shallow tumors the appropriate
energy is the thermal energy range3, while for deep seated cancers the correct
energy is epithermal4. In both cases the final neutron beam should have low
contamination of fast neutron and gamma rays: these components in fact
deliver a non-selective background dose to the patients that must be lowered
as much as possible. Up to date, the only adequate neutron source for BNCT
have been research nuclear reactors, capable of ensuring a sufficiently high flux
of neutrons even after moderation and collimation. Today, the technology is
ready to obtain high neutron fluxes employing proton or deuteron accelerators
coupled with beryllium or lithium targets, through the (p/d,n) reactions [16].

To design a proper BSA able to tailor an effective beam, particle transport
Monte Carlo codes are used, in particular MCNP[25]. Traditionally, the crite-
ria to evaluate the performance of a beam for clinical application were based
on physical parameters concerning the neutron flux in the energy range of in-
terest for the treatment, and the dose due to the unwanted components of fast
neutrons and gamma radiation ??. However, more recently, the evaluation of
the performance of a beam, has been faced form another point of view, that
is based on the capacity to achieve a uniform and sufficient dose distribution
inside a tumour when the surrounding normal tissues receive a dose below their
tolerance levels. This means that the physical characterization of a neutron
beam is not sufficient per se to ensure a good results in a treatment: on the
contrary, it is necessary to simulate a treatment planning with a realistic clin-
ical situation and evaluate the Dose Volume Histograms for the organs at risk
and for the target. In this work, the computational tool employed to perform
BNCT treatment planning is NCTPlan [26] a code developed by MIT/CNEA
(USA and Argentina), able to transform a CT scan into a voxelized model to
be used as an input for MCNP. Furthermore, it is able to process the output
of the dosimetry and to superimpose the dose to the CT geometry. Finally,
another tool developed by CNEA (Argentina) has been used to calculate DVH:
DVHTool.

3 < 0.5 eV
4 0.5 eV < E < 10 keV

4



1.2. BNCT of Osteosarcoma

1.2 BNCT of Osteosarcoma

This dissertation develops in the framework of a project aiming to treat Os-
teosarcoma with BNCT. Osteosarcoma is a tumor that still represents a chal-
lenge due to its high malignancy associated to the fact that it is most frequent
in children and young population. It is the most common kind of primary
bone tumor, developing in the connective tissue where it produces osteoid
cells[27]. It is a malignant tumor of connective tissue within which the tumor
cells produce osteoid cells. The statistical distribution of this tumor with age
is roughly parallel to skeletal growth. Therefore it is most frequent in late
childhood or early adolescence, reaching a peak of incidence of 25 cases per
million persons at the age of 15 years[27]. On average, malignant bone tumors
account for 3-5% of cancers diagnosed in children under 15 years of age[28]
and 7-8% of those in adolescents aged 15-19 years in western populations[29].
Taking into account a 5-year survival rate, adolescents have a lower survival
rate than children. Moreover, bones having the fastest rates of growth, such
as the limbs bones, have the highest probability to be hit. When osteosarcoma
appears much earlier than the second decade, or after the cessation of the
skeletal growth, it is often associated with other osseous abnormalities, that
can be due to genetic predisposition or can be correlated to ionizing radiation
exposure[30]. Osteosarcoma is characterized by an infiltrative growth and lack
of cleavage planes between healthy and neoplastic tissue. Both features act as
important risk factors for local recurrence because they introduce a difficulty
in the total removal of the malignancy during the surgery[31].

A common feature of osteosarcoma is the predisposition to produce variable
amounts of cartilage matrix and fibrous tissue. Sometimes, the growth of
the cartilage matrix and the fibrous tissue dominates the expansion of the
tumor tissue. In these cases it can be a challenge to make the right diagnosis.
Symptoms can vary from patient to patient, although the most frequent is
pain, which can persist for weeks or months. On the other hand, the most
common visible manifestation is a solid inflamed mass, that can cause the loss
of function of the associated limb. Any of these symptoms should be cause
of further clinical investigation. In most instances the diagnosis can be made
from conventional radiographies, as shown in Figure 1.3.

Osteosarcoma can give rise to lung metastases, usually about 2 years after
the first diagnosis, and this fact lowers sensibly the 5-years survival rate. A
bad prognosis is very probable also in case of local reoccurrence of the tu-
mor. Prior to 1970, amputation was the only surgical treatment available
for osteosarcoma, and 80 % of patients died of metastatic disease mainly of
the lungs [32]. These historical cases led to the conclusion that more than
80% of patients without radiologic evidence of metastases at diagnosis had
subclinical micro-metastases. This assumption was the basis for the adoption
of chemotherapy protocols over the past four decades, which have led to a
significant increase in the overall survival rate [33].

With the introduction of adjuvant chemotherapy the 5-years survival rate

5



1. Introduction

❆ ❇

Figure 1.3: A, Lateral radiograph of the distal femur demonstrates typical
radiographic features of osteosarcoma. Radiodense, cloudy bone lies within an
ill-defined radiolucency of the femoral metadiaphysis. The arrows delimit a
very large soft tissue mass containing bone matrix. B, Lateral radiograph in a
different case demonstrating a very large extraosseous, radiodense mass that
contains extensively interrupted periosteal “streamers,” forming a “sunburst”
periosteal reaction[30].

was increased to 60%, although the cure rate is about 30%[34, 35, 36]. Adju-
vant chemotherapy allows the neutralization of microscopic tumor masses not
visible during surgery, thus decreasing the probability of local recurrence or
metastasis. Moreover, osteosarcoma is a radioresistant tumor and the conven-
tional radiotherapy is used only for palliative purposes, although local irradi-
ation with high doses in one fraction have been administered in some clinical
trials [37, 38]. The result of the treatment, with chemotherapy and surgery, of
non-metastatic osteosarcoma has reached a plateau. The 5 year disease free
survival of ≈ 65% can be expected. There is a need of new active drugs, but
at the same time, different approaches have to be planned [39].

For all these reasons, there is place for a research dedicated to find and
validate a new therapeutical approach to improve the clinical outcome of os-
teosarcoma. The selective targeting of tumor cells achievable by BNCT could
be a valid option. Anyway BNCT would not be necessarily an alternative to
surgery and chemotherapy, but an adjuvant treatment able to inactivate the
tumor cells surviving the standard treatments and potential cause of recur-
rence and metastasis. Thanks to this possibility, the surgery itself may be less
aggressive, with a substantial improvement of quality of life.

The employ of BNCT as an integrative technique to treat osteosarcoma can
be achieved with some adjustments in the administration ways of the boron
carrier or by the use of new boronated compounds, in a way to meet the

6



1.3. Summary of the Thesis

therapeutic requirements and hence offer a new curative option to a highly
malignant disease.

1.3 Summary of the Thesis

In this work different aspects of BNCT research will be covered starting, in
Chapter 2, from the development and set-up of a nuclear track detector for
boron concentration measurements. Here it is shown that it is possible to
reduce the overall time to obtain boron concentration measurements from bio-
logical samples with respect to the set-up previously adopted. The new system
was then adapted to evaluate the spatial boron concentration in a tissue sam-
ple. This was achieved by automating the image acquisition process through a
software that manages the motorized table connected to the microscope. This
technique is very useful to visualize the selective uptake in tumour especially
when the tissue section comprises both healthy areas and tumour nodules.
With this technique the boron concentration map can be overlapped with an
histological image. Hence it is easy to view if boron actually concentrates in the
neoplastic tissue and it helps in separating the concentration measurements in
healthy areas and tumoral regions. Finally another important parameter that
can be retrieved is the uniformity of boron concentration in the neoplastic tis-
sue, which is fundamental for the outcome of clinical BNCT. The uniformity
of boron distribution in the tumoral volume and the boron concentration pat-
tern at cellular level are as important as the mean born concentration in the
tumour. Moreover the same boron concentration gives different outcome on
different tissues. This may be due to interplay of the boron distribution at
cellular level and the cell morphology of the affected tissue. This subject is
covered in Chapter 3, where simulations with Geant4 are performed to study
the energy deposition distribution of alpha particles and lithium ions when
varying the boron distribution and cellular morphology. Together with the
energy pattern in the nucleus from boron neutron capture reactions also the
nucleus hit probability is evaluated. These two pieces of information are re-
lated to the cell survival subject to the BNCT mixed radiation field. The work
exposed in Chapter 3 wants to study if there are some patterns, in the energy
deposit and nucleus hit, that might justify a difference in response to BNCT
in distinct tissues and boron distribution at cellular level.

Boron is not the only actor in BNCT, neutron are as important. In partic-
ular, a uniform thermal neutron field in the target volume is needed. In the
past years many neutron beams were developed from nuclear reactors. From
the experience of the various groups treating especially brain tumours, the
optimal neutron energy was set around 10 keV. However, more recent stud-
ies based on treatment planning simulations using CT scans of real patients
affected by lung tumours demonstrated that for such deep-seated cancers the
ideal energy is peaked towards 1 keV [40]. The same holds for knee osteosar-
coma. Such a beam can now be obtained from an accelerator neutron source.

7



1. Introduction

In Chapter 4 the tailoring of an epithermal Accelerator Based BNCT neutron
source is shown. Based on the RFQ accelerator designed and manufactured by
INFN in Italy, able to deliver a proton current of 30 mA, thus producing a very
high neutron flux at the Be target. Here an initial introduction to accelerator
based neutron sources is presented, followed by the design of the Beam Shap-
ing Assembly to produce an epithermal beam. The different configurations
have been analysed both from the point of view of their physical parameters
(compared to the suggested IAEA values) and from the point of view of their
performance in the treatment of a real osteosarcoma. A final summary of the
obtained results is shown in the conclusive Chapter 5.

8



Chapter 2
Boron Measurments

The development of new 10B delivery systems, with higher selectivity for
the tumor with respect to clinically used sodium borocaptate (BSH) and
boronophenylalanine (BPA), will trigger future improvements in clinical out-
comes of Boron Neutron Capture Therapy[41]. A 10B concentration measuring
technique for biological samples is needed in order to evaluate the performance
of new boronated formulations. The most common one is Prompt Gamma Neu-
tron Activation Analysis (PGNAA)[42, 43], a radio-analytic technique which
exploits the 0.478 MeV γ ray that is emitted from the excited

7
Li in 93.9% of

the capture reactions. With a facility dedicated to BNCT, it is usually pos-
sible to measure few ppms of 10B in relatively large samples (0.5 cm3) with
irradiation times of some minutes. Anyhow, to measure low boron concentra-
tions in small samples it is necessary to increase the measurement time. This
technique is limited by the relatively high dimensions and the heterogeneity
of the analyzed samples. In this case, the concentration that is obtained from
the measurement procedure is an average value that cannot represent the up-
take of the various cell fractions of the sample, such as viable tumor cells,
healthy cells, necrosis, fibrosis and so on. The same problem is shared by
other measurement methods such as ICP-AES (Inductively-Coupled Plasma-
Atomic Emission Spectrometry), which allows measuring concentrations in the
range 0.2–70 ng/g [44].

We developed two boron concentration measuring techniques at the Triga
Mark II nuclear reactor in Pavia : Alpha Spectrometry1 (AS)[45, 46] and
Quantitative Neutron Capture Radiography (QNCR) [47]. The latter was
recently improved, to ensure higher accuracy and optimized efficiency when a
high number of samples is analyzed.

The QNCR technique exploits Solid State Nuclear Track Detectors (SS-

1The Alpha Spectroscopy is a macroscopic boron measuring technique, where thin slices
of tissue samples are irradiated in front of a Silicon detector that collects the charged particles
produced by neutron interaction in the tissue. The spectrum is then analyzed and the boron
content calculated.

9



2. Boron Measurments

NTD)2, the one used in this work is CR-39 [49] which is based on polyal-
lyldiglycol carbonate. The science of SSNTD was born in 1958 when D.A.
Young discovered the first tracks in a crystal of LiF [50], produced by the
fission fragments of uranium that had damaged the crystal. The damaged re-
gions are more active than the surrounding undamaged areas if exposed to a
chemical attack. Therefore, by opportunely etching the SSNTD, the track di-
mensions in the etched material are increased and become visible. The map of
the tracks is acquired by a microscope connected to a computer and the tracks
are then counted using specific software; for more details on this technique see
Section 2.1.

In our first QNCR set-up [47] a suitable calibration curve and a sufficient
resolution were achieved; however, there was still potential for improvements.
Firstly it was necessary to reduce the time of the overall procedure, determined
by an etching time longer than 2 hours. This would increase the efficiency of the
set-up and possibly opening the road to quasi-online blood boron concentration
measurements. Secondly, in order to reduce the background signal, a better
selection of the tracks left on the SSNTD by 7Li and α particles had to be
achieved. The latter condition would simplify the data acquisition, avoiding
the implementation of a complex morphological track selection algorithm that
was previously necessary to reject the tracks due to protons3. Furthermore, this
would improve the resolution of the measurement. These goals were reached
employing PEW404 as a chemically etching solution at 70 oC, instead of the
NaOH solution previously used. This set-up decreased the etching time from
2 hours to 10 minutes. Moreover only tracks from 7Li and α ions are thus
detected, decreasing by consequence, the relative error of the calibration from
7% at 1σ of C.L to 5% at 1σ of C.L.

To further exploit the features of autoradiography, another QNCR tech-
nique was set-up to perform a quantitative imaging of the 10B distribution in a
biological tissue sample[51]. These images can then be compared to histologi-
cal preparation of contiguous tissue sections in order to demonstrate that 10B
concentrates in the tumor with respect to the normal tissue. This quantitative
imaging was attained by merging adjacent pictures throughout a scan of the
area where the sample was fixed on the SSNTD. The tracks of each image were
then analyzed with the QNCR set-up reported in Section 2.2.4. Consequently
it was possible to reassemble the image of the whole sample outlining the 10B
concentration distribution.

The QNCR set-up was then validated by comparing the outcome of boron
concentration measurements, of the same sample, with alpha-spectrometry
(AS) results[46]. Moreover, through a collaboration with a group working at
Comisión Nacional de Enerǵıa Atómica (CNEA, Argentina), tissue and cell

2These kind of detectors were recently used to display boron at cellular level [48]
3In biological tissues protons with an energy of 590keV are produced by the neutron

capture reaction on Nitrogen: 14N(n,p)14C
4 PEW40 is a solution composed by: KOH, C2H5OH and H2O. With a mass percentage

of respectively: 0.15%, 0.4% and 0.45% .
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samples treated with BPA (following a routine administration protocol.) are
being measured by QNCR and AS in Pavia and by ICP-AES, ICP-MS and
QNCR with different films in Buenos Aires. Results show that all the cited
techniques are consistent for 10B concentration measurements.

This improved neutron autoradiography method was then applied to 10B
concentration measurements in tissues from small animals and cell cultures
treated with new carriers, in the frame of the BNCT feasibility study for os-
teosarcoma [23]. The experiments were carried out testing three categories of
carriers: gold nano-particles, liposomes, polymeric nano-particles and BPA5.
In particular, 10B loaded liposomes and BPA were administered to Sprague-
Dawley rats bearing osteosarcoma. After treatment, healthy muscle and tumor
mass were explanted and prepared for QNCR and AS. The results concerning
boron biodistribution obtained in these tissues are presented and discussed
here. Boron biodistribution obtained in vivo will be used in the following part
of the experiment, consisting in in vivo irradiation of rats with osteosarcoma to
test BNCT efficacy in tumor remission and BNCT toxicity for healthy tissues.

This chapters begins with a brief description of the principles of Autoradiog-
raphy, also introducing the past work done in Pavia, followed by the description
of the present QNRC set-up.

2.1 Introduction to Neutron Autoradiography

The neutron autoradiography is a non destructive technique that allows verify-
ing the presence of nuclei like Li, B, N, O in samples deposited on the detector.
It is also used to point out defects in materials. Our goal was to measure the
concentration of 10B inside samples of biological materials that can be solid
(tissues or cells) or liquid (urine, blood, culture medium). The neutron capture
on 10B produces directly ionizing particles, which are detectable by a sensitive
film where the sample is directly deposited. This method is known as neutron
induced autoradiography. During the irradiation, ionizing particles are pro-
duced like: photons, e-, e+, p, α and heavy charged ions. Hence, the film used
as detector should be sensitive only to the radiation of interest.

The limit of this technique is the thickness of the sample that can be
studied, which is less than the range of the particle in the sample material that
is studied. An advantage of the technique is that there is no need to develop
a collimated neutron beam. The only requirement is that the thermal neutron
field is uniform on the entire sample. The thermal column of the Triga Mark
II reactor is a suitable facility for the autoradiography of biological samples, in
fact they can be irradiated in an uniform thermal neutron field. The common
neutron capture reactions and their characteristics are summarized in Table
2.1.

5BPA was taken as a reference, since it is the standard boronated formulation used in
clinical BNCT.
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2. Boron Measurments

Nuclear
reactions

Cross section
(barn)

En=25 meV

Emitted particles
Type Proportion Energy

(%) (MeV)

Q Value
(MeV)

6Li (n, α) 3H 954
3H 100 2.73
α 100 2.05

4.8

10B (n, α) 7Li 3842

7Li 6 1.78
α 6 1.01

7Li 94 0.84
α 94 1.47

2.8

14N (n, p) 14C 1.75
14C 100 0.042
p 100 0.584

0.63

17O (n, α) 14C 0.23
14C 100 0.404
α 100 1.410

1.8

Table 2.1: Possible reactions that can be seen by the neutron capture radiog-
raphy (NCR).
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2.1. Introduction to Neutron Autoradiography

After the irradiation, the films must be etched in order to visualize the
tracks produced by the ionizing particles in the detector. The etching pa-
rameters determine if different particles can be recognized on the basis of the
dimensions of the tracks as explained below.

The autoradiography was used to analyze the concentration of 10B inside
the cell samples, treated with different boron carriers. As the charged particles
involved are protons, alpha and lithium ions, it was necessary to study how the
tracks are formed inside the sensitive film, depending on the type of particles
and on their energy as a function of the etching time. The track formation
inside a SSNTD is based on the fact that heavy charged particles produce an
high spatial density of ionization when they pass through a material 6.

The primary ionizing process triggers a series of new chemical processes
that result in the creation of free radicals and other chemical species. These
species are grouped along the path of the charged particle, and this damaged
zone is called a latent track.

If a piece of material containing latent tracks is exposed to some chemically
aggressive solution, chemical reactions are more intense along the latent tracks.
Aqueous solutions of NaOH or KOH are the most frequently used chemical
solutions employed for this purpose. The overall effect is that the chemical
solution etches the whole surface of the detector, but with a faster rate in
the damaged region. In this way, a hole in correspondence of the track is
formed, and it can be seen under an optical microscope. This procedure is
called “detector etching” or track visualization, and the effect itself is called
the “track effect”. Only the dielectric materials show the track effect, since
in conductors and semiconductors materials the recombination dominates and
the tracks are unstable, thus preventing their clear visualization.[53].

The track effect inside a SSNTD is relatively straightforward. Even if there
are many theories explaining the track formation mechanism, the damaging of
the material can be basically reconstructed by describing the different stages of
the particle interaction with the material. The first stage is known as“physical”
phase, which lasts a few picoseconds. At this time, while slowing down, the
primary ionizing particle creates ionizations and excitations close to its path.
The secondary particles produced also deposit their energy and generate a
series of other excitation and ionization. Some of these may go further away
from the initial particle path creating the so-called delta rays. Excluding the
delta rays, most ionizations and damaged molecules are created close to the
particle track.

The second stage is the “chemical” phase, which lasts few microseconds.
During this period of time the damaged area, where the particle has crossed
the SSNTD, gets back to chemical equilibrium. The excited molecules interact
to produce new chemical species, producing an inhomogeneity in the material,

6For example: an alpha particle with 1.5 MeV creates about 40.000 ion pairs in tissue
equivalent material. Since the range of those alpha particle is about 10µm it means that 4
ion pairs on average are created per nanometer..
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2. Boron Measurments

where the etching solution interacts in a stronger way compared to the undam-
aged detector areas. However, it is difficult to say which chemical species are
produced and the nature of the damage is not entirely known, although some
theories have been developed in order to understand these processes[54].

The track structure inside the material depends on the type of the particle
and on its energy. The only particles that can produce a track in the SSNTD
are heavy charged particles, that interact mostly through the Coulomb force
with the electrons of the material. The collisions with the atomic nuclei and
the loss of energy through bremsstrahlung or Cherenkov radiation can be ne-
glected. Taking into account only the interactions with the atomic electrons,
it is known that for every excitation the primary particle looses on average ≈
30 eV [55], that is 10−5 to 10−6 times the particle energy (assuming that the
particle is in the MeV region). Thereafter, the slowing down of the particle can
be considered as continuous, and it can be described by the stopping power dE

dx
,

where dE is the energy lost in the distance dx. The first expression of the stop-
ping power was given by Bohr [56] and was a classical treatment of the particle
interaction with a free electron, taking into account an impact parameter and
the classical radius of the atom. Later on, the stopping power expression was
modified, firstly by Bethe [57], who introduced the quantum effects, and in a
second moment by Bloch, who added the relativistic effects [58]. Hence, the
final well-known Bethe-Bloch expression for the stopping power was given as:

− dE

dx
=

Z2e4

4πε20m0v2
N

[
ln

2m0v
2Wmax

Ī2 (1− β2)
− 2β2 − δ − U

]
(2.1)

Where Z is the charge of the incident particle, v its velocity, β = v/c, m0 the
rest mass of the electron, N the number of electrons per volume, I the average
excitation potential of electrons in the stopping material, Wmax the maximal
value of transferred energy of electron, δ the correction for polarization of the
material and U takes into account the shell structure of the atom. The stopping
power given in the above equation takes into account only the collisions with
the electrons, neglecting the ones with the nuclei.

Although Bethe-Bloch stopping power formula is widely used, there is a
strong limitation to its applicability since further corrections have to be taken
into account. One of the most important corrections must be made at low ener-
gies, where the ion can capture electrons from the material, therefore changing
the amount of energy deposited per path. This event can be considered in the
Bethe-Bloch equation by introducing an effective charge Zeff .

Nowadays,softwares are available for the calculation of the stopping power
and the range of charged particles in different media. One of the most widely
used is SRIM (Stopping and Range of Ions in Matter), a collection of software
packages which calculate many features of the transport of ions in matter
developed by Ziegler et al. [59, 60].
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2.1. Introduction to Neutron Autoradiography

there is not a single complete theory that satisfactorily explains track formation and calculates the
parameters related to the tracks.

The simplest case of track development refers to that when the incident particle enters a detector
under normal incidence with respect to the detector surface as shown in Fig. 1. In this figure, I is the
initial detector surface, I0 is the surface after the etching, Vt is the etch rate along the particle trajectory
(track etch rate), Vb is the etch rate of the undamaged regions of the detector (bulk etch rate), O is the
entrance point and E is the end point of a particle in the detector material, and OE = R is the particle
range in the detector material. The distance between I and I0 is equal to h, i.e., the thickness of the layer
removed by etching, L0 is the total distance traveled by the etching solution along the particle track, and
L is the track depth.

In one aspect, track development is analogous to wave propagation. According to the Huygen’s
principle, each point in the wave front is the source of a new spherical wave. In the case of the track
development, a hemisphere with a radius h = Vbt (t is the etching time) is formed around each point on
the detector surface, except in the direction of the particle path where the etching progresses with the
rate Vt.

Track development is governed by the ratio V = Vt/Vb and track formation is not possible if V is
smaller than or equal to 1. In other words, the condition V > 1 must be fulfilled to form a track. The
angle d in Fig. 1 is called the local developing angle.

From the similarity of triangles in Fig. 1, it can be observed that:

sin d ¼ 1

V
(2.1)

As mentioned earlier, the etching progresses in all directions with the rate Vb except along the particle
path where the etching goes with the rate Vt. In three dimensions, the track is a cone with the
developing angle d, which is obtained by rotation of the track wall around the particle path. The circle
A in Fig. 1 represents the revolution of a point on the track wall around the particle path. During
etching, the track wall moves parallel to itself.

There are different phases of the track development which will be discussed later in details. The
geometry of the track development has been considered by a number of authors (e.g., [24–34]).

2.2. Geometry of track development for constant Vt

2.2.1. Constant Vt and normal incidence
Recalling the analogy between track development and wave propagation according to the

Huygen’s principle, track development can be visualized as something similar to the wave formation
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Fig. 1. Geometry of the track development. The incident angle is normal with respect to the detector surface, and Vt is
constant.Figure 2.1: Geometry of the track development. The incident angle is normal

with respect to the detector surface, and Vt is constant.

2.1.1 The action of the etching

The etching of the SSNTD can be described considering that the damage
occurs along a straight line. To date, there are many theories that describe
the physical aspect of the track formation. However, none of them manages to
explain exhaustively the track formation in a way to classify different particles
with parameters connected to the damage of the SSNTD. The problem of the
track development during the etching will be thus treated in its geometrical
aspects.

Starting the geometrical description from the easiest case, the incident
particle is assumed to enter under normal incidence with respect to the detector
surface, as shown in Figure (2.1). In this figure, I is the initial detector surface,
I ′ is the surface after the etching, Vt is the etch rate along the particle trajectory
(track etch rate), Vb is the etch rate of the undamaged regions of the detector
(bulk etch rate), O is the entrance point and E is the end point of a particle
in the detector material, and OE = R is the particle range in the detector
material. The distance between I and I ′ is equal to h, i.e., the thickness of
the layer removed by etching, L′ is the total distance traveled by the etching
solution along the particle track, and L is the track depth.

The track development is characterized by two parameters: the bulk etch
rate Vb and the track etch rate Vt. These quantities describe the development
of the etching during a period of time t. It can be assumed that tracks devel-
opment is analogous to wave propagation. Just as Huygen’s principle, stating
that each point in the wave front is the source of a new spherical wave, each
point on the surface of the detector can be assumed to generate an “etching”
front with radius h = Vb · t. This happens all over the surface, except in the
direction of the particle path, where the etching progresses with the rate Vt.
Moreover, the track develops only when the ratio V=Vt/Vb is higher than 1.
This follows from the fact that the etch rate of the undamaged material should
be less than the etch rate along the track of the particle. As shown in Figure
2.1 the local development angle δ can be defined as:
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2. Boron Measurments

sin δ =
1

V
(2.2)

where the track develops forming a cone. The wall of the cone will expand
with the same etching rate of the bulk, in the direction parallel to the wall
surface.

2.1.2 Geometry of track development for constant Vt

Recalling Figure (2.1) and the analogy between track development and wave
propagation, according to the Huygen’s principle, the track development for
normal incidence can be considered in two dimensions, where the track depth
L is given by:

L = (Vt − Vb) t (2.3)

where t is the etching time. Moreover, it can be seen that:

tan δ =
D

2L
=

h√
L′2 − h2

(2.4)

by combining the previous equations, the diameter of the track opening is
given:

D = 2h

√
V − 1

V + 1
(2.5)

If V � 1, from the previous equations :

D ∼= 2h (2.6)

Based on EQ. (2.6), an indirect method for bulk etch rate measurements was
developed. If the track etch rate is very large, which is the case when heavy ions
or fission products are used for the irradiation, the removed layer is directly
related to the track-opening diameter which is easily measurable. Since h =
Vbt, it is easy to calculate Vb.

Once the etchant has reached the end of the track, point E in Figure (2.1),
the etching progresses in all directions with the same rate Vb, and the corre-
sponding track becomes “over-etched”. A sphere is now formed around the
point E, and the shape of the track becomes a cone jointed with a sphere.
With prolonged etching, the spherical part is enlarged and the conical part
becomes smaller and smaller. Finally, if the etching lasts sufficiently long, the
whole track will become spherical. The contrast of a spherical track is lost and
the track might be seen with difficulties or might even become invisible.

In the cases studied in this thesis, normal incidence is not a real condi-
tion, the particles generated during the neutron irradiation of the sample are
uniformly distributed on the entire solid angle. In these conditions the track
opening becomes elliptical. The ellipse is characterized by its major axis D
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2.1. Introduction to Neutron Autoradiography

in Fig. 2). The contrast of a spherical track is lost and the track might be seen with difficulties or might
even become invisible.

2.2.2. Constant Vt and oblique incidence
In most realistic applications, the incident particles strike the detector with oblique incidence

instead of normal incidence. A typical example is the irradiation of a detector by alpha particles
emitted by radon and its progeny, where all incident angles are possible. Another example is
irradiation by cosmic rays. It is therefore important to describe track growth for oblique incidence.

This problem was considered in detail by Somogyi and Szalay [25]. The cross-section between a
track in the conical phase and the post-etching surface is an ellipse and the corresponding track
opening is elliptical. The ellipse is characterized by its major axis D and its minor axis d. These two
parameters are important characteristics of a track opening for oblique incidence. If the track is over-
etched, the post-etching surface might cut both the elliptical and spherical parts of the track wall. In
this case, the track-opening contour is a complex curve that consists of an ellipse and a circle jointed at
some points. With prolonged etching, the spherical part of the track wall, and thus the circular part of
the track opening, are enlarged. Finally, the track becomes totally spherical and the opening becomes
completely circular.

According to Somogyi and Szalay [25], during the etching, the major axis of the track opening
passes through three phases, while the minor axis develops through two phases. Analytical formulas
for the major axis in the three phases (D1,D2 andD3) and those for the minor axis in the two phases (d1
and d2) were derived and expressed in terms of removed layer h. The conditions for transition from one
phase to another were also derived in terms of h. Somogyi and Szalay [25] also denoted different
phases of axis development as D1, D2 and D3 or d1 and d2. The different phases of track development
for a particle striking the detector under oblique incidence are shown in Fig. 3. Here, the incident angle
u is measured with respect to the detector surface, and h0 is the removed layer when the etchant reaches
the end point E of the particle path.

In the first phase, D1, the opening contour is an ellipse; in the third phase,D3, the opening is fully
circular; while in the second phase, D2, it is a transition between the two, i.e., the contour opening is a
partial ellipse jointed to a partial circle. In the phase d1, the opening is elliptical and the minor axis is
the minor axis of the ellipse. In the phase d2, the opening contour is a circle and the minor axis is the
radius of the circle.
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Fig. 3. Phases of track development for oblique incidence.

Figure 2.2: Phases of track development for oblique incidence.

and its minor axis d. These two parameters are important characteristics of
a track opening for oblique incidence. If the track is over- etched, the post-
etching surface might cut both the elliptical and spherical parts of the track
wall. In this case, the track-opening contour is a complex curve that consists
of an ellipse and a circle jointed at some points. With prolonged etching, the
spherical part of the track wall, and thus the circular part of the track open-
ing, are enlarged. Finally, the track becomes totally spherical and the opening
becomes completely circular.

Geometry of track development for variable Vt

In the previous section the theoretical approach of track growth for a constant
Vt was considered. In the real case Vt is variable in most cases, thus the track
wall cannot be described as a regular cone anymore, and the track is now a
semi-conical surface as shown in Figure (2.3). The cross-section between the
post-etching detector surface and the track is now more complex than a simple
ellipse, depending on the removed layer, the range of the particles and Vt. The
description of this situation is beyond the purpose of this thesis, a deepening
of these concepts can be found in the article by Nikezic et al. [55].

Bulk etch rate and track etch rate

The bulk etch rate Vb is the rate at which the undamaged surface of the detector
is removed by the etching. Due to the chemical reaction between the etching
solution (etchant) and the detector material, some molecules of the detectors
are removed even if there is no track. The final effect is the removal of a layer
of material from the detector surface.

For the CR-39 films used in this work, the Vb measurement, was done by
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2. Boron Measurments

The formulas for calculating the major and minor axes of the track opening, and the conditions of
validation are summarized by the following equations [25]:

d1 ¼ 2h

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

V sin u " 1

V sin u þ 1

r

for 0 $ h $ h1 ¼
R

V
þR sin u (2.6)

d2 ¼ D3 for h1 $ h (2.7)

D1 ¼ 2h

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

V2 " 1
p

V sin u þ 1
for 0 $ h $ H1 ¼

R

V
þR

V sin u " 1

V " sin u þ cos u
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

V2 " 1
p (2.8)

D2 ¼
1

2
ðD1 þ D3Þ þ R" hV

V sin u þ 1

" #

cos u for

H1 $ h $ H2 ¼
R

V
þR

V sin u " 1

V " sin u " cos u
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

V2 " 1
p

(2.9)

D3 ¼ 2

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

R sin u " 1

V

" #

2h" R sin u þ 1

V

" #$ %

s

for h'H2 (2.10)

2.3. Geometry of track development for variable Vt

In the previous section, the model of track growth for a constant Vt developed by Somogyi and
Szalay [25] has been presented. However, Vt is not constant in most of the realistic cases. The same
authors developed equations for the case of a variable Vt. Other authors have also developed their own
models and methods to describe track growth, which will be shortly presented here. The difference in
comparison to the constant Vt case is that the track wall cannot be described as a regular cone, and the
track is now a semi-conical surface shown in Fig. 4 (right panel, case 2). The cross-section between the
post-etching detector surface and the track is now more complex than a simple ellipse. It can be close
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Fig. 4. (a) Variation of the Vt function along the particle path: (1) Vt = constant; (2) Vt is variable with maximum at the end of
the particle path; (3) Vt is variable with the maximum before the end of particle path (this is the realistic situation). (b) Track
profiles for the cases (1), (2) and (3), respectively.

Figure 2.3: (a)Variation of the Vt function along the particle path: (1)Vt =
constant;(2)Vt is variable with maximum at the end of the particle path; (3)
Vt is variable with the maximum before the end of particle path (this is the
realistic situation). (b) Track profiles for the cases (1), (2) and (3), respectively.

irradiation with a 252Cf7 source and etched for the following times: 30, 45, 60,
70 and 80 min, in a 6.25 N NaOH solution at 70 ◦C 8. The etching solution
was prepared mixing 99.0 % purity NaOH with pure water. After etching,
CR-39 films were washed out with cold water in order to remove the etchant
solution from the detector surface. Finally the tracks were analyzed and Vb
were determined by Eq. (2.6). The complete analysis and results have been
published in the article by Gadan et al. [47]. The results showed that, the
track diameter increased with the etching time for the whole considered time
range, and a linear response with a constant bulk etch rate of Vb = (1.64±0.02)
µm/h was obtained.

The track etch rate Vt is the rate of detector etching along the particle
track. For normal incidence a track is formed when Vt > Vb although for an
oblique incidence of the particle, a track is formed when cos θ > Vb/Vt, where θ
is the angle between the track and the normal to the detector surface. For this
thesis Vt was not calculated, since there are different particles interacting with
the SSNTD, having their own Vt depending on their linear energy deposition
in the CR-39. For our purposes it is sufficient to know that the Vt depends
on the energy deposition of the ionizing particle, therefore from Eq. (2.5)
the diameter of the tracks depends from the energy deposition of the ionizing
particle.

2.1.3 Neutron autoradiography and BNCT

The autoradiography can be very useful in BNCT, since it allows visualizing
the distribution of the boron concentration inside the samples. Although the
process of image development and data acquisition can be time consuming,

7252Cf can decay through spontaneous fission, these fission fragments are the ones that
induce the damage to the SSNTD.

8This characterization was performed by Ing. M.A. Gadan (CNEA, Argentina) during
his research period in Pavia.
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Fig. 6 shows a sequence of neutron radiography images of
slices of a tumour nodule cut every 40mm, in which the evolution
of the geometry of tumour and necrosis is clearly visible going
deeper in the sample.

As a last meaningful example, Fig. 7 shows a neutron radio-
graphy of a tumour sample taken from the first patient. Once
again, the selective boron absorption in different tissues is well
visualized by the neutron radiography. Besides, a small metas-
tases of the diameter of about 0.3mmwas detected, showing how
the selective boron uptake in the tumour cells does not depend on
the nodule size. This selectivity due to an intrinsic characteristic

of the tumour cells makes BNCT a powerful technique that allows
to treat small nodules also that may not be detected by the
existing diagnostic methods.

The technique that is used to produce the images shown in
Figs. 4–7 cannot, however, be employed during a treatment
procedure because it requires about 1h, a too long time interval. A
method was then developed to get good images in o5min using
again CN85 films. In this case the neutron irradiation was made in
a vertical beam of the reactor (LS) located inside the graphite
reflector; the irradiation time was 150 s and the reactor power was
10kW; the etching time was 90 s in a 10% NaOH solution at a

ARTICLE IN PRESS

Fig. 4. Comparison between two images of a sample coming from a tumour nodule of first patient treated by the TAOrMINA method: (a) neutron radiography and (b)
histological image. In the neutron radiography the boron distribution seems to be rather uniform in the healthy tissue (c), and quite irregular in the tumour area. (d), (e). In
(d) darker zones correspond to an almost 100% presence of tumour cells, and in (e) lighter areas are filled with necrotic cells or with the tumour disseminated through
healthy hepatocytes.

Fig. 5. Image of a slice of the healthy liver sample of the second patient treated by the TAOrMINA method: (a, c) histology) and (b, d) the corresponding neutron radiography
images. Boron distribution seems to be quite uniform, except on the contour of some large blood vessels were tumour cells are present.
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Figure 2.4: Comparison between two images of a sample coming from a tu-
mor nodule of first patient treated by the TAOrMINA method: (a) neutron
radiography and (b) histological image. In the neutron radiography the boron
distribution seems to be rather uniform in the healthy tissue (c), and quite
irregular in the tumor area. (d), (e). In (d) darker zones correspond to an
almost 100% presence of tumor cells, and in (e) lighter areas are filled with
necrotic cells or with the tumor disseminated through healthy hepatocytes.

there is the advantage of measuring concentrations of the order of a few µg
g

.
Another benefit is the low cost of the process compared to other techniques like
prompt gamma neutron activation analysis or ICP. This is due to the low cost
of the CR-39 sensitive film and the possibility of irradiating simultaneously a
number of samples in short irradiation times.

In Pavia, this technique was exploited as a method for qualitative imaging
of the boron biodistribution in tissues [61, 62]. The irradiation and the etching
parameters were set as to obtain darker areas due to higher track density in
correspondence of higher boron concentration zones. The obtained images
were compared with histological preparations of tissue sections contiguous to
the ones used for autoradiographies. In this way it was possible to verify if the
tumor nodules visible in the histological glass matched with the darkest zone
in the autoradiography images. It was a way to visualize the selective uptake
of boron in tissues.

Recently, this technique was exploited to set-up and calibrate a quantitative
measurement of boron concentration, irradiating and etching the detectors in
a way that the tracks remain separated and countable. The first part of this
thesis work was dedicated to find the best parameters for the irradiation and
the etching in order to reach the best working conditions for both in liquid and
solid samples. An example of neutron autoradiography for boron quantification
is shown in Figure 2.5.
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Figure 2.5: This image is an example of the tracks that form from the irradi-
ation with 30 ppm of 10B a CR-39 SSNTD. The picture represents an area of
0.2961 mm2.

2.2 Material and Methods

CR-399 was used as SSNTD, as described in Gadan et al. [47], thus, before
proceeding with boron concentration measurements, the bulk etch rate asso-
ciated with the new etching method was characterized as a comparison to
the previous set-up. Subsequently the most favorable irradiation conditions
were chosen. Calibration curves were built both for liquids and tissue sam-
ples. These results were then used for boron concentration measurements of
tissue samples from animals administered with different boronated substances.
The same samples where then analyzed with the AS method [46, 23], therefore
validating this new QNCR set-up.

Subsequently, a c++ code in the ROOT framework[63] was written in order
to employ the calibration curves in the assessment of boron concentration of
measured samples. The microscopic images obtained from a scan of the whole
tissue section were analyzed and recombined in a map of boron concentrations.

2.2.1 Bulk etch rate measurement.

The bulk etch rate Vb was measured and compared to the one obtained by
Gadan et al. [47], highlighting therefore the differences of the etching condi-
tions in the two set-ups. For Vb measurement, the CR-39 films were etched for
the following times: 0, 2, 4, 8, 10, 20, 30 and 60 minutes, in a PEW40 solution

9Rectangular polyallyldiglycol carbonate (PADC), from Intercast Europe manufacturer,
with 75x25 mm2 area and 1 mm width.
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at 70oC, which was obtained by mixing: 15% of KOH, 40% of C2H6O and
45% of pure water; where % represents the mass per cent. After each etching
time the thickness of the SSNTD was measured employing a Mitutoyo device
(LITEMATIC VL-50AS, with a sensitivity of 0.1 µm) in 20 randomly chosen
points. The mean values of thickness and the standard deviation were then
calculated, plotted and analyzed by means of a routine in ROOT framework.

2.2.2 Calibration samples preparation and irradiation

For boron measurement by neutron autoradiography a calibration curve ex-
pressing the track density as a function of boron concentration must be as-
sessed. The first step was to perform measurements using tissue and liquid
standards with known boron concentration in order to obtain two calibration
curves, expressed as density of tracks [tracks/mm2] versus boron concentration
in ppm. Standard liquid and tissue samples with known boron concentration
are used as reference.

The liquid standards consisted of water solutions of 10B at 5, 10, 25, 50 and
100 ppm. About 1 ml of each solution was poured on CR-39 films, using the
device constructed on purpose for the irradiation of liquid samples, that allows
irradiating 4 films a time with 4 samples each[47]. This device was irradiated
at the end of the thermal column of the TRIGA Mark II reactor, operating
at 20 kW for 30 min, receiving a neutron fluence of (10.4 ± 0.4) · 1010n/cm2.
After irradiation, CR-39 films were chemically etched for 10 min with the same
etching parameters used for the bulk etch rate calculations.

The tissue standards were obtained from a mixture of liver cells and a
solution of BPA fructose in different fixed proportions[47], obtaining reference
concentrations of 10,19, 43, 57 and 75 µg/g. These samples were frozen in small
cylindrical rods at -80oC. Afterwards, 60 µ m thick sections were obtained using
a Leica cryostat and were deposited on CR-39 films, that were then irradiated
at the end of the thermal column with the reactor operating at 2 kW for 30min,
receiving a neutron fluence of (1.97±0.01) ·1010n/cm2. After irradiation, films
were chemically etched with described etching conditions for 10 min.

and before neutron irradiation; la quantità di acqua presente nel campione
influenza il trasporto delle alfa nel campione stesso e quindi il numero di tracce
sul rivelatore

Another parameter that must be taken into account for tissue calibration is
the amount of water loss occurring after the preparation of the tissue sections.
This is necessary since distinct tissues may loose water in different percentages
before neutron irradiation. The amount of water in the sample influences the
transport of the α particle and lithium ion, which affects the number of latent
tracks on the detector. Therefore, the dry to fresh mass ratio is needed to
renormalize the result with respect to the calibration curve. To measure the
mass loss due to evaporation, the same set-up as in [47] was used.
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2.2.3 Track density analysis

After the irradiation and etching ( see result in Figure 2.6 ), the procedure
consisted of 3 further steps: image acquisition, image analysis and data anal-
ysis. The experimental set up for the Image acquisition is composed by a
microscope10 connected to a lamp11 and a joystick12. The microscope has an
integrated camera connected to a PC and images are acquired and analyzed
with Image Pro Plus 7.0[64]. Once the acquisition process is concluded, Image
Pro Plus allows performing some operations in the picture. The first one is
the background subtraction to eliminate the inhomogeneities light field. Sub-
sequently, the contrast of the picture is enhanced, in a way to increase the
visibility of the tracks left by the particles. The contrast enhancement is per-
formed keeping the same parameters for all the analyzed pictures, since the
acquisition conditions are the same.

The last phase of image analysis consists in selecting and counting13 the
tracks, according to the gray scale14. For the purpose of the analysis, only
dark objects are selected, the range of the selected gray scale is fixed for all
the analyzed pictures. Finally, before counting the tracks, the interesting mor-
phological parameters of the dark objects are selected: the ratio of the radii15

of the tracks and their area. The first one is important since it is an estimator
of track roundness; if the value is near to 1 then the track has a circular shape,
at increasing ratios the track becomes less circular. The latter parameter de-
pends on the ionizing particle energy[55]. From each analyzed picture a file is
created reporting these parameters for each analyzed track.

These files are then analyzed with a ROOT program. The data analysis
starts by imposing a threshold to reject objects with radius less than 2 pixels
and radius ratio greater than 1.6, to remove artifacts or film defects from the
counting mechanism. Non perpendicular tracks and overlapping tracks can
be neglected since the etching time and neutron irradiation were accurately
selected. Moreover, Figure 2.7 shows that tracks, from boron neutron capture
reaction, have circular shape and well defined area. Therefore, it is easy to
separate physical tracks from artifacts or superimposed tracks. Subsequently
the remaining tracks are counted yielding the density of tracks in one picture.
The identical method is applied to each analyzed random microscopic picture
of the same sample. These data are then converted in an histogram plotting the
distribution of the track density per picture. The histogram follows a normal
distribution, that is then fitted with a Gaussian, giving the mean track density
and the associated standard deviation. Finally the track density is divided by

10LEICA MZ16A
11LEICA CLS150X
12PRIOR OPTISCAN II
13Count/Size function of Image Pro
14The light set-up is repeatable, the lamp is fixed at a certain luminosity output and the

effect of surrounding light is negligible.
15The radii ratio is the ratio between the maximum and minimum distance from the

border to the center of the track.
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2.2. Material and Methods

Figure 2.6: Microscopic image of an irradiated and etched SSNTD of a tissue
standard with 10ppm of boron.

the area of a picture16 in mm2.

2.2.4 Boron distribution analysis

Once the calibration curves were obtained, it was possible to use them to
measure boron concentration in samples treated with boronated substances.
Instead of randomly taking picture through the sample area, a uniform scan in
a predetermined area17 (≈1 cm2) was implemented. This picture sampling was
possible because Image Pro Plus can manage the movable table that is installed
in the Leica microscope. Again, as in Section 2.3, the software outputs files
recording the track morphological characteristics.

These files were analyzed with an home made c++ software that makes use
of ROOT functionalities. Accordingly, threshold values were imposed, then for
each picture the track density was calculated. Thus, by comparison with the
tissue calibration curve, for each picture the boron concentration was evaluated
by taking into account water evaporation. Finally, these values were plotted in
a 3D histogram where each color represents a 10B concentration value, resulting

16The picture has an area of 0.2961mm2, each picture has 5Mp resolution corresponding
to 2739 x 1826 pixels.

17The selection of the area depends on the dimensions of the analyzed sample.
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Figure 2.7: Scatter plot showing the relation between the track area and the
radius ratio.

in a map of the boron concentration.

For this analysis two sections of the same sample were taken. The first 60 µ
m thick slice was deposited on the SSNTD for the quantitative analysis. While
the second adjacent slice of 10 µ m was deposited on a microscope slide which
was then stained with hematoxylin and eosin. This enabled the comparison of
the boron distribution map with an histological image, allowing an immediate
evaluation of the selectivity in boron absorption by the tumor nodules.

2.3 Results

2.3.1 Bulk etch rate

The thickness of the removed layer as function of the etching time, measured
as described in Section 2.2.1, is shown in Figure 2.8.

Etching increases linearly in time with a bulk etch rate of Vb=(25.1 ±
0.6)µm/h. This is ≈ 15 times faster than the previous etching conditions [47].

2.3.2 Calibration for the liquid sample

The calibration curve for the liquid sample is shown in Figure 2.9, the fit results
linear with a slope of 0.112± 0.006 ppm ·mm2/tracks.
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2.3. Results

Figure 2.8: Amount of material removed (bulk etched) as a function of time.
The fit was performed with a linear equation .

Figure 2.9: Calibration curve for liquid samples; boron concentration as a
function of track density. The fit has been performed with a linear equation.
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Figure 2.10: Tissue calibration curve; boron concentration as a function of
track density. The fit has been performed with a linear equation.

There is no visible saturation effect, in the studied range, and values are
expressed with 1σ confidence level. The limit of boron detection (LOD) is ≈
0.5 ppm while the limit of quantification (LOQ) is ≈ 1.5 ppm. Therefore, this
set-up can be reliably used to measure boron concentrations from 1.5 to 100
ppm, which is the usual range found in clinical BNCT.

2.3.3 Calibration for the tissue sample

The calibration curve for the tissue sample is shown in Figure 2.10, again the
fit results linear with a slope of 0.092± 0.004 ppm ·mm2/tracks.

As stated in Section 2.2.2 the dry to fresh mass ratio was measured, for
the reference tissue sample this value corresponds to 0.17± 0.01. There is no
visible saturation effect and values are expressed with 1σ confidence level. The
LOD is ≈ 0.5 ppm while the LOQ is ≈ 1.5 ppm. Therefore, this set-up can be
reliably used to measure boron concentrations from 1.5 to 100 ppm, which is
the usual range found in clinical BNCT.

2.3.4 Boron concentration map

This technique was applied on tissue samples of Sprague-Dawley rats bearing
osteosarcoma and administered with BPA. The result of the analysis is shown
in Figure 2.11a. From the comparison with the histological image (Figure
2.11b) of the same sample, it is evident that boron concentrates more in the
cancerous mass with respect to the healthy tissue. Moreover, the ratio between
boron concentration in the tumor with respect to the normal tissue (≈ 3.5)
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(a) (b)

Figure 2.11: Comparison of (Figure 2.11a) 10B distribution in a tissue sample
of a Sprague-Dawley rat bearing osteosarcoma with the corresponding (Figure
2.11b) histological image of a subsequent slice of the tissue sample.

resulted very similar to the value found in literature, in other tumours treated
with BPA[19].

2.4 Discussion and conclusions

The calibration curves obtained for both liquid and solid samples have an error
of less than 5% and the linearity in the whole range of concentrations tested
is good, thus they can be employed for boron concentration measurements in
BNCT studies. More precisely this set-up was, and will be, adopted for the
research of new boronated compounds such as : 10B loaded liposomes, gold
nano particles and polymeric nano particles. Results obtained in these works
are described in [10] and [23].

Comparing the new set-up with [47] some improvements were achieved.
At first, the etching time was reduced from ≈2 hours to 10 minutes: this
dramatically increases the efficiency of the method because it speeds up the
sample preparation before the microscopic analysis. Moreover, there is no
evidence of proton contamination, from neutron capture reaction in nitrogen.
Since the track density in tissue samples without boron is almost 0 and the
tracks detected in such samples come only from protons generated by neutron
capture in nitrogen. Therefore, the results with control samples demonstrate
that this method is not sensitive to protons. This simplifies the image analysis,
since there is no need to morphological separate the tracks generated by protons
from the tracks generated by α particles or lithium ions. The only selection
is the constraint on radius and radius ratio to remove signals originated by
artifacts or film defects. In fact, the calibration accuracy, that is determined
by the relative error of the calibration slopes, was reduced from 6% to 4%.
Another aspect that has changed with respect to the former protocol is the
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fact that the track density is now lower. As a consequence it was possible to
calibrate the system for a wider range of 10B concentrations.

Finally, as shown in Section 2.3.4, it was possible to employ the tissue
calibration curve for quantitative boron distribution measurements. This in-
creases the possible applications of neutron autoradiography in BNCT, in fact
it is a useful method to have deeper insights into boron biodistribution in
tumour and different healthy tissues. As demonstrated by dedicated studies
performed by Argentinean BNCT group, in order to obtain a more effective
BNCT treatment, it is essential that boron is taken up uniformly by tumour
[65]. Thus it is important to quantify boron concentration in terms of tumour
to normal tissue ratio, but also to investigate carefully the homogeneity of
boron distribution inside tumour. Neutron autoradiography allows this kind
of analysis with high precision at a tissutal level. Therefore autoradiography
might be an actor in increasing knowledge on the correlation between boron
distribution and BNCT outcome, thanks to its ability to quantify the micro
distribution of boron in tumor and healthy tissues.
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Chapter 3
Study of BNCT mixed field
energy deposition

During BNCT treatment the patient is exposed to a mixed field radiation.
Along with α particles and Lithium ions from the neutron capture on Boron
3.1 this radiation field is composed by γ photons and protons. These photons
arise both from the neutron beam and induced by the neutron capture reaction
on hydrogen in tissue 3.2. Protons complete the array of particle acting in
the BNCT mixed field irradiation, these particles are the result of neutron
elastic scattering on hydrogen and neutron capture reaction on Nitrogen in
tissue 3.3. All those particles have a distinct interaction with biological matter,
as a consequence the dose evaluation depends on the reactions:

10B + n = 7Li + 4He + 2.79MeV (3.1)

1H + n = 2H + γ + 2.2MeV (3.2)

14N + n = 14C + p + 0.58MeV (3.3)

To estimate the absorbed dose given by BNCT all the particles that are
quoted above have to be considered. In Patient treatment planning, these
various absorbed dose components are usually assumed to act independently
of each other. Accordingly the total photon equivalent dose (Dw) is give by
equation 3.4.

Dw = (dγ ×DRF) + (dn × RBEn) + (dN × RBEN) + (10B× CBE) (3.4)

where the dose by γ rays (dγ) is multiplied by a Dose Reduction Factor
(DRF), which depends on the dose-rate; the dose given by the recoiling pro-
tons (dn) from fast neutrons1 interaction is multiplied by the Radio Biological

1Neutron with energy > 10 keV.
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3. Study of BNCT mixed field energy deposition

effectiveness (RBEn) which depends on the neutron energy; the dose deposited
by protons nitrogen dN is multiplied by (RBEN) which represents the radio bi-
ological effectiveness of 0.58 MeV protons. Finally the dose from the neutron
capture reaction on Boron is multiplied by the Compound Biological effective-
ness (CBE); which is depends from two factors: the RBE of α particles and
7Li ions and the micro-distribution of 10B in a particular tissue.

It is established that clinical outcome of BNCT is related to the 10B concen-
tration and its spatial distribution at cellular and sub-cellular level[66]. This
is due to complex interactions between the mixed field radiation of BNCT and
the involved tissue cellular structure. In 1987 D. Gabel published an article
where a Monte Carlo (MC) method was used to study the biological effect of
10B(n,α)7Li reaction [67]. There it was observed that not every hit to the cell
nucleus coincided with cell death, and it stated that the average dose is of
limited use to predict the biological effect of Boron Neutron Capture Therapy
(BNCT). Moreover, the cell killing effectiveness of boron distributed selectively
in cytoplasm, nucleus or surface was studied in a simple tissue morphology. It
was established that, the most efficient way to achieve cell death, is by accumu-
lating boron inside the nucleus. Followed by boron concentrated in cytoplasm
and as least effective boron distributed on the cell surface.

While the calculating capacity of computers increased, many more MC
studies were carried on the energy deposited by the mixed radiation field (pro-
tons, α and 7Li ions) of BNCT in cells, particularly in the nucleus. One exam-
ple is the study by D.E Charlton and B.J. Allen (1993)[68, 69, 70], where they
treated ion tracks as lines and used simple mathematical cell models to evalu-
ate energy deposit and hits in the cell nucleus. They concluded that there was
an evidence that, the Radio Biological Effectiveness (RBE) of the 10B(n,α)7Li
reaction depends upon the distribution of boron in the tissue. Other studies
on boron in blood and contiguous cell contribution to dose inside the nucleus
where carried out. By 1997 a first review about BNCT microdosimetry by
R.G. Zamenhof [71] was published, where (as stated by the author) the miss-
ing block was the understanding of the basic mechanism of radiation effects by
secondary particles produced though the neutron capture on 10B. Which could
be found, throughout the correlation of analytical and experimental BNCT
microdosimetry with experimental radiobiology.

In recent years, T.L. Nichols et al. [72, 73, 74] investigated (by MC stud-
ies) the efficacy of BNCT as a function of tumor cell dimensions and growth
pattern (from compact tumor mass or more disperse and infiltrative cells), and
compared the results with different boron distributions inside and outside the
cells. It was shown that densely packed cells will receive a larger dose to the
nucleus compared to cells that are more sparsely packed, this difference can
possibly lead to different clinical outcomes. By these means there are tumors
which can be more efficiently treated by BNCT than others.

Even though the extensive literature, the topic is still not conclusively cov-
ered. Much can be done with the calculating capacity of modern computers and
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3.1. 10B(n,α)7Li energy deposit in a cell

(a) 10B in the cell. (b) 10B in the cell nucleus.

(c) 10B outside the cell.

Figure 3.1: Figures 3.1a, 3.1b and 3.1c represent three possible 10B distribu-
tions at cellular level, respectively boron uniformly distributed: in the cell, in
the cell nucleus and outside the cell.

improved particle MC simulation codes like: MCNP6 [75], Fluka [76], PHITS
[77] and Geant4 [78]. Until now tissue structures where approximated by reg-
ular geometries, that do not accurately reproduce the actual tissue structure.
Therefore real tissue structure has to be reproduced to improve the knowledge
of BNCT dosimetry in: healthy cells, neoplastic cells and interface between
tumour and healthy tissue. Not only these studies can improve the under-
standing of clinical trials, but they are relevant for the characterization of new
drugs according to the the tumour morphology.

3.1 10B(n,α)7Li energy deposit in a cell

As stated in the previous paragraph, in BNCT the boron distribution at cellular
level is pivotal for the outcome of the therapy. Taking Figure 3.1 as a reference
and given the same macroscopic boron concentration, the single cell killing
efficiency is greater if boron concentrates within the nucleus whereas if boron
stays outside the cell.

Therefore, depending on its distribution at cellular level, every boronated
compound will have its own Compound Biological Effectiveness (CBE). This
parameter can be measured from in-vivo experiments [79, 80, 81] and, as the
Radio Biological Effectiveness (RBE), it depends on the chosen cellular end-
point. An important aspect of CBE is that, for the same compound, it variates
according to the tissue type [82]. This difference may also be due to the cell
morphology.

The study presented in this chapter wants to deepen the dependence be-
tween: cell morphology and 10B microscopic distribution. Anyhow, with the
present work there is no attempt to determine the CBE through simulations.
The aim is to study certain physical parameters, like the energy deposit, while
varying 10B distribution and cell morphology. The work is done by Geant4
simulations and the observed physical parameters are studied both for single
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Figure 3.2: A schematic representation of the stored physical parameters: cell
hit, nucleus hit, hits by particles originating from inside the cell, hits from
particles arising in neighbouring cells and finally energy deposit distribution
in the nucleus and whole cell

cell and tissue like structure.

As shown in Figure 3.5, the studied parameters where: cell hit2, nucleus
hit, hits by particles originating from inside the cell, hits from particles arising
in neighbouring cells and finally energy deposit distribution in the nucleus and
whole cell. The study of those parameters was performed in a new geometrical
approach where real tissue structures such as : glia, skin and hepatic tissue
are reproduced with the highest possible accuracy. Boron distributions are
set as uniform in different parts of the geometry: in the whole cell, only in
the nucleus, only in the cytoplasm, concentrated on the cell surface or nucleus
surface.

Simulations were performed with the Geant4 toolkit starting from the mi-
crobeam application [83, 84]. This Geant4 application uses realistic human
keratinocyte voxelized cell as an input geometry, taking into account realistic
nucleus and cytoplasm chemical composition3. The simulation implemented
in this chapter was performed on different cell geometries (more details in Sec-
tion 3.2). The physics list activated for the simulations takes into account low
energy electromagnetic interaction with matter (for lithium ions, alpha parti-
cles, electrons and photons) and hadronic elastic and inelastic scattering for
alpha particle and lithium ions. The neutron capture reactions on boron were
simulated by a back to back simultaneous emission of an alpha particle and a
lithium ion. The initial energy of those particles follows the distribution given
by the Branching Ratio (BR) of the neutron capture reaction on 10B. More
details about the Geant4 code used in this chapters are in Appendix B.

2Hit is defined as: every time the product of a 10B neutron capture reaction (α particle
or lithium ion) deposits energy in a predefined area of the cell.

3The material compositions are defined by the International Commission on Radiation
Units and Measurements (ICRU), in this simulation the ICRU soft tissue composition was
used.
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3.2. Cell geometry

3.2 Cell geometry

As for conventional radiotherapy and hadrontherapy also in BNCT it is impor-
tant to deepen the understanding of the radiation induced damage to normal
tissue. A consequence of a deeper knowledge of healthy tissue response to
BNCT irradiation may be the improvement of the Treatment Planning Sys-
tem (TPS). Furthermore, such an insight would increase the understanding
over the clinical outcome and consequently refine the tools to predict the tu-
mor control probability. In this light, the simulations were performed by trying
to reproduce three healthy cell structure in the best possible way. The chosen
tissues are related to past BNCT clinical trials like: Glia cells in Section 3.2.1
are relatated to the fist BNCT treatment [85, 86]; Hepatocytes of Section 3.2.2
are related to the liver treatment with multiple metastases from colorectal
cancer [87, 88], and basal keratinocyte cells (Section 3.2.3) are related to skin
acute reaction after the BNCT treatment of melanoma [89, 90]. Even though
common three dimensional geometries are used to reproduce these kind of cells,
the voxelization is maintained. This might seem a complication in the investi-
gation, anyhow this implementation was kept to simplify the reuse of the code
when more detailed cell structures can be reproduced.

3.2.1 Oligodendrocytes

Oligodendrocytes are approximately 76% of the cerebral cortex Glia cells,
which are all those non-neuronal cells that maintain homeostasis, form myelin,
and provide support and protection for neurons in the central nervous sys-
tem [91]. The role of olygodendrocytes is that to support neurons and insulate
the axons. To perform this role those cells can extend to 50 µm in diameter
but are usually 10 µm thick, while the tissue structure results very compact
and irregular [92]. There is no simple geometrical shape that can be associ-
ated to those cells. Anyhow, since Oligodendrocytes have few branches they
are compactly bound one to an other. In a first approximation a flat tri-
angular structure can represent well a single cell and can help to reproduce
somehow a chaotic tissue structure. More on the voxelized implementation of
this geometry in Appendix B.

(a) Cell geometry (b) Tissue like geometry.

Figure 3.3: Geometrical structure of an oligodendrocite cell (a) and tissue like
geometry (b).
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3.2.2 Hepatocyte

The liver is assembled by approximately 80% of Hepatocytes playing a fun-
damental role in the function of the liver, like: protein synthesis and storage,
conversion of carbohydrates and so on [92]. The hepatocytes are arranged in
irregular, interconnected plates. These cells have a simple cubical structure
with sides approximately 25µm thick. As a consequence, the geometrical im-
plementation of hepatocytes is straight forward and the voxelization is shown
in Appendix B.

(a) Cell geometry (b) Tissue like geometry.

Figure 3.4: Geometrical structure of an hepatocite cell (a) and tissue like
geometry (b).

3.2.3 Basal Keratinocyte

The deepest layer of the epidermis is the stratum basale which is primar-
ily made up of basal keratinocyte cells, which can be considered the stem
cells of the epidermis. If this row of cell is severely damaged by radiation an
acute reaction can occur. Even though there is no evidence that the grade 1
RTOG/EORTC4 acute skin reaction after BNCT [90] is related to this cells,
it interesting to study the cellular energy deposition of α particles and lithium
ions from boron neutron capture reactions. The stratum basale of human skin
is composed by a single row of columnar Basal Keratinocytes [92]. A good geo-
metrical approximation of these cells would be a stretched cylindrical shape of
14µm high and 5µm in radius. The voxelized implementation of this geometry
is described in Appendix B.

(a) Cell geometry (b) Tissue like geometry.

Figure 3.5: Geometrical structure of an hepatocite cell (a) and tissue like
geometry (b).

4Radiation Oncology Toxicity Grading and the European Organization for Research and
Treatment of Cancer.
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3.2.4 Tissue like geometry

The implementation of a single cell geometry gives the ability to probe the
effect of boron distribution on that cell. Anyhow, all the cells that were de-
scribed in the previous sections are closely bound one to the other. Knowing
that the range of ionizing radiation from boron neutron capture reactions is
approximately 15 µm5 in biological tissue, the 10B distribution will affect both
the cell containing boron and the surrounding first neighboring cells. There-
fore, it is attractive to probe the effect of boron distribution inside a biological
tissue. Accordingly the reproduced tissue is a lattice cube with three cells
for each side, the voxelized implementation of this geometry is described in
Appendix B. This structure has a central cell surrounded by first neighboring
cells. The simulated microscopic boron distribution was performed around this
central cell, while physical parameters (such as energy deposit) were evaluated
in the surrounding tissue.

3.3 Nucleus hit probability

The nucleus of a cell is the most sensitive region to ionizing radiation. Different
boronated compounds, with distinct boron distribution at cellular level, have
all their own effectiveness to kill cells. This difference could be associated
to the probability of hitting the nucleus which is related to the ability to
deposit energy in this sensitive region of the cell. Therefore, it is important
to study the probability of hitting the cell nucleus. This also depends on the
cell morphology, so here we’ll show the results of nucleus hit probability by
variating both the cell morphology and the boron micro distribution. The cell
geometries adopted here are the ones shown in Section 3.2. These cells were
also used as base unit for the tissue like geometry as described in Section 3.2.4.
During the simulations different boron distributions were considered: uniform
in cell, uniform on cell surface, uniform inside the cell nucleus and uniform on
the nucleus surface.

5The range of an α particle from the neutron capture on boron is approximately 10 µ,
while the range of a lithium ion is approximately 5 µ.
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3.3.1 Single cell nucleus hit probability

Table 3.1: Oligodendrocytes nucleus hit probability for a single cell.

Boron distribution % Nucleus Hit % α Hit % Li Hit

Uniform in Cell 45.6 52 48

Uniform on Cell Surface 21.5 62.4 37.6

Uniform in Nucleus 100 50 50

Uniform on Nucleus Surface 96.9 50 50

Table 3.2: Hepatocyte nucleus hit probability for a single cell.

Boron distribution % Nucleus Hit % α Hit % Li Hit

Uniform in Cell 35.7 54.7 45.3

Uniform on Cell Surface 10.5 70.3 29.7

Uniform in Nucleus 100 50 50

Uniform on Nucleus Surface 98.6 50 50

Table 3.3: Basal Keratinocyte nucleus hit probability for a single cell.

Boron distribution % Nucleus Hit % α Hit % Li Hit

Uniform in Cell 31 53.3 46.7

Uniform on Cell Surface 8 82.4 17.6

Uniform in Nucleus 100 50 50

Uniform on Nucleus Surface 96.8 50 50

Table 3.1 shows the nucleus hit probability of different boron distributions in
an Oligodendrocyte. It is evident that the most effective way of damaging
the nucleus is by concentrating boron in this region. Whereas if 10B goes on
the cell surface the nucleus hit probability decreases drastically. These results
are similar to Hepatocytes as shown in Table 3.2 and to Basal Keratinocytes
shown in Table 3.3. An other interesting fact that can be depicted from these
outcomes is that by increasing the distance of boron from the nucleus, the
probability of hitting it is mainly due to α particles. This is a consequence of
the range in tissue of α particles and lithium ions.
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3.3.2 Surrounding cells nucleus hit probability

As the most clinically used boronated compounds are BPA and BSH it is at-
tractive to study the nucleus hit probability in a tissue like geometry simulating
their boron distribution at sub-cellular level. There are evidences showing that
BSH concentrates outside the cell membrane [93], while BPA concentrates 10B
uniformly inside the cell [94]. In Section 3.2.4 it was shown that boron was
extracted around the central cell in a cubical lattice of three cells for each side.
The results from such an analysis gives an idea of how the boron around a cell
affects the surrounding tissue, which, together with the previous analysis on a
single cell, completes the information of the nucleus hit probability.

Table 3.4 represents the scenario of boron uniformly distributed on the cen-
tral cell surface. Around this cell there are other 26 cells and the probability
of hitting one of the nuclei of these cells ranges from 10% to 20% depending on
the cell morphology. The higher probability of hitting the nuclei of Oligoden-
drocyte is due to their big nuclei and to the thickness which is usually less than
10 µm. An other general consideration is that α particles are the dominant
ionizing radiation hitting surrounding nuclei. Table 3.5 shows the results when
boron is uniformly distributed inside the central cell. For Basal Keratinocytes
and Oligodendrocytes there is no big difference compared to situation where
boron is found on the cell surface. On the other hand for hepatocites there is
a significant difference, the nuclei hit probability in this latter case is approx-
imately 3 times lower. This is mainly due to the dimensions of hepatocytes
with respect to other cells.

Table 3.4: Nucleus Hit when 10 is uniform on central Cell Surface, in a tissue
like geometry.

Tissue % Nucleus Hit % α Hit % Li Hit

Basal Keratinocyte 12 82.4 17.6

Oligodendrocytes 22.3 64.2 35.8

Hepatocyte 11.7 71.3 28.7

Table 3.5: Nucleus Hit when 10B is uniform in central Cell, in a tissue like
geometry.

Tissue % Nucleus Hit % α Hit % Li Hit

Basal Keratinocyte 10 95.4 4.6

Oligodendrocytes 19.5 84.3 15.7

Hepatocyte 3.5 88.8 11.2
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3.4 Energy deposition distribution inside the

nucleus

The mere nucleus hit probability doesn’t take into account the quality and
quantity of the cell damage. Therefore an interesting parameter to study is
the energy deposition inside the nucleus while variating both cell morphology
and initial boron distribution. A natural development of this study would be
the evaluation of the probability of hitting the DNA, which is the most sensitive
biological target of the cell. In this section the energy deposit distributions will
be shown for both single cells and tissue like geometries. These quantities were
calculated starting from different initial boron configurations: uniform in cell,
uniform on cell surface, uniform inside the cell nucleus and uniform on the
nucleus surface.

3.4.1 Single cell nucleus energy deposit

Figures 3.6, 3.7, 3.8 and 3.9 show the energy deposit distribution of respec-
tively boron uniformly distributed in the cell, uniformly distributed on the cell
surface, uniformly distributed inside the cell nucleus and uniformly distributed
on the nucleus surface. The quasi mono energetic peaks that can be recognized
in those graphs correspond to the total energy of: 7Li ion alone, α particle alone
and 7Li ion + α particle together. There are also minor peaks given by the
boron neutron capture reaction without the emission of the prompt γ photon
at 480 keV, which is 6% of the branching ratio.

A general trend can be deduced, which is that the deposited energy distribu-
tion shape has a correlation with the cell morphology when boron is absorbed
by the cell. This is also highlighted by the differences in the average energy
deposition within the sensitive volume of the cell. Though when boron stays
outside the cell surface (Figure 3.8), the nuclear deposited energy distribu-
tion shape and mean energy deposition doesn’t have a strong correlation with
the morphology of the cell. Therefore, these results show that the quality of
the nuclear damage to a cell depends both on the morphology and the boron
distribution at sub-cellular level.

3.4.2 Surrounding cell nuclei energy deposit

In Figure 3.10 and 3.11 the energy deposition in the nuclei of a tissue like
geometry is shown. The boron neutron capture events are generated on the
central cell following respectively BPA and BSH like 10B sub-cellular distribu-
tions, the energy deposition is then accumulated in the surrounding cell nuclei.
As a general remark, the energy deposition distribution to external cell nuclei
does not have a strong correlation with the microscopic 10B distribution or cell
morphology of the central cell.
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3.4. Energy deposition distribution inside the nucleus

(a) Basal Keratinocyte

(b) Oligodendrocytes

(c) Hepatocyte

Figure 3.6: Comparison 10B uniform in Cell. Figures (a), (b) and (c) show
respectively the energy spectrum and mean energy deposited in nuclei of Basal
Keratinocyte, Oligodendrocytes and Hepatocyte
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3. Study of BNCT mixed field energy deposition

(a) Basal Keratinocyte

(b) Oligodendrocytes

(c) Hepatocyte

Figure 3.7: Comparison 10B uniform on cell surface. Figures (a), (b) and (c)
show respectively the energy spectrum and mean energy deposited in nuclei of
Basal Keratinocyte, Oligodendrocytes and Hepatocyte
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3.4. Energy deposition distribution inside the nucleus

(a) Basal Keratinocyte

(b) Oligodendrocytes

(c) Hepatocyte

Figure 3.8: Comparison 10B uniform in nucleus. Figures (a), (b) and (c) show
respectively the energy spectrum and mean energy deposited in nuclei of Basal
Keratinocyte, Oligodendrocytes and Hepatocyte
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3. Study of BNCT mixed field energy deposition

(a) Basal Keratinocyte

(b) Oligodendrocytes

(c) Hepatocyte

Figure 3.9: Comparison 10B uniform on nucleus surface. Figures (a), (b) and
(c) show respectively the energy spectrum and mean energy deposited in nuclei
of Basal Keratinocyte, Oligodendrocytes and Hepatocyte
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3.4. Energy deposition distribution inside the nucleus

(a) Basal Keratinocyte

(b) Oligodendrocytes

(c) Hepatocyte

Figure 3.10: Comparison 10B uniform in central cell. Figures (a), (b) and (c)
show respectively the energy spectrum and mean energy deposited in nuclei of
Basal Keratinocyte, Oligodendrocytes and Hepatocyte
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(a) Basal Keratinocyte

(b) Oligodendrocytes

(c) Hepatocyte

Figure 3.11: Comparison 10B uniform on central cell Surface. Figures (a), (b)
and (c) show respectively the energy spectrum and mean energy deposited in
nuclei of Basal Keratinocyte, Oligodendrocytes and Hepatocyte
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3.5. Discussion

3.5 Discussion

From these simulation studies with approximated real cell like structure, some
interesting patterns of boron neutron capture reaction radiation field are com-
puted. Even though the tissue and cell like structure are still geometrical
approximations, this study highlights how the quality of the BNCT treatment
can depend on cell morphology and 10B distribution at cellular level. From
the geometrical point of view at fixed boron distribution the most important
differences are in the cross-fire, which is the contribution to nucleus hit from
boron neutron capture reactions generated in surrounding cells. As an exam-
ple the cross fire hit probability of Oligodendrocyte cells is approximately 7
times higher than cross fire nucleus hits in hepatocytes. This huge difference
can have important consequences in the outcome of BNCT.

Another observed characteristic is the quality of the nucleus hit, which can
be deducted from the energy distribution histograms. Here the highest energy
deposition is given for boron uniformly distributed in the cell nucleus and it
increases with cell and nucleus size. A downfall is that at increasing cell size the
nucleus hit probability decreases. Therefore, some morphological conclusions
of this work can be made. At decreasing cell size the mean energy deposition
in the nucleus decreases but the hit probability on the single cell and the hit
probability given by cross-fire events increases. Concurrently at decreasing cell
size both Hit probability by α particles and Lithium ions increases. On the
other hand, at increasing cell size the mean energy deposited in the sensitive
volume of the cell increases although the nucleus hit probability decreases. In
this case α particles deposit the majority of the energy in the nucleus.

Other conclusion can be taken by considering different boron distributions
at sub-cellular level. When 10B uniformly distributes within the cell the mean
nucleus hit probability is ≈ 40% for internal events and ≈ 10% from cross fire
events. The mean deposited energy in the cell nucleus is ≈ 800keV internal
events and ≈ 300keV from cross-fire events as shown in Table 3.6 and Table 3.7.
Li ions and α particles have the same nucleus hit probability when neutron
capture reactions happen within the cell, while for cross-fire events α particles
have the dominant role in generating possible cell damaging events. Finally
if we consider the instance where boron is uniformly distributed on the cell
surface, which mimics the action of BSH, the nucleus hit probability is ≈
13% on the central cell and ≈ 15% for the surrounding nuclei. The energy
deposition is ≈ 500keV on the central cell and ≈ 300keV for the surrounding
nuclei and α particles play the major role in depositing this energy.

The study presented in this chapter is still in an early stage, a missing brick
is a way to verify experimentally the simulation results. This may be done by
trying to evaluate the Compound Biological Effectiveness and comparing the
results with values calculated in clinical trials. A deeper insight of these future
prospect will be covered in Chapter 5.
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3. Study of BNCT mixed field energy deposition

Table 3.6: Mean energy deposited in basal keratinocytes, oligodendrocites and
hepatocites for boron distributed in a single cell: uniformly in the cell, uni-
formly on the cell surface, uniformly on the nucleus and uniformly on the
nucleus surface.

cell type

uniform on

nucleus surface

(keV)

uniform on

cell surface

(keV)

uniform

in nucleus

(keV)

uniform

in cell

(keV)

Basal

Keratinocyte
652 434 956 667

Oligodendrocytes 830 582 1314 1004

Hepatocyte 930 526 1623 1131

Table 3.7: Mean energy deposited in basal keratinocytes, oligodendrocites and
hepatocites for boron distributed in a tissue like geometry: uniformly in the
cell, uniformly on the cell surface, uniformly on the nucleus and uniformly on
the nucleus surface.

cell type

uniform in

central cell

(keV)

uniform on

central cell surface

(keV)

Basal

Keratinocyte
252 434

Oligodendrocytes 384 582

Hepatocyte 330 526
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Chapter 4
Design of an epithermal neutron
beam for limb osteosarcoma

The characteristics of a neutron beam for BNCT must ensure a uniform distri-
bution of thermal neutrons in the neoplastic tissue and regions around the gross
disease with suspected infiltrating neoplastic cells. As mentioned in Chapter
1 the appropriate energy spectrum of neutron beams for BNCT depends on
the depth of the tumour and on the organ in which it is located. The ra-
tionale of irradiation with epithermal neutrons is that they are slowed down
while passing through biological tissue by elastic scattering interactions mainly
with hydrogen. This generates a neutron radiation field where the maximum
flux of thermal energy is within the irradiated tissue. Consequently the high-
est probability for neutron capture reactions is at a certain depth within the
treated volume. When the tumour is superficial like skin melanoma, a tissue-
equivalent material is placed between the target and the beam in order to shift
the peak of the thermal neutron flux in the desired position [95]. As an alter-
native, hypertheramal beams have been designed to ensure a thermal uniform
irradiation of melanoma patients without the need of such moderators [90]

As the selectivity of BNCT depends mainly on the boron distribution in
the cancer tissue, there is no need for complex tailoring of the beam spatial
profile or to follow the organs movement during the irradiation. This is the
difference from conventional radio and hadron therapy, where the selectivity
of the treatment is determined by the high precision targeting of the tumour
by the beam. The clinical application of BNCT is optimized within the con-
strains of normal tissue dose limits. This dose is given by neutrons interacting
with normal tissue constituents, boron retained in this tissue and by photons
generated in the moderation of neutrons. Neutrons have to be sufficiently col-
limated to avoid the irradiation of sensible organs during the treatment, and
fast neutrons and gamma contamination must be lowered as much as possible.
Parametric guidelines to evaluate neutron beam quality were studied in the
past [96, 97, 98] and summarized in the IAEA tech-doc dedicated to BNCT.
Such parameters are the neutron flux, the ratio between dose rate by fast neu-
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4. Design of an epithermal neutron beam for limb osteosarcoma

Table 4.1: Some examples of measured in-air parameters from epithermal
BNCT facilities.

Neutron source
φepi

(9 cm−2 s−1)

Ḋf
φepi

(10−13 Gy cm2 )

Ḋγ
φepi

(10−13 Gy cm2)

FCB [103] 4.3 1.4 3.6

JRR-4 [82] 2.2 3.1 1.5

THOR [104] 1.1 3.4 1.3

FiR-1 [105] 1.1 2.1 0.5

KURR [106] 0.46 6.2 2.8

HFR [107] 0.33 12.1 3.8

Li ABNS 30 mA [95] 0.95 5.2 4.9

trons and the neutron flux and the ratio between gamma dose rate and the
neutron flux. The neutron flux defines the duration of a BNCT treatment;
for beams with more than 109 cm−2 s−1 the treatment may last less than one
hour. The relation between gamma or fast neutron dose rate and the neutron
flux defines the contamination by gamma or fast neutrons respectively; it was
assumed that a good neutron beam should have both contamination of less
than 2.0 · 10−13 Gy cm2.

Neutron sources capable to deliver a flux of more than 109 cm−2 s−1 are
nuclear reactors. Many research nuclear research reactors were adapted for
BNCT clinical purposes since its early stages in 1951 [99, 100, 101, 102], where
epithermal or hyperthermal neutron beams have been employed. Some of
those beams are shown in Table 4.1, where their quality is compared though
the parameters described in the previous paragraph.

Although the encouraging clinical outcome reported in literature, BNCT
struggles to become widely used therapy. The reason is that nuclear reactors
are facilities that are not completely dedicated to medical treatment, are diffi-
cult to install and maintain, depend on political and social support and require
security issues that prevent their employ in hospitals. Therefore, a new boost
for BNCT clinical application will come from the development of alternative
neutron sources such as Accelerator Based Neutron Sources (ABNS).

In this chapter the design of a neutron field from an accelerator neutron
source is described. Neutrons from nuclear reactions in the target of the accel-
erator have an harder spectrum than the epithermal one necessary for BNCT,
thus it is mandatory to design a Beam Shaping Assembly (BSA) aimed at
moderating, shaping and collimating the neutron beam. A brief overview of
neutron sources based on accelerators will be shown together with the descrip-
tion of INFN project, that consists in the production of a high neutron flux
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4.1. Accelerator neutron sources

Table 4.2: Characteristics of charged particle nuclear reactions considered for
accelerator-based BNCT [108].

Reaction

Projectile

energy

(MeV)

Average n

energy

(MeV)

Max n

energy

(MeV)

n production

rate

(mA−1s−1)

7Li(p, n)7Be 2.5 0.55 0.8 9.1 · 1011

9Be(p, n)9B 4.0 1.06 2.1 1.0 · 1012

9Be(p, n)9B 30.0 28.0 1.9 · 1014

9Be(d, n)10B 1.5 2.01 5.8 3.3 · 1011

13C(d, n)14N 1.5 1.08 6.8 1.9 · 1011

2H(d, n)3He 0.15 2.50 2.5 4.7 · 108

3H(d, n)4He 0.15 14.10 14.1 5.0 · 1010

exploiting the (p,n) reaction in Be. From such a neutron source various BSA
configurations are presented, to compare the quality of those beams through
the parameters shown in Table 4.1. To evaluate their performance on a clini-
cal scenario the chosen beams are then used in a Treatment Planning System
(TPS) to asses which is the most performing one.

4.1 Accelerator neutron sources

Neutrons are produced through nuclear reactions like the spontaneous fission of
249Cf or fission reactions such as the ones that happen in nuclear reactors. An-
other neutron source can be obtained by nuclear reactions induced by charged
particles, some of which are reported in Table 4.2.

For accelerator based BNCT, endothermic reactions such as 7Li(p,n)7Be
and 9Be(p,n)9B are attractive because of their high neutron yield near thresh-
old and because the spectra of the obtained neutrons are relatively soft. The
neutron energy range from those reaction is closely related to the proton en-
ergy interacting with the target. Thus, depending on the chosen reaction and
of the charged particle beam, a specific BSA has to be developed. As the re-
search in this field is still active there are no standard primary beam, target or
BSA. Therefore different groups all over the world are optimizing their beam
energy, target and BSA [109, 11, 110, 111, 112, 113, 114, 115, 116, 117]. A
summary of the considered nuclear reaction for neutron production is shown
in Table 4.2, Both lithium and berillyum reactions have advantages and disad-
vantages; lithium has a good neutron yield near threshold which means that it
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4. Design of an epithermal neutron beam for limb osteosarcoma

produces spectra more similar to the ones needed in BNCT, but on the other
hand it is more difficult to handle because it activates1, it reacts with air oxigen
and it has a very low melting point, thus it melts with the high intensity pro-
ton beam. Some groups are studying the possibility to employ liquid lithium
targets [118, 119]. To obtain a intense neutron source from a beryllium tar-
get, the energy of the proton beam should be at least two times the threshold
energy of the 9Be(p,n)9B reaction2. This implies that the neutron spectra of
beryllium is harder than the one of lithium. Moreover, another disadvantage
is the low permeability to hydrogen in beryllium, that accumulates once the
proton ends its slowing down in the target. This has consequences since a
high proton current can cause the blistering of the target. The advantages of
the beryllium target are its high melting point and the fact that it does not
activate.

The endothermic reactions in Accelerator Based BNCT have a cross section
that is less than 1 b. The measured cross section for lithium and beryllium
is shown in Figure 4.1 and Figure 4.2 respectively. For this reason the accel-
erators should achieve an high current beam with tens of mA to obtain more
than 1012 neutrons per second on the entire solid angle. Accelerators with such
characteristics are presently available and they can be distinguished in two cat-
egories: electrostatic [120, 121, 122, 123] and electrodynamic [124, 125, 126].
The main difficulty to accelerate such intense beams is to provide sufficiently
strong transverse focusing to counteract space charge effects of the beam, this
confinement can be obtained with quadrupoles. Another technological chal-
lenge concerns the stopping of the projectile within the target. All the power
provided to accelerate the projectile is released on the target that must be
efficiently cooled down in order to avoid melting.

1The (p,n) reaction produces 7Be which emits 477 keV photons.
2to generate a sufficiently intense neutron source the projectile energy should be more

than 4 MeV. This shifts the neutron spectra up till 3 MeV and this maximum energy
increases with the projectile energy
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4.1. Accelerator neutron sources

Figure 4.1: Reaction cross section for 7Li(p,n) for different proton bombarding
energies. The pronounced resonance is at ≈ 2.25 MeV [127].
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4. Design of an epithermal neutron beam for limb osteosarcoma

Figure 4.2: Reaction cross section for 9Be(p,n) for different proton bombarding
energies [116].

4.1.1 MUNES-BNCT project

The Italian National Institute of Nuclear Physics (INFN) in the framework
of the project Multidisciplinary Neutron Source (MUNES), developed and re-
alized a Radio Frequency Quadrupole (RFQ) [128] proton accelerator. This
research program in nuclear and interdisciplinary physics, concerns BNCT with
a neutron source based on accelerators technology for clinical applications. The
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4.1. Accelerator neutron sources

Table 4.3: TRASCO CW RFQ specifications [129]

Particle p

Input Energy 0.08 MeV

Output Energy 5 MeV

Frequency 352.2 MHz

Current 30 mA

RF power consumption <800 kW

Duty factor 100 %

main RFQ characteristics are shown in Table 4.3. It consists of six brazed seg-
ments of 1.2 m each, the structure is shown in Figure 4.3. This accelerator is
of interest to BNCT for the delivery of 5 MeV protons with 30 mA current in
a Continuous Wave (CW) mode. It was shown that through the (p,n) reac-
tion on a beryllium target and an appropriate BSA the machine can develop a
thermal neutron flux of 4.29 ± 0.01 × 109 · cm−2 s−1 [117]. This energy range
is suitable to treat shallow cancers like skin melanoma.

Beryllium was chosen as the beam target material, due to the neutron yield
≈ 109 s−1 and maximum neutron energy < 3.2 MeV3 expected at the fixed RFQ
output power. Two target prototypes were developed with similar geometries
(as shown in Figure 4.4), one with the structural components based on zirco-
nium alloy and beryllium while the other one was based on bulk beryllium.
These targets were tested in the past years and results showed that the target
geometry was well optimized for heat removal. Anyhow research is ongoing to
further improve the target resistance to radiation and to fix the drawback of
blistering [114].

Figure 4.4: Beryllium target layout [125].

As stated before, to treat deeper seated tumours an epithermal neutron en-

3The maximum neutron energy depend on the proton energy, which for this accelerator
is 5 MeV
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4. Design of an epithermal neutron beam for limb osteosarcoma

Figure 4.3: The TRASCO RFQ (5 MeV, 30 mA). Layout of the 7.13 m long
accelerating structure on the support system, the main cooling pipes connec-
tions, quadrupole cross section and view of the first module constructed [125].
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4.2. Neutron source from 5 MeV protons on beryllium

ergy beam is needed. In the following section the results of the simulation work
performed for the development of the optimal BSA to obtain an epithermal
energy beam is presented.

4.2 Neutron source from 5 MeV protons on

beryllium

This work started with the optimization of the design process for a simpler
target configuration. At the National Laboratories of Legnaro a proton beam
of 5 MeV and 3 µA is available (CN facility) and it is coupled with a thick
beryllium target. This set-up allows the production of 1010 neutrons per second
in the target, which makes it an optimal playground for experimental activities
such as dosimetry and microdosimetry. Neutron spectra have been measured at
many laboratory angles and in the whole energy range by Agosteo et al. [130],
leading to the definition of the double-differential spectra for the (p,n) reaction
in Be at 5 MeV.

Measurements were performed with a detection system consisting of a
monolithic silicon telescope coupled to polyethylene converter. This detection
system is capable of discriminating selectively recoil protons from secondary
electrons generated by background photons. The energy distribution of the
neutron yield was measured at 0o, 20o, 40o, 60o, 80o, 90o, 100o and 120oangles,
Figure 4.5. The distance between the beryllium target and the detector surface
was 5±0.1cm, while the sensible are was 1 mm2, corresponding to an angular
aperture of about 0.6o. From the kinematics of the 9Be(p,n)9B reaction, it
turns out that the maximum neutron energies are about 3.2, 3.1, 3.0, 2.7, 2.5,
2.3, 2.2 and 2.1 MeV for each angle respectively, as shown in Figure 4.6b. The
neutron yields distribution versus the laboratory angle shows a maximum close
to 0o and then it drops sharply with increasing angle up to about 60o where it
reaches a minimum value, as shown in Figure 4.6a. The total neutron yield per
unit charge of the reaction is determinated by integrating the neutron spectra
over the energy range and solid angle and it turns to be (3.50 ± 0.3) · 1012

mC−1.
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4. Design of an epithermal neutron beam for limb osteosarcoma

(a) Emission angles: 0o, 20o, 40o and 60o. (b) Emission angles: 80o, 90o, 100o and 120o.

Figure 4.5: Distribution of neutron yield measured at different emission angles
[130].

The first step consisted in reproducing the experimental data with MCNP.
Thanks to the capabilities of MCNP6, the double differential spectra may be
obtained by simulating the proton beam and by tallying the neutron flux in
the same positions as the measurements were performed. The transport of
charged particles is achieved down to few keV with good accuracy, however
it is necessary to prove that the nuclear data in the libraries are correct and
that the models implemented for the physical processes reproduce the experi-
ments. For this reason tests were performed to prove the accuracy of neutron
yielding by simulating 5 MeV protons interacting with a thick beryllium tar-
get, with the same configuration as in the experiment by Agosteo et al. [130].
This assessment was performed for MCNP6, MCNPX and PHITS, that are
commonly used MC transport codes in the field of BNCT [131, 132, 133]. In
Figure 4.7 the results of the simulations compared with the experimental data
is shown. All tested MC codes fail in reproducing the neutron spectra yielded
by the 9Be(p,n)9B reaction for both nuclear reaction models and cross section.
For this reason, a second approach was adopted: reconstructing the neutron
source starting form the double differential experimental spectra directly in
the target. This method has the advantage to be more efficient in terms of
calculation time.
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4.2. Neutron source from 5 MeV protons on beryllium

(a)

(b)

Figure 4.6: Characteristics of the neutron production from the (p,n) reaction
on Be. 4.6a represents the Neutron yield at different laboratory angles. 4.6b
shows the Mean and Maximum energy at different laboratory angles [130].

The MCNP6 neutron source from 9Be(p,n)9B reaction with 5 MeV protons
was designed by extracting neutrons on the surface of the thick beryllium
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4.3. Epithermal Beam Shaping Assembly (BSA) characteristics

Table 4.4: In-air parameters from the CN ABNS epithermal beam.

Neutron source
φepi

(9 cm−2 s−1)

Ḋf
φepi

(10−13 Gy cm2 )

Ḋγ
φepi

(10−13 Gy cm2)

Be ABNS 30 mA 2.2 8.7 2.4

target. To check the correctness of the simulated neutron source, the neutron
fluence was then tallied at 5 cm from the target and at different laboratory
angles to be compared with the experimental values. While more details on
the code for the neutron source generation with MCNP are in Appendix A,
Figure 4.8 and Figure4.9 show the validation of the simulated neutron source
spectra at various laboratory angles. The same check was performed on the
neutron yield, mean and maximum energy; respectively shown in Figure 4.10a
and Figure 4.10b, demonstrating a very good agreement between simulation
an experiments. Furthermore, in the implementation of the neutron source
the angles 140o, 160o and 180o were added to complete the neutron extraction
for the entire solid angle. The neutron yield and energy distributions were
extrapolated from the experimental data, results of those extrapolations are
shown in Figure 4.10.

4.3 Epithermal Beam Shaping Assembly (BSA)

characteristics

Having validated the neutron source, the next step was to design a BSA to
obtain two neutron beams of different spectral characteristics at the CN facil-
ity [134]. This work demonstrated that it is possible to obtain a thermal and
an epithermal neutron beam for experimental measurements and it represented
a good starting point for the design of the BSA for the RFQ accelerator. In
fact, many geometries and materials were tested, leading to an optimal config-
uration in terms of beam parameters. The final configuration of the channel is
shown in Figure 4.11 and the corresponding spectrum is shown in Figure 4.12.
The parametric output at the beam port of this configuration is shown in Ta-
ble 4.4 Demonstrating the feasibility to develop a clinical beam for BNCT with
a 5 MeV proton beam and a Be target.

The BSA development was performed taking as a reference the beam char-
acteristics advised by the IAEA’s recommendations on beam quality [135], that
are shown in Table 4.5. Moreover, the epithermal neutron flux in the range of
1-10 keV was maximized. Care was taken to decrease the fast neutron compo-
nent and to absorb or avoid the creation of γ photons. At start a simple beam
geometry was implemented to perform some studies to establish the optimal
moderating material to use. Once this step was concluded, the beam geometry
and shape was refined to further improve the in air beam parameters at the
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4.3. Epithermal Beam Shaping Assembly (BSA) characteristics

Figure 4.11: The final epithermal beam set-up at the CN accelerator facility,
composed of (starting from the neutron source): 200mm teflon, 10mm mag-
nesium alloy, 5mm teflon, 10mm magnesium alloy, 5x (10 mm aluminium / 5
mm teflon / 15 mm magnesium alloy), 5mm teflon, 2x(5 mm magnesium alloy
/ 5 mm aluminium), 2x(5 mm magnesium alloy / 5 mm titanium) and 5 mm
magnesium alloy.

Table 4.5: IAEA’s recommendations on beam quality.

Beam parameter Recommended value

Epithermal Flux (φepi) 109 cm−2 s−1

Ḋfast
φepi

2,5 · 10−13 cm−2 Gy

Ḋγ
φepi

2,0 · 10−13 cm−2 Gy
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4. Design of an epithermal neutron beam for limb osteosarcoma

Figure 4.12: Neutron spectrum obtained with the final designed for the ep-
ithermal beam, shown in Figure 4.11

beam port.

4.3.1 Materials

To obtain an epithermal neutron beam from the accelerator neutron source
spectra of Section 4.2, appropriate neutron moderating materials have to be
used, with a high scattering cross section for neutrons with energies grater
than 10 keV. Obviously to obtain a neutron peak at the desired epithermal
energy the cross section between 0.5 eV and 10 keV should be low. At the same
time thermal neutrons have to be absorbed and material producing γ rays by
neutron interaction should be avoided. In fact it is very rare to find a material
with such a neutron cross section. The most abundant atom with an interesting
cross section behaviour is 60Ni, Figure 4.13. Natural nickel is composed by
58Ni, 60Ni, 61, 62Ni and 64Ni where their abundance is respectively 68,077%,
26,233%, 1,14%, 3,634%, 0,926%. The cross section of the other isotopes on
Ni is not as useful to this end as the one of 60Ni. Anyhow it would be too
expensive to effectively produce a pure 60Ni BSA. A solution to avoid the use of
overly expensive materials is to combine atoms with different cross sections to
obtain an adequate moderating material for epithermal neutron beam design.
Effective shaping materials for epithermal neutron beams, capable of reducing
the fast component without removing neutrons in the energy range of interest
are described in Table 4.6. 19F, 24Mg, 27Al and 28Si are the most common
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4.3. Epithermal Beam Shaping Assembly (BSA) characteristics

materials used in the shaping of an epithermal neutron beam. All of these have
low cross section at epithermal energies compared to their fast neutron cross
section, shown in Figure 4.14. 6Li and 48Ti [1] are two nuclei with interesting
neutron cross section characteristics, shown in Figure 4.15. Lithium has an
high cross section for thermal neutrons, therefore it is a good thermal neutron
and it does not produce gamma rays. Titanium has an interesting peak in
the scattering cross section around 10 keV, helpful to refine the epithermal
spectrum.

The study briefly introduced above, leading to an epithermal beam with
good characteristics, was used as a starting point for the simulations performed
for the RFQ dedicated to clinical BNCT, especially regarding the materials
that were chosen.
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Figure 4.13: Neutron cross section for Ni [1], red line is the neutron elastic
cross section, green represents non elastic scattering while the blue line is the
total cross section.

65



4. Design of an epithermal neutron beam for limb osteosarcoma

Table 4.6: Brief description of commonly used material for epithermal neutron
beam design.

Material description

FluentalTM
Al 30%, AlF3 69%, LiF 1%. It is a patented neutron moderating

material and it turns out to be an excellent fast neutron filter

Al, F, Mg Si

compounds

They are all interesting materials due to their resonances

in the scattering cross section above 10 keV. Al and AlF3 are the

most common materials in epithermal beam development.

Ti

It has a pronounced resonance in the scattering cross section

at 10 keV and a 1/v behaviour in the absorption cross section.

It has been suggested ad a good chopper for

the upper epithermal energy ranges.

Li and

compunds

6Li is the best thermal neutron absorber because no γ

rays are released in the absorption process. The only drawback

is that the natural abundance of 6Li is only 7.5%
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Figure 4.14: Neutron cross section for 19F, 24Mg, 27Al and 28Si [1].
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Figure 4.15: Neutron cross section for 6Li and 48Ti [1].

4.4 Simulation work flow

The exposition of the work flow performed in this dissertation can help the
interpretation of the following sections. The neutron transport simulations
were performed by the Monte Carlo (MC) code MCNP6, the inputs are fur-
ther described in Appendix A. With this MC code the first simulations were
performed to define and optimise the neutron source produced by 5 MeV pro-
tons interacting on a beryllium target, as described in Section 4.2. This is the
starting point for the tailoring of the epithermal neutron beam as shown in
Figure 4.16, which is divided in two phases.

4.4.1 Phase 1 - in air figure of merit optimization

This phase consisted in optimizing IAEA parameters for the simulated beams.
The simulations results where used as feedback to redefine and optimize the
BSA materials and structure. Physical parameters as flux, current and dose
were calculated along the beam axis and at the beam port. Along the beam
axis the parameters were evaluated on a 6 cm radius circle perpendicular to
the beam axis located every centimeter. These quantities are:

φn(E) Neutron flux as function of the neutron energy, measured through MCNP6’s
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4.4. Simulation work flow

F2:n flux tally, see Appendix for the meaning of ”tally” in MCNP lan-
guage.

Ḋn(E) Dose rate as a function of the neutron energy. The dose rate was evalu-
ated by an F2 tally multiplied by the appropriate kerma factors4.

At beam port different evaluations were performed on two geometrical con-
figurations. One composed by 40 annular rings each 1 cm thick. The other
evaluations were performed on a circle of 6 cm radius and on the ring enclosing
this central circle with an external radius of 12 cm.

Jn(E, θ) Neutron current as a function of the neutron energy and angle with
respect to the beam axis, measured through MCNP6’s F1:n flux tally.

φn(E) Neutron flux as function of the neutron energy, measured through MCNP6’s
F2:n flux tally.

Ḋn(E) Dose rate as a function of the neutron energy. The dose rate was evalu-
ated through an F2 tally multiplied by the appropriate kerma factors.

4.4.2 Phase 2 - Optimal epithermal neutron beam se-
lection

At the end of the first phase some beams were selected on the basis of their
performance with respect to IAEA guidelines for epithermal neutron beams.
The beams were then tested in a clinical scenario, of a true Osteosarcoma
patient. This phase is divided in two parts: the first being the treatment
planning evaluation thought NTCPlan and DVHTool from which the computed
parameters are:

DVH Dose to Volume Histogram, expressed in equivalent photon dose. This
histograms shows the percent of volume that has absorbed a given dose.
For Osteosarcoma the DVH is evaluated for the: cancerous tissue, skin
and soft tissue.

T(min) The treatment time, which evaluated by imposing the maximum tolerable
dose to the skin that was considered as the organ at risk being the tissue
with the lowest tolerance to radiation in this clinical case.

The second part uses the treatment time to evaluate the dose deposition to
peripheral organs employing the geometrical MIRD phantom [25].

4Neutron Kerma Factors for A-150 Tissue Equivalent Plastic Calculated from Kerma data
in ICRU Report 63 and JENDL-3.2 cross sections and Q-values. These kerma factors are
reported in J.T. Goorley, W.S. Kiger, III, R.G. Zamenhof, ”Reference Dosimetry Calculations
for Neutron Capture Therapy with Comparison of Analytical and Voxel Models,” Medical
Physics, February 2002.
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4. Design of an epithermal neutron beam for limb osteosarcoma

Figure 4.16: Simulation work flow chart, graphical representation of the per-
formed work for the tailoring of the epithermal neutron beam.
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4.5. Epithermal neutron beam tailoring

Table 4.7: In-air parameters concerning the BSA configuration of Figure 4.17.

Neutron source
φepi

(109 cm−2 s−1)

Ḋf
φepi

(10−13 Gy cm2 )

Ḋγ
φepi

(10−13 Gy cm2)

Figure 4.17a 4.0 15 28

Figure 4.17b 4.2 15 23

Figure 4.17c 3.2 9.9 25

Figure 4.17d 3.7 32 2.8

4.5 Epithermal neutron beam tailoring

For the accelerator described in Section 4.2 four initial BSA configurations
were tested, shown in Figure 4.17. Materials used are lead as external shield-
ing and different combinations of Teflon and of a material mixture of alumini-
um/Teflon/magnesium alloy and a mixture of titanium/Teflon/magnesium al-
loy, starting from the neutron source the composition of the tested set-ups
are:

Figure 4.17a 200 mm of Teflon, 6 sandwiches of (10 mm Al / 10 mm Teflon / 10 mm
MgAl) and 3 sandwiches of (10 mm Ti / 10 mm Teflon / 10 mm MgAl)
cut by a titanium cylinder along the beam axis or 6 cm radius.

Figure 4.17b 250 mm of Teflon, 6 sandwiches of (10 mm Al / 10 mm Teflon / 10 mm
MgAl) and 3 sandwiches of (10 mm Ti / 10 mm Teflon / 10 mm MgAl)
cut by a titanium con along the beam axis with final radius of 6 cm.

Figure 4.17c 200 mm of Teflon, 6 sandwiches of (10 mm Al / 10 mm Teflon / 10 mm
MgAl) and 3 sandwiches of (10 mm Ti / 10 mm Teflon / 10 mm MgAl)
cut by a titanium con along the beam axis with final radius of 6 cm.

Figure 4.17d 20 sandwiches of (10 mm Al / 10 mm Teflon / 10 mm MgAl) and 3
sandwiches of (10 mm Ti / 10 mm Teflon / 10 mm MgAl) cut by a
titanium con along the beam axis with final radius of 6 cm.

The parametric results of these set up are summarized in Table 4.7, while
the neutron spectra at the beam port are shown in Figure 4.18. None of those
configurations is able to suppress the fast neutron component originated from
the beryllium target; the configuration represented by Figure 4.17d suppresses
photons satisfactory, while the configuration of Figure 4.17c has the lowest fast
neutron contamination. Therefore, cladding materials together helps to reduce
the beam photon component, while increasing the amount of Teflon improves
the absorption of fast neutron without decreasing too much the epithermal
neutron flux.
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4. Design of an epithermal neutron beam for limb osteosarcoma

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 4.17: Different BSA configurations with the same base materials. The
outer material is lead. In (a) and (b) 200 mm of teflon was chosen as reflector,
while in (c) 250 mm of teflon was used. in (d), a different approach was chosen,
the neutron source is surrounded by a sandwich material made up of (10 mm
Al / 10 mm Teflon / 10 mm MgAl). The same sandwich is found 6 times in
(a), (b) and (c). Finally for all the configurations the beam port is made by
two sandwiches of (10 mm Ti / 10 mm Teflon / 10 mm MgAl). A titanium
cone (a) or cylinder (b)/(c)/(d) crosses the BSA to drift epithermal neutrons
towards the beam port.
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4.5. Epithermal neutron beam tailoring

Figure 4.18: Neutron spectra concerning the BSA configuration of Figure 4.17.
Line 1,2,3 and 4 represent respectively the configuration of Figure 4.17a, Fig-
ure 4.17b, Figure 4.17c, and Figure 4.17d

4.5.1 Slowing down of the neutron spectra

The results obtained from the BSA of Figure 4.17 are not satisfactory yet,
the fast neutron contamination is still to high and photons are not sufficiently
suppressed. This section shows the study of the neutron moderation perfor-
mance of: aluminium, aluminium fluoride, lithium fluoride, magnesium alloy,
60nickel5, silicon, Teflon and titanium; material composition and cross sections
are summarized in Appendix C. The test of these materials was performed
on the structure represented in Figure 4.19, composed by: lead shield, Teflon
reflector, lithium loaded polyethylene and the central axis housing one of the
materials listed before. Evaluated physical parameters are:

1 - Along the Beam axis. Starting at the top interface of the vacuum tube
till the beam port, every 1 cm the: neutron flux intensity and dose rate
for thermal, epithermal and fast neutron components are tallied.

2 - At the Beam Port, neutron energy spectra is tallied.

Apart from the neutron spectra all the other parameters are evaluated as a
function of the distance within the BSA, starting at the top interface of the
vacuum tube .

5 60Ni was examined to show the interesting cross section characteristic of this element.
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4. Design of an epithermal neutron beam for limb osteosarcoma

Figure 4.19: Geometrical structure to perform neutron moderation studies to
lower fast neutron and photons contamination. The shielding material is lead,
the reflector was chosen to be graphite and the external structure is covered
by a layer of lithium loaded polyethylene. The central structure, represented
in blue, was filled with the materials to be tested.
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4.5. Epithermal neutron beam tailoring

Results are shown in Figure 4.20 for thermal, epithermal and fast neutron
flux component. Figure 4.20a shows that Ti, 60Ni and LiF are good thermal
neutron absorbers. While the rest of the considered materials interact nearly
in the same way with this neutron component. As shown in Figure 4.20b,
apart from LiF, all the considered materials produce an epithermal neutron
component greater than 109 cm−2 s−1 after 45 cm of moderation. Finally
Figure 4.20c shows that LiF, Teflon and AlF3 are good fast neutron absorbers
while all the other materials fail in filtering this neutron component. Dose rate
as a function of the distance within the beam is shown Figure 4.21 where the
prevalent dose component (also after 45 cm of moderation) is the one due to
the fast neutrons.

Figure 4.22 displays the ratio between dose rate and the epithermal neutron
flux component as a function of the distance for the previously listed materials.
It is interesting to see how aluminium fluoride produces a contamination lower
than −12 Gy cm2 after 30 cm of moderation. Apart from Teflon and lithium
fluoride, AlF3 is the only material obtaining such a low fast neutron contam-
ination with epithermal fluxes well above 109 cm−2 s−1. Figure 4.23 exhibits
the neutron energy spectra after 45 cm of moderation on a circle surface with
a radius of 6 cm. As expected, the fast neutron component obtained using
Teflon, lithium fluoride and aluminium fluoride is consistently lower than the
one obtained with other materials. As mentioned before, Ni60 is interesting
because it produces a neutron spectrum with a sharp peak between 1 and 10
keV, that is exactly the goal of the work. However it would be impossible to
purchase such quantity of enriched nickel, thus other solutions must be studied.

To conclude, this investigation helped in the selection of the optimal mod-
erating material. From this point on, the bulk moderating material will be
aluminium fluoride, while other elements will be used to shape the final neu-
tron energy distribution and to reduce the photon contamination.

4.5.2 Extraction angle selection.

As shown in the previous paragraph, aluminium fluoride is an adequate ma-
terial to reduce the fast neutron component for an epithermal neutron beam
development. Anyhow a better beam would be characterized by a smaller fast
neutron component. This can be achieved taking advantage of the angular
dependence of the source neutron spectra emitted by the reaction 9Be(p,n)9B
shown in Figure 4.5: at increasing laboratory angles the mean and maximum
neutron energy decreases. Therefore, the performance of the BSA was studied
in the forward direction and at 90o with respect to the proton beam direction.
The geometry and material composition of the neutron tailoring is shown inf
Figure 4.24. The moderating region is composed by 36 cm of aluminium flu-
oride, 1 cm of lithium fluoride, 1 cm of titanium and a final 2 cm layer of
bismuth. Lithium fluoride helps the reduction of the thermal neutron compo-
nent while titanium removes neutrons in the 40 keV region. The final bismuth
layer was chosen as a gamma absorber.
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Figure 4.20: (a) Thermal, (b) Epitermal and (c) Fast flux comparison as a
function of the distance inside the BSA.

76



4.5. Epithermal neutron beam tailoring

0 10 20 30 40

Distance (cm)

10-5

10-4

10-3

10-2

D
o
se

 r
a
te

 (
G
y
 s
−1

)

Al

AlF3

LiF

MgAl

Ni-60

Si

Teflon

Ti

Thermal neutron Dose rate

(a)

0 10 20 30 40

Distance (cm)

10-4

10-3

10-2

D
o
se
 r
a
te
 (
G
y
 s
−1
)

Al

AlF3

LiF

MgAl

Ni-60

Si

Teflon

Ti

Epithermal neutron Dose rate

(b)

0 10 20 30 40

Distance (cm)

10-4

10-3

10-2

10-1

100

101

D
o
se
 r
a
te
 (
G
y
 s
−1
)

Al

AlF3

LiF

MgAl

Ni-60

Si

Teflon

Ti

Fast neutron Dose rate

(c)

Figure 4.21: (a) Thermal, (b) Epitermal and (c) Fast dose rate comparison as
a function of the distance inside the BSA.
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4. Design of an epithermal neutron beam for limb osteosarcoma

(a) (b)

Figure 4.24: Figure (a) and (b) show respectively the geometrical set up at
0o and 90o with respect to the proton direction. The moderating region is
composed by 36 cm of aluminium fluoride, 1 cm of lithium fluoride, 1 cm of
titanium and a final 2 cm layer of bismuth. The shield is lead, the reflector
is graphite and the external structure is covered by a layer of lithium loaded
polyethylene. The moderating cone is covered by a 1cm layer of titanium.

0 10 20 30 40

Distance (cm)

10-12

10-11

10-10

D
o
se

 r
a
te
 o
v
e
r 
e
p
it
h
e
rm

a
l 
fl
u
x
(G

y
 c
m

2
)

0o

90o

Fast neutron Dose rate over epithermal flux

(a)

10-8 10-7 10-6 10-5 10-4 10-3 10-2 10-1 100 101

Energy (MeV)

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

3.5

4.0

4.5

N
e
u
tr

o
n
 F

lu
x
 p

e
r 
le

th
a
rg

y
 (
cm

−2
 s
−
1 

le
th

a
rg

y
−1

)

1e7

0o

90o

Neutron energy spectra

(b)

Figure 4.25: Figure (a) shows the comparison of the dose rate over epithermal
neutron flux ratio as a function of the distance within the moderating region
for 0o and 90o with respect to the interaction direction of the proton beam
on the beryllium target. Figure (b) compares the 0o and 90o neutron energy
spectra at the beam port

Some of the parameters considered in Section 4.5.1 were used here to per-
form the comparison between the 0o and 90o configurations. Figure 4.25a
shows the ratio between fast neutron dose rate and the epithermal neutron
flux as a function of the distance within the moderating region of the BSA.
The results are clear, the 90o configuration gives the advantage of reducing
the fast neutron component compared to the 0o . Even though this difference
is not appreciable in Figure 4.25b, the dose rate related to the fast neutron
component is reduced by a factor of 20% as shown in Table 4.8.
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4.5. Epithermal neutron beam tailoring

Table 4.8: In-air parameters concerning the BSA configuration of Figure 4.24.

Neutron source
φepi

(109 cm−2 s−1)

Ḋf
φepi

(10−13 Gy cm2 )

Ḋγ
φepi

(10−13 Gy cm2)

Figure 4.24a 1.8 8.9 16

Figure 4.24b 1.8 6.9 16

From now on the chosen direction for the epithermal neutron beam devel-
opment is 90o with respect to the proton beam direction.

4.5.3 optimization of neutron reflection

In the this sections the tested configurations to increase the epithermal neutron
flux and to decrease the photon contamination, while keeping a low fast neutron
contamination are described. To maximise the neutron peak in the range 1-
10 keV, also the material surrounding the neutron source has to moderate
neutrons and by scattering send them back into the beam with an appropriate
energy; such a material will be called from now on reflecting material and it
must maximize the epithermal neutron flux, while keeping low fast neutron
and γ photons contamination.

Possible good reflecting materials have low neutron capture cross section
and high scattering cross section in the unwanted energy ranges. These ma-
terial are summarized in Table 4.6. Figure 4.26 shows the configurations that
were tested to select the optimal reflecting material. Beam material compo-
sition and the reflector material for each figure are shown in Table 4.9. The
main difference between those four trials is that in the one represented in Fig-
ure 4.26a, lithium fluoride is employed only in the first layer of the beam, while
in Figure 4.26b, 4.26c and 4.26d lithium fluoride was placed as first layer and
after the 35.5 cm bulk of aluminium fluoride.
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4. Design of an epithermal neutron beam for limb osteosarcoma

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 4.26: Schematic representation of the BSA where the reflecting material
was tested. Material composition of the beam and reflector are summarized in
Table 4.9. The shield is made of lead while the BSA is covered with a layer of
lithium loaded polyethylene.

The obtained neutron energy spectra are shown in Figure 4.27. In the fast
energy range, Figure 4.27c, there is no difference in the response in this energy
range. There are differences in the epithermal energy range, Figure 4.27b.
Here the reflecting material that maximises the neutron flux is aluminium
fluoride, then Teflon and finally graphite. Figure 4.27a shows the thermal
energy range. It is clear that without the lithium fluoride layer after 35.5 cm
of aluminium fluoride, configuration shown in Figure 4.26a, thermal neutrons
are not absorbed: this final lithium fluoride slab helps in reducing thermal
neutrons without affecting the spectrum in the energy range between 1 keV
and 10 keV.

Considering the in-air parameters summarized in Table 4.10 and the results
of Figure 4.27, the best material acting as a reflector is aluminium fluoride.
Furthermore, a lithium fluoride slab before and after the bulk layer of AlF3

helps in reducing thermal neutrons. Consequently, the most interesting con-
figuration is the one of Figure 4.26b. In the next section, starting from this
final configuration, different materials will be tested to increase the neutron
flux peak in the epithermal energy range.
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4.5. Epithermal neutron beam tailoring

Table 4.9: Material composition of geometries represented in Figure 4.26

Figure Reflector Material Beam Material

Figure 4.26a AlF3

0.5 cm LiF

36.5 cm AlF3

1 cm Ti

1 cm Bi

Figure 4.26b AlF3

0.5 cm LiF

36.5 cm AlF3

0.5 cm LiF

1 cm Ti

0.5 cm Bi

Figure 4.26c graphite

0.5 cm LiF

36.5 cm AlF3

0.5 cm LiF

1 cm Ti

0.5 cm Bi

Figure 4.26d Teflon

0.5 cm LiF

36.5 cm AlF3

0.5 cm LiF

1 cm Ti

0.5 cm Bi

Table 4.10: In-air parameters concerning the BSA configuration of Figure 4.26.

Neutron source
φepi

(109 cm−2 s−1)

Ḋf
φepi

(10−13 Gy cm2 )

Ḋγ
φepi

(10−13 Gy cm2)

Figure 4.26a 3.0 6.7 7.2

Figure 4.26b 2.7 6.8 6.2

Figure 4.26c 2.0 9.2 9.2

Figure 4.26d 2.4 8.3 6.6
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4.5. Epithermal neutron beam tailoring

4.5.4 Lateral Neutron Beam profile

The achieved in-air beam parameters, obtained with the configuration shown in
Figure 4.26b, compared with the epithermal neutron beams found in literature
of Table 4.1, are quite satisfactory. However some care should be given to
the lateral beam profile. The goal of developing a beam for clinical BNCT is
to confine most of the neutrons within the beam opening. In this work, the
radius at the beam port was chosen to be 6 cm, thus the highest neutron flux
should be found in this region. Taking the geometry shown in Figure 4.26b
as the reference beam, its lateral flux distribution is shown in Figure 4.28.
Clearly, the neutron flux is centred on the beam axis and mainly composed
by epithermal energy neutrons. Anyhow, the lateral dose distribution is not
negligible since it is higher than on the beam itself as shown in Figure 4.29.
This dose is mainly given by the fast neutron component along the entire plane
transverse to the beam axis.

Effort were dedicated to lower the lateral dose distribution due to fast
neutrons, introducing materials with low mass that do not emit γ rays while
slowing down neutrons. For this reason graphite was chosen, Figure 4.30 shows
three configurations. One is the previous geometrical assembly, another has
graphite to moderate neutrons only externally to the beam and the last one
contains graphite externally and along the beam axis. The lateral dose rate
profile comparison, Figure 4.31, shows that the configuration of Figure 4.30c
has the same dose rate on the center of the beam and laterally. Figure 4.32
and Figure 4.33 show in more detail the radial flux components and dose rate
components of this last configuration. The IAEA in air parameters are shown
in Table 4.11, marking that the differences at the beam port are negligible
apart from the greater photon contamination of the configuration shown in
Figure 4.30b.

These tests demonstrate that improving the neutron shield, without mod-
ifying the BSA material, does not influence the beam performance. It is clear
from Table 4.11 that this is the case, since the in air figure of merit are very
similar for the configurations of Figure 4.30a and Figure 4.30c, also allowing
for an easier configuration of the treatment room shielding.
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4. Design of an epithermal neutron beam for limb osteosarcoma

Figure 4.28: Neutron Flux at the beam port as a function of the distance from
the axis of the beam.

Figure 4.29: Neutron dose rate at the beam port as a function of the distance
from the axis of the beam.
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4.5. Epithermal neutron beam tailoring

(a) (b)

(c)

Figure 4.30: Schematic representation of the lateral shielding. The beam is
composed by: 0.5 cm of Li, 36.5 cm of AlF3, 0.5 cm of Li, 1 cm Ti and 0.5
cm Bi. The main shield is lead and the entire object is encapsulated in a 3
cm layer of lithium loaded polyethylene. The difference between the 3 figures
is: (a) no lateral shield, (b) graphite shield along the beam and laterally, (c)
graphite shield only laterally.
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Figure 4.31: Neutron dose rate at the beam port as a function of the distance
from the center of the beam. Comparison between the three configurations
shown in Figure 4.30.

Figure 4.32: Neutron Flux at the beam port as a function of the distance from
the center of the beam, for the geometrical configuration of Figure 4.30c
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4.6. Final Epithermal Beam

Table 4.11: In-air parameters concerning the BSA configuration of Figure 4.30.

Neutron source
φepi

(109 cm−2 s−1)

Ḋf
φepi

(10−13 Gy cm2 )

Ḋγ
φepi

(10−13 Gy cm2)

Figure 4.30a 2.7 6.8 6.2

Figure 4.30b 2.5 6.1 8.0

Figure 4.30c 2.6 6.5 6.3
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Figure 4.33: Neutron dose rate at the beam port as a function of the distance
from the center of the beam, for the geometrical configuration of Figure 4.30c

4.6 Final Epithermal Beam

This section addresses the issue of lowering the photon component of the beam.
This can be achieved by substituting all those materials having an high cross
section for neutron interaction that emit photons, with elements having simi-
lar neutron moderation but negligible γ emission. For this reason a material
that shoul be substituted is lithium loaded polyethylene which contains hydro-
gen emitting 2.2 MeV photons through the reaction 1H(n,γ)2H. Consequently,
materials like heavy water and lithium carbonate were tested in this section.
Another way to decrease the gamma component is absorbing thermal neutrons,
which are the main cause of photon production via radiative capture. This can
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4. Design of an epithermal neutron beam for limb osteosarcoma

be achieved by placing lithium in strategic positions within the beam.

Figure 4.34 and Figure 4.35 show the two geometrical set-up considered in
this section. Actually the first one represents three configurations, in all of
them the central bulk is composed by: 0.5 cm LiF, 34.5 cm AlF3, 0.5 cm LiF,
1cm AlF3, 1 cm Ti, 0.5 cm Bi. Surrounding the central aluminium fluoride bulk
there is lead, while the materials filling the external white and purple volumes
are the ones that distinguish the three configurations. Here, combinations of:
lithium loaded polyethylene, graphite, heavy water and lithium carbonate are
used as shown in Table 4.12. The latter figure has a more complicated geometry
and material composition; this BSA contains thin layers of lithium fluoride
(LiF) within the 36 cm block of AlF3. To further absorb thermal neutrons
the entire BSA is encapsulated in 1cm thick layer of LiF. The external coat
is composed by lithium carbonate (centrally) and lithium loaded polyethylene
(laterally). For simplicity the BSA set-up are listed here:

(1) – Central: 0.5 cm LiF, 34.5 cm AlF3, 0.5 cm LiF, 1cm AlF3, 1 cm Ti,
0.5 cm Bi

– Shield: lead

– Lateral moderator: graphite

– Coat: lithium loaded polyethylene

(2) – Central: 0.5 cm LiF, 34.5 cm AlF3, 0.5 cm LiF, 1cm AlF3, 1 cm Ti,
0.5 cm Bi

– Shield: lead

– Lateral moderator: graphite

– Coat: lithium carbonate

(3) – Central: 0.5 cm LiF, 34.5 cm AlF3, 0.5 cm LiF, 1cm AlF3, 1 cm Ti,
0.5 cm Bi

– Shield: lead

– Lateral moderator: heavy water

– Coat: lithium carbonate

(4) – Central: 0.5 cm LiF, 10 cm AlF3, 0.25 cm LiF, 10 cm AlF3, 0.25
cm LiF, 10 cm AlF3 , 0.25 cm LiF, 6 cm AlF3, 0.25 cm LiF, 1 cm
Ti, 0.5 cm Bi

– Shield: lead & lithium fluoride

– Lateral moderator: graphite & lithium fluoride

– Coat: lithium loaded polyethylene & lithium carbonate & lithium
loaded polyethylene
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4.6. Final Epithermal Beam

Figure 4.34: The central cone is composed by: 0.5 cm LiF, 34.5 cm AlF3, 0.5
cm LiF, 1cm AlF3, 1 cm Ti, 0.5 cm Bi. Laterally to the beam there is lead
while in this section three configurations of the white and purple materials
were tested as shown in Table 4.12
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4. Design of an epithermal neutron beam for limb osteosarcoma

Table 4.12: Material configuration taking Figure 4.34 as a reference.

Beam Purple White

Figure 4.34 1 graphite lithium loaded polyethylene

Figure 4.34 2 graphite lithium carbonate

Figure 4.34 3 Heavy Water lithium carbonate

Figure 4.35: The central cone is composed by: 0.5 cm LiF, 10 cm AlF3, 0.25
cm LiF, 10 cm AlF3, 0.25 cm LiF, 10 cm AlF3 , 0.25 cm LiF, 6 cm AlF3,
0.25 cm LiF, 1 cm Ti, 0.5 cm Bi. Filling the cone of the beam there is 1cm
layer of LiF, lead, 1cm lithium polyethylene and 2 cm of lithium carbonate.
Externally there are 15 cm of graphite, 1cm of LiF and a final 3 cm layer of
lithium polyethylene.

The in air figure of merit of those BSA configurations are shown in Ta-
ble 4.13. Configuration 1 gives the best neutronic response while 2, 3 and 4
are less performing. Anyhow the latter three configurations have less photon
contamination, consequently the advantages and disadvantages may be bal-
anced. Compared to the IAEA guidelines none of those beam are perfectly
suited for a BNCT treatment. Another consideration may be deduced from
Figure 4.36 which shows the normalized neutron energy spectra6. The most
important difference is in the epithermal energy region: the configuration 2,
3 and 4 provide a spectrum with a higher flux in the energy range between 1

6The normalization was performed on the area, imposing a unitary value.
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4. Design of an epithermal neutron beam for limb osteosarcoma

Table 4.13: FOM results of the beams of Table 4.12.

Neutron source
φepi

(109 cm−2 s−1)

Ḋf
φepi

(10−13 Gy cm2 )

Ḋγ
φepi

(10−13 Gy cm2)

1 2.6 7.1 6.3

2 2.8 8.9 3.7

3 2.6 9.0 3.9

4 1.6 7.6 2.8

and 10 keV, as desired.
As previously mentioned, figures of merit based on physical properties of

the beams may not be sufficient to evaluate the performance in case of clinical
applications. The goal of BNCT is in fact to deliver a therapeutic dose to the
tumour while keeping the dose delivered to normal tissues as low as possible,
and always below their tolerance limits. The achievement of this goal depends
on the quality of the beam, but also on boron distribution, on tumour depth,
geometry and location. Thus, in order to assess BNCT feasibility given a beam
designed in order to keep as high as possible its quality, it is necessary to test
the obtained dosimetry with treatment planning simulations. The treatment
planning in clinical relevant examples allow the calculations of DVH for the
organs of interest and for the tumour, and this can help in the comprehension
of the optimal beam to be employed. A more macroscopical calculations of
the dose in the peripheral organs using a geometrical model of the whole body,
helps in evaluating the effects of the lateral contamination of the beam. These
calculations will be described in the next section.

4.7 Beam efficiency clinical cases comparison

This dissertation develops in the framework of a BNCT project on osteosar-
coma as stated in Chapter 1. Consequently the beam performance was tested
on a real clinical case of patient affected by Osteosarcoma of the knee. The CT
scan was provided by medical doctors, who also contoured the PTV7. The CT
scan was translated into MCNP geometry using NCTPlan code, that produces
a voxelized model made up of a lattice of 1 cm3 cells. Materials are assigned
to each voxel according to the hounsfield numbers read in the CT scan, up
to a maximum of 256 possible materials. NCTPlan also allow establishing the
irradiation configurations, writing the neutron source in the chosen orientation
to simulate beam directions. Finally, it provides some tools to superimpose
the isodose curves to the CT images. DVHTool is another computational envi-
ronment that allows to calculate DVH taking as inputs the MCNP output files

7Planned Treatment Volume
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4.7. Beam efficiency clinical cases comparison

and the CT scans of the patient. Biological dose is calculated by multiplying
the absorbed dose component by the CBE and RBE factors chosen by user
(See Equation 3.4). Having calculated the dose rate delivered to the organ of
interest, the dose prescription was decided by imposing a maximum of 22 GyEq
to the skin, considered the organ at risk. This prescription fixes the maximum
irradiation time and allows the calculation of minimum, mean and maximum
dose delivered to the tumour and to the other tissues. An adequate criterium
to compare the performance of different beams is to compare the minimum
dose to tumour at the same maximum dose to skin. Another important infor-
mation is the uniformity of dose distribution in tumour, that was proven to be
a major factor of therapeutic success in radiobiological experiments [136].

Having fixed the irradiation configuration and the treatment time, the
MIRD phantom was used to calculate dose in: trunk, lung, stomach, kidney,
spleen, liver, head, small intestines, large intestines, bladder, brain, thyroid,
testes, pancreas, pharynx, bone marrow, adrenals, thymus and skin.

The evaluation of the BNCT treatment from the epithermal beams shown
in Table 4.13 was performed by generating a neutron source at the beam port.
Consequently neutrons were not generated and transported from the beryllium
target, but directly extracted at the beam port plane. The extraction, valida-
tion and implementation of this neutron source is treated in Appendix A.2.

4.7.1 Osteosarcoma TPS

In this section the outcome of the treatment planning performed with NCTPlan
will be exposed and discussed. The output of the software is the biological
weighted dose in tumour, muscle and skin calculated with the parameters of
Table 4.14. The boron concentration values for brain, skin, liver and lung are
values commonly found in literature for BPA after four hours of infusion. On
the other hand, boron concentration for muscle and tumour (Osteosarcoma)
where measured in Pavia through the technique exposed in Chapter 2, as show
Figure 2.11.
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4. Design of an epithermal neutron beam for limb osteosarcoma

Table 4.14: RBE and CBE factors employed to calculate biological dose in
different tissues [137, 138, 139]. The assumed normal tissue boron concentra-
tion obtained by BPA is shown in the last column, for a mean blood boron
concentration of 15µg/g.

Tissue RBEγ RBEn CBEB

10B Concentration

(µg/g)

Brain 1 3.2 1.3 15

Skin 1 3.2 2.5 22.5

Liver 1 3.2 4.25 30

Lung 1 3.2 2.3 15

muscle 1 3.2 1.8 15

Tumor 1 3.2 3.8 60

CBE and RBE determination for Osteosarcoma

The curves of the cell survival as a function of the absorbed dose in the three
different experiments (irradiation with 60Co X-rays, irradiation with neutrons,
irradiation with neutrons in presence of boron) give the possibility to calculate
the factors classically employed to express the total BNCT dose in common
photon-equivalent units. This would allow comparing the BNCT protocols to
conventional photon irradiation ones, especially concerning the tolerance dose
of the different tissues and the prescription dose of the treatments. Different
LET radiations have different effects on biological tissues and different effec-
tiveness in destroying tumour cells. Each of the high LET components is thus
weighted for biological factor experimentally determined and then summed in
order to obtain the total biologically-weighted dose, expressed in Gy-Eq. The
first factor, RBE is the ratio of the dose necessary to obtain a chosen endpoint
with a reference X-ray radiation and the dose that gives the same effect due to
irradiation with the high LET radiation under study. In our case, the RBE due
to protons coming from capture in nitrogen and from scattering in hydrogen is
calculated for the endpoint of 50% cell survival (ED50), comparing the curve
obtained with X-rays of 60Co and the curve obtained with neutrons only. The
formula to calculate RBE is:

RBE =
Xray ED50 − γ Dose

proton ED50

(4.1)

Effectiveness of BNCT is related to boron biodistribution and especially
to its microdistribu- tion: depending on the ability of the carrier to obtain
suitable boron concentrations and in the most advantageous localizations inside
the cells, the neutron irradiation will ensure a selective therapeutic effect. The
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4.7. Beam efficiency clinical cases comparison

factor to describe the effectiveness of the boron component of the high-LET
radiation is the CBE and it is calculated comparing the reference X-ray survival
curve with the one obtained by neutron irradiation in presence of boron. The
CBE is calculated fixing the same endpoint of 50% survival, occurring at the
dose ED50, through the following relation:

CBE =
[Xray ED50]− [Beam Component of ED50] · Beam RBE

Boron Component of ED50

(4.2)

where Beam Component of ED50 and Boron Component of ED50 are calculated
on the basis of the relative percentages of the total dose due to neutron irra-
diation in presence of boron. Beam RBE is calculated following the previous
equation without separating the gamma component of the dose.

In the frame of the feasibility study of BNCT for Osteosarcoma, cell survival
curves as a function of the dose were produced [140]. Figure 4.37 shows the
survival curves for the UMR106 murine osteosarcoma cell line irradiated with
Co60 gamma rays, with thermal neutrons only and with thermal neutrons after
BPA administration. From these curves, RBE and CBE factors for this tumour
were calculated as described in [141], for the endpoint of 1% survival the results
are:

CBE 4.8

RBE 1.8

For the proton dose due to scattering the convention is to use the same RBE
measured for the protons produced by capture in nitrogen because the energies
are similar.

Figure 4.37: Survival curves for the UMR106 murine osteosarcoma cell line ir-
radiated with Co60 gamma rays, with thermal neutrons only and with nthermal
neutrons after BPA administration.
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4.7.2 Treatment Planning

The treatment planning was performed with two opposite beams. A series of
preliminary calculations were performed in order to assess the best configu-
rations and energy, using ideal beams of 1 or 10 keV, and with 1 or 2 beam
ports. The results demonstrated that the most useful energy is around 1 keV
with two beam ports. Figure 4.38 shows the position of the beams.

Figure 4.38: Treatment planning beam direction. The treatment is divided in
2 fractions as indicated by the red arrows.

Figure 4.39 shows four DVH response of the four BSA configurations de-
scribed in Section 4.6. Configurations 2 and 3 are very interesting, since the
equivalent dose to the tumor is around 80 Gy for both beams. Configurations
1 and 4 are not as effective as 2 and 3 in depositing dose inside the cancerous
tissue. Taking another point of view, Figure 4.40 shows the performance of
the beams on a radar plot. The parameters that are shown are the minimum
and maximum dose to the tumour, the maximum dose in soft tissue and the
maximum dose to the skin. All the graphs coincide on the maximum dose to
the skin since the treatment plan has this constraint. Once again, beams 2
and 3 show a very similar behaviour.

Figure 4.41 shows the equivalent dose in MIRD oragans normalized to the
maximum treatment time calculated with the dose limit to be delivered to
skin. Regarding peripheral dose, the most advantageous beams are 1 and 4,
that have a better neutron suppression compared to beam 2 and 3, as shown
in Figure 4.42. Anyhow, all of the tested beam deliver dose to the considered
organs well below the tolerance dose. Table 4.15 shows the dose deposited in
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all the organs of the MIRD phantom.

Figure 4.39: Dose to Volume Histograms of BNCT treatments with the beams
shown in Table 4.13.
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Figure 4.40: Radar plot of the equivalent dose in skin (maximum), soft tissue
(maximum) and tumour (maximum and minimum) for the beams shown in
Table 4.13.
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4.7. Beam efficiency clinical cases comparison

Figure 4.41: Radar plot of the equivalent dose to MIRD phantom organs
(Bladder, Bone, Kidney, Liver, Skin, Testes,Trunk) for the beams shown in
Table 4.13.
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4. Design of an epithermal neutron beam for limb osteosarcoma

Table 4.15: MIRD phantom dose evaluation (Gy-eq) to organs after a BNCT
treatment.

Organ

beam

1

(Gy-eq)

beam

2

(Gy-eq)

beam

3

(Gy-eq)

beam

4

(Gy-eq)

Adrenals 2.35E-02 5.33E-02 5.24E-02 3.34E-02

Bladder 6.30E-02 9.49E-02 8.61E-02 6.81E-02

Bone marrow 6.15E-02 1.12E-01 1.01E-01 7.02E-02

Brain 5.20E-03 5.91E-03 6.78E-03 3.57E-03

Head 2.15E-02 2.61E-02 2.26E-02 1.60E-02

Kidney 8.34E-02 1.78E-01 1.65E-01 9.82E-02

Large intestines 7.33E-02 1.15E-01 1.07E-01 7.78E-02

Liver 5.71E-02 8.52E-02 7.81E-02 4.88E-02

Lung 3.68E-03 9.42E-03 7.84E-03 5.40E-03

Pancreas 6.74E-02 1.13E-01 1.13E-01 7.35E-02

Pharynx 4.84E-02 1.13E-02 1.03E-02 1.83E-02

Skin 2.51E-01 4.21E-01 3.81E-01 3.19E-01

Small intestines 1.93E-01 3.17E-01 3.04E-01 2.07E-01

Spleen 6.92E-02 1.22E-01 9.74E-02 6.51E-02

Stomach 2.93E-02 4.97E-02 4.21E-02 2.53E-02

Testes 2.71E-01 3.90E-01 4.08E-01 3.22E-01

Thymus 1.27E-02 2.18E-02 1.61E-02 1.20E-02

Thyroid 9.41E-03 1.09E-02 3.01E-03 1.24E-02

Trunk 9.85E-01 1.73E+00 1.57E+00 1.16E+00
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4.7. Beam efficiency clinical cases comparison
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Figure 4.42: Radial dose profile at the beam port for the beams shown in
Table 4.13.
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4.8. INFN RFQ epithermal beam V.S. ideal 1 keV beam

The results of this section are summarized in Table 4.16, showing table
shows the in air figures of merit compared to the: treatment time, minimum
dose to the tumour, maximum dose to the most sensible organ and the rate
of minimum and maximum dose to the tumour. The latter parameter gives a
numerical interpretation to the steepness of the DVH slope. It is commonly
accepted that a steeper slope, representing the uniformity of dose distribution
in tumour, generally recognized as a success factor for the treatment outcome.
The most performing beam for clinical BNCT treatment of osteosarcoma is
the configuration beam 2. This beam has the highest minimum dose delivered
to the tumour when setting the treatment time to cope with the maximum
tolerable dose to the skin.

4.8 INFN RFQ epithermal beam V.S. ideal 1

keV beam

In this chapter it is shown that, from the 5 MeV proton interaction on a beryl-
lium target, a performing epithermal beam was tailored. This was achieved
by using a bulk layer of aluminium fluoride (35.5 cm) enclosed in 2 layers of
lithium fluoride of 0.5 cm each finalized with Titanium and Bismuth layer. The
reflecting material surrounding the neutron source was chosen to be aluminium
fluoride, while the shielding is filled with lead. The entire beam is then coated
with a 3 cm layer of lithium carbonate while externally to the beam there is
a 15 cm layer of graphite, as shown in Figure 4.34. The performances of this
beam, measured at the beam port, are shown in:

Figure 4.43 : Isodose curves;

Figure 4.44 : Neutron energy spectra;

Figure 4.45 : Photon energy spectra;

Figure 4.46 : Radial neutron flux profile;

Figure 4.47 : Radial photon flux profile.

It is interesting to compare the clinical DVH outcome of the chosen epither-
mal beam with the an ideal 1 keV neutron beam. This check was performed
by simulating the an ideal neutron spectra with a mono-energetic peak at 1
keV all directed along the beam axis. Together with this ideal beam a the
photon source of beam 2 was used to compute this analysis. The outcome of
this comparison is shown in Figure 4.48, it is straight forward that the ideal
beam is indeed more performing than the tailored one. Anyhow an other in-
formation can be deduced from the latter result, Despite the mono-energetic
energy spectra of the ideal beam, the treatment time is limited to 12 min. This
is the time to stay beneath the tolerable dose to the skin, which in this case is
mainly due to photons. Consequently future improvements in the tailoring of
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4. Design of an epithermal neutron beam for limb osteosarcoma

the INFN-RFQ epithermal neutron beam may come from the reduction of the
photon component.

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 4.43: Tumor isodose curves. They represent the percentage of dose that
the tumour receives with respect to the global maximum delivered to normal
tissues. The four images show different sections of the treated volume and the
isodose that contains the tumour is the 280% circle.
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4.8. INFN RFQ epithermal beam V.S. ideal 1 keV beam

Figure 4.44: Neutron energy spectrum of the most performing epithermal
beam. These graphs shows the spectrum of the central circle of the BSA
(blue data) compared to the spectrum in the external ring (green data).

Figure 4.45: Photon energy spectrum of the most performing epithermal beam.
This graphs shows the spectrum of the central circle of the BSA (blue data)
compared to the spectrum in the external ring (green data).
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4. Design of an epithermal neutron beam for limb osteosarcoma

Figure 4.46: Radial neutron flux distribution computed at the beam port.

Figure 4.47: Radial photon flux distribution computed at the beam port.
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4.8. INFN RFQ epithermal beam V.S. ideal 1 keV beam
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Figure 4.48: Radial neutron flux distribution computed at the beam port.

What emerges from this analysis is that the evaluation of the figure of merit
related to the physical parameters are not exhaustive for the evaluation of an
epithermal beam for clinical BNCT. the IAEA guidelines for the tailoring of a
BNCT beam should be taken as a reference to reach a good quality, but the
dosimetric assessment on realistic clinical scenarios are a more powerful tool to
chose a configuration. In particular, depending on the type of tissues involved,
on the type and location of tumour, beam that not comply perfectly with
these requirements may provide advantageous dosimetry in clinical application.
This highlights the necessity to develop other methods for epithermal beam
evaluation, a possibility may be to probe the tailored beam on standardized
clinical cases. Recent international collaborations have been established in
order to compare the performances of different beams, based on reactors and/or
accelerators, following this criteria.
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Chapter 5
Conclusions and future
perspectives

Multiple fields of BNCT were treated in this dissertation. The first part of
this work was devoted to upgrade the autoradiography set-up for the mea-
surements of boron concentration in tissue and liquid samples. The technique
was optimized by changing the etching conditions, which in change decreased
procedure time and at the same time reduced the proton track contamination.
The calibration curve obtained using standard samples with known boron con-
centration is satisfactory since the relative error of the slope is lower than the
error affecting the measurement of each sample. This calibration was then used
in combination with a complete image scan of the sample. The position of each
sub-image inside the tissue section is known and from this knowledge it was
possible to reconstruct the boron concentration map within the sample. This
information is particularly interesting in BNCT because it gives an insight in
the micro-distribution of boron in tissues that, in turn, leads to a more precise
dosimetry. In the past few years it has been highlighted that a homogeneous
distribution of boron in tumour might play an important role for the positive
outcome of BNCT. This evidence suggests that it is important not only to
develop a new drug ensuring higher tumor to tissue boron concentration ratio,
but also a low intra-tissue variability of 10B content within the tumor mass
and healthy tissue.

This method was applied to measure cell cultures samples, treated with
boron. In particular, UMR-106 Osteosarcoma cells were cultured in presence
of BPA and new boronated formulations. During this work the autoradiog-
raphy results were compared to the one of alpha spectrometry 1. This inter-
comparison was then extended to boron measuring techniques used by the
Argentinian BNCT group working at CNEA. This collaboration successfully
ended in a publication showing that the techniques are in good agreement, sup-
porting that they are all suitable for the determination of boron concentration

1which is another technique for 10B concentration measurement used in Pavia
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5. Conclusions and future perspectives

in biological samples.

To date, no non-invasive online methodology to estimate boron concen-
tration in patients during BNCT has been set-up, apart from PET mediated
by fluorinated BPA. This technique has still the limitation that cannot pro-
vide precise concentration measurements, but it only gives information on
gross boron concentration ratios between tumor and healthy tissues. Thus,
the clinical trials are based on the assumption that the tissue boron values
for a particular patient can be directly extrapolated from blood boron con-
centration. Waiting for the development of new in-vivo boron measurement
techniques as MRI guided boron imaging or SPECT BNCT taking advantage
of the gamma emitted from Li7 dis-excitation, neutron autoradiography al-
lows obtaining more precise results and it may be useful also in clinical BNCT
because bioptic samples could be analysed. On the other hand, also concen-
tration in blood represents an important knowledge for external BNCT irradi-
ation, because neutron capture in boron could damage the blood vessels. For
this reason, the autoradiography technique was employed to measure samples
of blood mixed with BPA at known concentrations, prepared by forming strips
on the CR-39 surface, the result of this first attempt are still under analysis.

The experiments performed during this dissertation work, show that os-
teosarcoma cells uptake boron if exposed to some of the new boronated for-
mulations tested, in particular, the most promising values were obtained with
liposomes loaded by LCBO. Further experiment are needed in order to confirm
the observed cell behaviour. On the other hand, experiments in-vivo, with a
rat model bearing knee osteosarcoma and treated with BPA, shows that with
an intraperitoneal injection, after 4 hours a tumour to normal tissue ratio of
4 is achieved, with high absolute concentration in tumour. Neutron autora-
diography was proved to be a powerful tool to analyse both liquid and solid
biological samples and will be routinely employed by BNCT research group
working at University of Pavia.

Osteosarcoma cell line has been employed to assess survival curves as a func-
tion of the absorbed dose in case of irradiation with photons, with nwutrons
and with neutrons in presence of BPA. These information are then used to
evaluate the Compound Biological Effectiveness (CBE) of the boronated for-
mulation as well as the Relative Biological Effectiveness (RBE) factor for the
used beam. The CBE factors are used in clinical BNCT to express the ab-
sorbed physical dose in photon equivalent dose. This is useful since it enables
to compare clinical BNCT results with conventional radiotherapy. Anyhow,
these CBE values are being questioned along with the entire dosimetric eval-
uation of BNCT. Indeed a new paradigm is needed to evaluate the energy
deposited in biological matter of the complex mixed radiation field. A possible
model for a more refined BNCT dosimetry has been proposed by Gonzalez
and Santa Cruz [142]. In the work performed for this dissertation there was
no attempt to develop a new dosimetry for BNCT. Anyhow in Chapter 3 some
simulations were performed to evaluate the energy deposition and nucleus hit
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probability at cellular level. This work was performed by trying to reproduce
realistic cell and tissue geometries along with various boron distributions at
cellular level. It resulted that the energy deposition in the cell nucleus is highly
dependent on the position of boron. When boron concentrates outside the cell
the mean energy deposited in the nucleus is less than 500 keV, while if boron
uniformly distributes inside the cell the mean energy deposited in the nucleus
is greater than 1 MeV. The results of these simulations is that the nucleus hit
probability and energy deposit depends both on the cell morphology and boron
distribution at cellular level. Anyhow this work can be further improved by
using real three dimensional images to represent the cellular and tissue mor-
phology. Moreover the nuclear energy deposition and hit probability can be
used in a micro-dosimetric model to compare in-vitro survival curves to the
simulated ones.

The last issue covered in this work is the tailoring of an epithermal neutron
beam from the accelerator neutron source. It has been shown that the most
performing way to moderate neutrons, yielded by 5 MeV protons on a beryl-
lium target, towards the epithermal energy range is aluminium fluoride. This
material is capable of reducing the fast neutron component of the 9Be(p,n)9B
reaction without accumulating neutrons in the thermal energy range. The ob-
jective of the BSA was to accumulate neutrons from 1 keV to 10 keV which
results to be the optimal energy range for the treatment of deep seated tu-
mours such as lung tumours and osteosarcoma. The neutron peak at 1 keV
was increased by using mixture of: titanium which absorbs neutrons in the
range 20 to 100 keV, and lithium fluoride which is a good thermal and fast
neutron absorber. In the development of the BSA special attention was put in
reduction of the photon contamination. Therefore hydrogenous material was
avoided and lithium fluoride was dosed to capture the thermal neutron com-
ponent before it could yield to photon contamination through neutron capture
reactions.

The development of the epithermal neutron beam was performed in the
framework of the INFN project that lead to the development and production
of a 30 mA and 5 MeV proton accelerator, yielding neutrons from the nuclear
interaction on beryllium. This project aims to develop a accelerator based
BNCT facility. To this end, it was decided not only to comply as much as
possible with the standard recommendations for a BNCT beam, but also to
evaluate the dosimetric performance through treatment planning simulations.
It is in fact growing the idea that the physical parameters of the beams are not
sufficient to decide if it would be optimal for a particular class of tumours. A
wide collaboration is being established between different research group start-
ing in Argentina, with the aim of comparing the performances of different
beams, obtained from accelerators and reactors, for the same clinical cases.
The figures of merit were used during the starting part of the project, to have
a guideline for the development of the beam. The final beam selection was
performed by simulating a clinical BNCT treatment with NTCPlan of a limb
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5. Conclusions and future perspectives

affected by Osteosarcoma (OS). The clinical outcome where then compared
through the computed equivalent dose and DVH of skin, soft tissue and neo-
plastic volume. In the case of OS the sensible organ is skin, consequently the
treatments where al compared by imposing a limit on the maximum tolerable
dose to the skin. The outcome of the treatment performed with different BSA
did not comply with all the IAEA FOM guidelines. The treatment planning
simulations demonstrated that in some cases worst quality in terms of IAEA
figures of merit leads to better dosimetric distributions. For example, a beam
with a higher fast neutron component led to a better tumour irradiation if
compared to a beam that matched better the requirements. In this work it
was noticed that an epithermal energy spectra with distinct peak around 1
keV is more effective than a beam with a distributed peak ranging from 0.5
eV to 10 keV. Consequently, a parameter that indicates the mean energy of an
epithermal beam might be more efficient guideline for the development of an
epithermal neutron beam aiming to clinical BNCT treatment after a complete
study on representative clinical cases of tumours located in different parts of
the body.

Even though BNCT has not been widely employed yet to treat cancers,
in the next future it could become a viable option for all those diseases that
are radio resistant and metastatic, not excluding the application of BNCT as
adjuvant therapy of the presently used techniques. This dissertation shows how
an accelerator-based neutron source can be adapted for the BNCT treatment
of Osteosarcoma. The results are very encouraging also from the treatment
planning standpoint, as shown by the treatment computed DVH. Nevertheless,
to pursue the goal of a BNCT clinical facility it essential to engage a broad
collaboration with medical centres.
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Appendix A
A - MCNP: Monte Carlo Code

MCNP stands for Monte Carlo Neutron Particle transport code. The version
used in this dissertation is MCNP6 which is the evolution of MCNP5 and MC-
NPX. This transport code is able to simulate nuclear interactions of neutrons
with matter on a wide energy range and it is widely used in the framework
of BNCT neutron source development. In this appendix some parts of the
simulating code is shown. Therefore a brief introduction to MCNP and it’s
input file is needed. To simulate the transport of neutrons with MCNP and
ASCII file is needed to describe the ”world”where the code will generate, trans-
port neutrons and collect information. This text file is divide in three regions
each separated by a vertical space as shown below: Cell definitions, Surface
definitions and Cards.
This i s a T i t l e
c F i r s t Region − Ce l l d e f i n i t i o n
1 1 −1 −10 imp : n=1$ Simulat ing world
2 0 10 imp : n=0 $ext e rna l World

c Second Region − Sur face d e f i n i t i o n
10 rpp −10 10 −10 10 −10 10 $ cube o f 20cm s id e

c Third Region − Card d e f i n i t i o n
c Mate r i a l s
m1 1001 2

8016 1
c de f au l t source card
SDEF
c t a l l y card
f2 : n 1 .6
e2 1e−10 99 log 10
c s imu la t ion c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s
mode n
nps 1e6

The cell definition region is where the geometrical world is defined and
is commonly called universe. To perform this action the surfaces defined in
the second region are used along with the materials implemented in the third
region. In the example above there are two cells defined, one is the world where
neutrons are transported while the other is the region where the transport
stops. The implementation of a cell starts by defining the ”name” of the cell by
giving a number. The second argument should be a number greater than 0, to
recall a material defined in the third region, followed by a third argument
that defines its density. If no material has to be associated to a cell the
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A. A - MCNP: Monte Carlo Code

second argument should be 0 and there is no need to define the associated
density. Once the material is defined the code needs to know which region of
the universe has to be filled, this is done by recalling the number that defines
a certain surface. In this example surface 10 is used, so in cell 1 -10 is specified
as 4th. The minus sign tells the code to fill with material 1 the inner part
of surface 10. On the other hand cell 2 fills with void the outer region of
surface 10. Finally the last argument is imp:n which tells the code what is
the importance of that cell for neutrons. The world where the simulations will
be performed has a neutron importance greater than 1, while the rest of the
universe will have importance 0.

The Surface definition is in the second region. Each kind of surface has its
own card, in the example above rpp is a macrobody that describes a rectangular
parallelepiped of 20 cm side centred in (0 0 0). More surface definition cards
are shown in MCNP’s user manual. Though, generally a surface is defined by
giving a ”name” which is a number greater than zero followed by the card of
the wanted surface. This card will then be followed by arguments needed to
define the position and or the dimensions of the surface in space.

The last region of MCNP’s input file is where: the materials, the neutron
source, the physics and tallys are defined. Following the order seen in the
previous example, material are defined by the card m followed by a number.
This number is then used to define materials in a cell. The atomic composition
of materials is then characterized by specifying the A00Z number, where A in
the atomic number while Z is the mass number of the wanted atom. Each
element is then followed by a number, if that number is positive it represents
the atomic composition. Else if the number is negative it describes the material
mass composition. After the material card the SDEF card appears, this time
without arguments. This means that the example uses the default source card.
This card generates an isotropic neutron point source in (0,0,0) with 14 MeV
energy. The next card is a tally, the region of the world where data is collected.
In this case the tally is number 2 which collects the neutron flux at the surface.
This tally card is followed by the energy car, which is interrelated to the tally
card with its number. So the meaning of this tally is to collect the neutronic
flux through surface 1.6 as a function of the energy going from 10e-10 MeV till
10 MeV with 99 logarithmic steps. Finally the simulations characteristics are
defined, imposing to MCNP the simulation of neutron (mode n) and generating
one million particles from the SDEF source (nps 1e6).

A.1 MCNP 9Be(p,n)9B neutron source

c 9Be(p , n)9B point l i k e neutron source
c −−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−
c y i e l d i n g d i r e c t i o n s : 180 ,160 ,130 ,120 ,110 ,100 ,95 ,90
c 85 ,80 ,70 ,60 ,50 , 40 , 30 , 20 ,10 , 0
c −−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−
s i 4 A −1 −0.98481 −0.866

−0.6428 −0.5 −0.342 −0.17365 −0.087156 0 0.087156
0.17365 0 .342 0 .5 0 .6428 0 .766 0 .866 0.9397
0.98481 1
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A.1. MCNP 9Be(p,n)9B neutron source

c
c y i l e d i n g d i r e c t i o n p r obab i l i t y (% t o t a l )
sp4 5.5130168453 5.5130168453 5.5130168453

5.6151097499 5.5640632976 5.5130168453 5.4619703931
5.3088310362 5.1556916794 5.1301684533 5.1046452272
4.8494129658 4.5941807044 5.6661562021 6.7381316998
7.6569678407 8.5758039816 9.213884635 9.8519652884

c
c source spec t ra in 18 y i l e d i n g d i r e c t i o n s
c
ds5 S 39 40 41 31 31 32 32 33 33 34 34 35 35 36 36 37 37 38
c
c energy bin (MeV) and y i e l d i n g
c
c −−−−−−−∗−−−−−−−−−∗−−−−−−−−−∗−−−−−−−−−∗−−−−−−−−−∗−−−−−−−−−∗−−−−−−−−−∗−−−−−−−−−∗
s i 3 9 0 .298 1 .819
sp39 0 1
s i 4 0 0 .298 1 .942
sp40 0 1
s i 4 1 0 .298 2 .065
sp41 0 1
s i 3 1 A 0.298 0 .328 0 .358 0 .391 0 .426 0 .464 0 .503

0 .543 0 .585 0 .627 0 .67 0 .714 0 .758 0 .802
0 .847 0 .891 0 .936 0 .982 1 .027 1 .074 1 .12
1 .166 1 .212 1 .259 1 .306 1 .353 1 .4 1 .448
1 .495 1 .542 1 .59 1 .638 1 .685 1 .733 1 .781
1 .829 1 .877 1 .925 1 .973 2 .021 2 .069 2 .118

sp31 114600 90240 99160 117300 125500 132300 129900
129300 127900 125300 121900 117900 114100 111200
110000 110800 113000 115900 118200 121000 123800
127300 131700 137700 144300 151300 158700 166500
172700 177000 178900 177700 173100 165500 152700
132300 106400 78360 51220 27620 9915 170.783

s i 3 2 A 0.298 0 .328 0 .358 0 .391 0 .426 0 .464 0 .503
0 .543 0 .585 0 .627 0 .67 0 .714 0 .758 0 .802
0 .847 0 .891 0 .936 0 .982 1 .027 1 .074 1 .12
1 .166 1 .212 1 .259 1 .306 1 .353 1 .4 1 .448
1 .495 1 .542 1 .59 1 .638 1 .685 1 .733 1 .781
1 .829 1 .877 1 .925 1 .973 2 .021 2 .069 2 .118
2 .166 2 .214 2 .263 2 .311

sp32 38440 30970 71370 120000 148300 148800 147900
144700 141400 137000 130800 124100 118300 114000
111500 110800 111500 112800 113500 114500 115400
116000 116800 118400 120200 121700 122600 123700
124200 124400 124900 125900 126700 127900 128300
127900 126100 122500 115800 103600 85980 65280
43680 24090 8909 119.127

s i 3 3 A 0.263 0 .297 0 .331 0 .37 0 .411 0 .454 0 .499
0 .545 0 .592 0 .639 0 .687 0 .736 0 .785 0 .834
0 .883 0 .933 0 .983 1 .034 1 .084 1 .135 1 .185
1 .237 1 .288 1 .339 1 .391 1 .442 1 .494 1 .546
1 .598 1 .65 1 .702 1 .754 1 .806 1 .858 1 .91
1 .963 2 .015 2 .067 2 .12 2 .172 2 .225 2 .277
2 .33 2 .383 2 .435

sp33 51530 48330 74410 102900 115500 127600 133000
133600 131700 128600 124700 120800 117400 114700
113000 111900 110600 109400 108400 107700 107200
107400 107900 108400 108800 108600 108200 108000
107700 107500 106900 106000 104500 102800 100500
97220 91520 84190 74040 61470 47220 32570
18750 8621 1594

s i 3 4 A 0.298 0 .328 0 .358 0 .391 0 .426 0 .464 0 .503
0 .543 0 .585 0 .627 0 .67 0 .714 0 .758 0 .802
0 .847 0 .891 0 .936 0 .982 1 .027 1 .074 1 .12
1 .166 1 .212 1 .259 1 .306 1 .353 1 .4 1 .448
1 .495 1 .542 1 .59 1 .638 1 .685 1 .733 1 .781
1 .829 1 .877 1 .925 1 .973 2 .021 2 .069 2 .118
2 .166 2 .214 2 .263 2 .311 2 .359 2 .408 2 .456
2 .505 2 .554

sp34 158000 126100 168400 177000 166400 151600 138900
128000 119200 113000 109000 106200 104700 104200
104300 104400 104300 103800 103200 103100 103000
102700 102100 101000 99300 97370 95310 93220
91060 89060 87150 85240 83360 81900 80420
78790 76890 74750 72540 70120 66770 62240
56430 49410 41120 32080 23130 14920 7958
2861 57.499

s i 3 5 A 0.298 0 .328 0 .358 0 .391 0 .426 0 .464 0 .503
0 .543 0 .585 0 .627 0 .67 0 .714 0 .758 0 .802
0 .847 0 .891 0 .936 0 .982 1 .027 1 .074 1 .12
1 .166 1 .212 1 .259 1 .306 1 .353 1 .4 1 .448
1 .495 1 .542 1 .59 1 .638 1 .685 1 .733 1 .781
1 .829 1 .877 1 .925 1 .973 2 .021 2 .069 2 .118
2 .166 2 .214 2 .263 2 .311 2 .359 2 .408 2 .456
2 .505 2 .554 2 .602 2 .651 2 .699 2 .748 2 .797

sp35 129600 103700 137700 152700 167000 163600 161600
156100 147800 137200 125500 117300 111900 106600
102500 99910 98460 97630 96750 95970 95070
93970 92570 90720 88310 85420 82210 78820
75300 71730 68210 64820 61510 58400 55610
53160 51130 49280 47590 46060 44680 43550
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42440 41530 40680 39570 37860 34730 30330
25240 19760 14260 9224 4932 1779 35.616

s i 3 6 A 0.298 0 .328 0 .358 0 .391 0 .426 0 .464 0 .503
0 .543 0 .585 0 .627 0 .67 0 .714 0 .758 0 .802
0 .847 0 .891 0 .936 0 .982 1 .027 1 .074 1 .12
1 .166 1 .212 1 .259 1 .306 1 .353 1 .4 1 .448
1 .495 1 .542 1 .59 1 .638 1 .685 1 .733 1 .781
1 .829 1 .877 1 .925 1 .973 2 .021 2 .069 2 .118
2 .166 2 .214 2 .263 2 .311 2 .359 2 .408 2 .456
2 .505 2 .554 2 .602 2 .651 2 .699 2 .748 2 .797
2 .845 2 .894 2 .942 2 .991

sp36 205800 165700 263000 318200 285700 257000 223400
211400 198900 181300 163100 149100 134400 122000
111900 104800 99920 96550 93870 91640 89650
87800 86070 84540 83100 81650 80080 78430
76640 74840 73120 71460 69840 68480 67350
66440 65790 65440 65320 65630 66600 68330
70330 72880 76400 80650 85440 90830 95620
100200 103100 103600 100100 90670 76600 59140
40280 22660 8370 52.247

s i 3 7 A 0.298 0 .328 0 .358 0 .391 0 .426 0 .464 0 .503
0 .543 0 .585 0 .627 0 .67 0 .714 0 .758 0 .802
0 .847 0 .891 0 .936 0 .982 1 .027 1 .074 1 .12
1 .166 1 .212 1 .259 1 .306 1 .353 1 .4 1 .448
1 .495 1 .542 1 .59 1 .638 1 .685 1 .733 1 .781
1 .829 1 .877 1 .925 1 .973 2 .021 2 .069 2 .118
2 .166 2 .214 2 .263 2 .311 2 .359 2 .408 2 .456
2 .505 2 .554 2 .602 2 .651 2 .699 2 .748 2 .797
2 .845 2 .894 2 .942 2 .991 3 .04 3 .089 3 .138

sp37 99170 79918.8 128122 214508 235282 226634 235564
236598 228044 212628 192042 169764 150306 134984
123892 116466 111108 106596 102366 98230 94376
90644.2 87344.8 84543.6 82212.4 80266.6 78781.4 77879
77409 77333.8 77672.2 78386.6 79411.2 80990.4 82992.6
85474.2 88557.4 92289.2 96350 100768 105374 110450
115902 121918 129062 136206 143538 151904 159800
168354 177002 183206 187342 185368 177472 161398
138368 111390 82438 54491.8 29816.8 10922.8 213.6432

s i 3 8 A 0.298 0 .328 0 .358 0 .391 0 .426 0 .464 0 .503
0 .543 0 .585 0 .627 0 .67 0 .714 0 .758 0 .802
0 .847 0 .891 0 .936 0 .982 1 .027 1 .074 1 .12
1 .166 1 .212 1 .259 1 .306 1 .353 1 .4 1 .448
1 .495 1 .542 1 .59 1 .638 1 .685 1 .733 1 .781
1 .829 1 .877 1 .925 1 .973 2 .021 2 .069 2 .118
2 .166 2 .214 2 .263 2 .311 2 .359 2 .408 2 .456
2 .505 2 .554 2 .602 2 .651 2 .699 2 .748 2 .797
2 .845 2 .894 2 .942 2 .991 3 .04 3 .089 3 .138
3 .186

sp38 84790 69520 237900 266000 270600 266900 256700
254800 227700 189200 165800 141800 128800 120100
115100 113100 111400 109700 107700 105300 102500
98950 95270 91980 89420 87450 85840 84580
83640 83290 83850 85270 87270 90110 93570
97560 101900 106500 111200 116200 121900 129000
136500 145100 155100 165600 177400 190400 202600
215100 226400 234000 238700 237300 229000 210000
183100 152200 118900 86040 55620 29810 10640
21.166

c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c
c sde f end
c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c

A.2 MCNP neutron source at beam port

Transporting and moderating neutrons from the source till the beam port
is a time consuming process to perform with a Mote Carlo transport code.
Therefore it would be interesting to implement an MCNP neutron source at
the beam port for the treatment planning simulation. To perform this with
good accuracy it is important to reproduce the achieved neutron moderation
as good as possible through the SDEF. With this ”function”of the MCNP code
it is possible to implement a particle source, some explanation of this card will
be covered later in this section. Before starting the implementation of the
neutron source it is trivial to study the neutron spectra at the beam port. To
perform this a surface tally was placed at the beam port and this surface was
then sectioned by 41 cylinder with increasing radius, 1 cm at a time. On this
40 circular rings the energy spectra was measured for 21 neutron exiting angles
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Figure A.1: Neutron emission direction from the beam axis. Each line repre-
sents the neutron energy spectra on a section of a circle between a radius r1
and a radius r2.

with respect to the beam axis: one is the backward direction from -1 to 0 as
cos(θ) and the other 20 bins divide the forward direction from 0 till 1 in equal
cos(θ) bins.

The neutron exiting direction along the beam port plane is shown in Fig-
ure A.1, which shows the difference in the angular probability distribution for
each annular. From the plot it is clear that the emission angle doesn’t have
a strong dependence along the beam port plane. Consequently the neutron
source distribution for the emission angle can be assumed to be one. On the
other hand, Figure A.2 shows the neutron energy spectra for each emission
angle on a single annular. It is clear that there is no dependency between
emission angle and energy spectra, this simplifies the neutron source defini-
tion. The last check that was performed is the dependency between neutron
energy spectra and annular position, Shown in Figure A.3. From which is clear
that there are two distribution along the beam port plane. The separation of
these two spectra is at the ring going from 7 till 8 cm from the beam axis as
shown in Figure A.4.

As a consequence it is safe to generate 2 neutron sources, one for the annular
going from 1 till 7 cm and a second one for the annular starting at 7 cm and
ending at 40 cm from the beam axis. The implementation of the SDEF MCNP
source card is shown here:
sur=d1 rad=f su r d2 erg=f su r d3 d i r=d4
s i 1 L 1071 1072
sp1 6 .005 e+00 7.980 e+00
ds2 S 11 12
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Figure A.2: Neutron energy Spectra at the beam port. Each line represents
the neutron energy spectra for 20 emission angles between 0 an 90 with respect
to the beam axis.
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Figure A.3: Neutron energy Spectra at the beam port. Each line represents
the neutron energy spectra on a section of a circle between a radius r1 and a
radius r2.
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Figure A.4: Neutron energy Spectra at the beam port. The lines represented
in this figures are for the annular going from 5 cm till 12 cm.

s i 1 1 A 0 0 .5 1 .5 2 .5 3 .5 4 .5 5 .5 6 .5 7 .5
sp11 0 7 .087 e−02 2 .099 e−01 3 .305 e−01 4 .626 e−01 5 .746 e−01 6 .613 e−01

5 .600 e−01 4 .687 e−01
s i 1 2 A 7 .5 8 .5 9 .5 10 .5 11 .5 12 .5 13 .5 14 .5

15 .5 16 .5 17 .5 18 .5 19 .5 20 .5 21 .5 22 .5
23 .5 24 .5 25 .5 26 .5 27 .5 28 .5 29 .5 30 .5
31 .5 32 .5 33 .5 34 .5 35 .5 36 .5 37 .5 38 .5 39 .5

sp12 4 .687 e−01 4 .176 e−01 3 .950 e−01 4 .068 e−01 3 .873 e−01 4 .025 e−01 3 .974 e−01
4 .111 e−01 3 .973 e−01 3 .795 e−01 3 .657 e−01 3 .326 e−01 2 .841 e−01 2 .308 e−01
4 .137 e−01 5 .461 e−01 6 .607 e−01 7 .695 e−01 8 .795 e−01 9 .508 e−01 1 .045 e+00
1.125 e+00 1.208 e+00 1.257 e+00 1.289 e+00 1.347 e+00 1.382 e+00 1.414 e+00
1.418 e+00 1.449 e+00 1.453 e+00 1.463 e+00 1.458 e+00

ds3 s 21 22
# s i 2 1 s i 2 2

a a
0 0
5 .000 e−11 5 .000 e−11
1 .130 e−10 1 .130 e−10
1 .422 e−10 1 .422 e−10
1 .790 e−10 1 .790 e−10
2 .254 e−10 2 .254 e−10
2 .837 e−10 2 .837 e−10
3 .572 e−10 3 .572 e−10
4 .496 e−10 4 .496 e−10
5 .661 e−10 5 .661 e−10
7 .127 e−10 7 .127 e−10
8 .972 e−10 8 .972 e−10
1 .130 e−09 1 .130 e−09
1 .422 e−09 1 .422 e−09
1 .790 e−09 1 .790 e−09
2 .254 e−09 2 .254 e−09
2 .837 e−09 2 .837 e−09
3 .571 e−09 3 .571 e−09
4 .496 e−09 4 .496 e−09
5 .661 e−09 5 .661 e−09
7 .127 e−09 7 .127 e−09
8 .972 e−09 8 .972 e−09
1 .129 e−08 1 .129 e−08
1 .422 e−08 1 .422 e−08
1 .790 e−08 1 .790 e−08
2 .253 e−08 2 .253 e−08
2 .837 e−08 2 .837 e−08
3 .571 e−08 3 .571 e−08
4 .496 e−08 4 .496 e−08
5 .661 e−08 5 .661 e−08
7 .126 e−08 7 .126 e−08
8 .972 e−08 8 .972 e−08
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1 .130 e−07 1 .130 e−07
1 .422 e−07 1 .422 e−07
1 .790 e−07 1 .790 e−07
2 .254 e−07 2 .254 e−07
2 .837 e−07 2 .837 e−07
3 .571 e−07 3 .571 e−07
4 .497 e−07 4 .497 e−07
5 .661 e−07 5 .661 e−07
7 .126 e−07 7 .126 e−07
8 .971 e−07 8 .971 e−07
1 .129 e−06 1 .129 e−06
1 .422 e−06 1 .422 e−06
1 .790 e−06 1 .790 e−06
2 .253 e−06 2 .253 e−06
2 .837 e−06 2 .837 e−06
3 .571 e−06 3 .571 e−06
4 .497 e−06 4 .497 e−06
5 .661 e−06 5 .661 e−06
7 .127 e−06 7 .127 e−06
8 .972 e−06 8 .972 e−06
1 .129 e−05 1 .129 e−05
1 .422 e−05 1 .422 e−05
1 .790 e−05 1 .790 e−05
2 .254 e−05 2 .254 e−05
2 .837 e−05 2 .837 e−05
3 .571 e−05 3 .571 e−05
4 .497 e−05 4 .497 e−05
5 .661 e−05 5 .661 e−05
7 .127 e−05 7 .127 e−05
8 .972 e−05 8 .972 e−05
1 .130 e−04 1 .130 e−04
1 .422 e−04 1 .422 e−04
1 .790 e−04 1 .790 e−04
2 .253 e−04 2 .253 e−04
2 .837 e−04 2 .837 e−04
3 .571 e−04 3 .571 e−04
4 .497 e−04 4 .497 e−04
5 .661 e−04 5 .661 e−04
7 .127 e−04 7 .127 e−04
8 .971 e−04 8 .971 e−04
1 .129 e−03 1 .129 e−03
1 .422 e−03 1 .422 e−03
1 .790 e−03 1 .790 e−03
2 .253 e−03 2 .253 e−03
2 .837 e−03 2 .837 e−03
3 .572 e−03 3 .572 e−03
4 .497 e−03 4 .497 e−03
5 .661 e−03 5 .661 e−03
7 .127 e−03 7 .127 e−03
8 .972 e−03 8 .972 e−03
1 .129 e−02 1 .129 e−02
1 .422 e−02 1 .422 e−02
1 .790 e−02 1 .790 e−02
2 .253 e−02 2 .253 e−02
2 .837 e−02 2 .837 e−02
3 .571 e−02 3 .571 e−02
4 .496 e−02 4 .496 e−02
5 .661 e−02 5 .661 e−02
7 .126 e−02 7 .126 e−02
8 .972 e−02 8 .972 e−02
1 .130 e−01 1 .130 e−01
1 .422 e−01 1 .422 e−01
1 .790 e−01 1 .790 e−01
2 .253 e−01 2 .253 e−01
2 .837 e−01 2 .837 e−01
3 .571 e−01 3 .571 e−01
4 .496 e−01 4 .496 e−01
5 .661 e−01 5 .661 e−01
7 .127 e−01 7 .127 e−01
8 .972 e−01 8 .972 e−01
1 .129 e+00 1.129 e+00
1.422 e+00 1.422 e+00
1.790 e+00 1.790 e+00
2.253 e+00 2.253 e+00
2.837 e+00 2.837 e+00
3.571 e+00 3.571 e+00
4.496 e+00 4.496 e+00
5.661 e+00 5.661 e+00
7.127 e+00 7.127 e+00
8.971 e+00 8.971 e+00
1.129 e+01 1.129 e+01
1.422 e+01 1.422 e+01
1.790 e+01 1.790 e+01

# sp21 sp22
0 0
0 .000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00
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0 .000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 5.842 e+04
5.814 e+04 0.000 e+00
4.107 e+04 1.880 e+05
0.000 e+00 3.075 e+05
2.555 e+04 2.098 e+05
4.413 e+04 3.688 e+05
0.000 e+00 7.006 e+05
4.043 e+04 4.103 e+05
1.014 e+04 6.336 e+05
1.109 e+04 8.302 e+05
5.544 e+04 1.073 e+06
5.546 e+04 1.092 e+06
6.173 e+04 1.085 e+06
1.453 e+05 1.201 e+06
1.737 e+05 1.187 e+06
1.977 e+05 1.172 e+06
1.669 e+05 1.055 e+06
1.273 e+05 7.881 e+05
1.686 e+05 6.548 e+05
1.121 e+05 4.609 e+05
1.174 e+05 3.720 e+05
9.441 e+04 3.225 e+05
8.718 e+04 2.308 e+05
6.055 e+04 2.148 e+05
6.218 e+04 1.557 e+05
4.520 e+04 1.269 e+05
4.304 e+04 1.105 e+05
4.032 e+04 8.831 e+04
3.051 e+04 7.760 e+04
3.018 e+04 5.873 e+04
2.679 e+04 4.404 e+04
2.117 e+04 3.643 e+04
1.900 e+04 2.834 e+04
1.557 e+04 2.503 e+04
1.234 e+04 1.836 e+04
1.036 e+04 1.507 e+04
8.308 e+03 1.257 e+04
7.120 e+03 1.042 e+04
5.986 e+03 7.741 e+03
5.136 e+03 6.265 e+03
4.093 e+03 4.605 e+03
3.522 e+03 4.092 e+03
2.815 e+03 3.021 e+03
2.353 e+03 2.304 e+03
2.015 e+03 1.866 e+03
1.593 e+03 1.595 e+03
1.278 e+03 1.121 e+03
9.927 e+02 9.456 e+02
8.125 e+02 7.023 e+02
7.088 e+02 5.564 e+02
5.712 e+02 4.514 e+02
4.789 e+02 3.541 e+02
3.961 e+02 2.414 e+02
2.992 e+02 1.990 e+02
2.857 e+02 1.513 e+02
2.053 e+02 1.174 e+02
1.832 e+02 9.878 e+01
1.227 e+02 6.654 e+01
1.196 e+02 5.055 e+01
9.926 e+01 4.148 e+01
7.995 e+01 3.186 e+01
6.329 e+01 2.261 e+01
5.890 e+01 1.748 e+01
4.018 e+01 1.233 e+01
1.138 e+01 7.315 e+00
1.594 e+01 5.931 e+00
1.005 e+01 4.232 e+00
1.616 e+01 3.734 e+00
5.823 e+00 2.538 e+00
2.197 e+00 1.596 e+00
7.920 e−01 8 .502 e−01
8 .760 e−01 6 .741 e−01
9 .111 e−01 5 .217 e−01
6 .831 e−01 3 .857 e−01
4 .746 e−01 3 .427 e−01
6 .445 e−01 2 .781 e−01
4 .255 e−01 1 .533 e−01
6 .067 e−02 1 .265 e−01
6 .938 e−02 9 .873 e−02
8 .127 e−02 6 .607 e−02
4 .836 e−02 6 .379 e−02
2 .223 e−02 5 .847 e−02
1 .075 e−02 3 .786 e−02
1 .591 e−02 3 .507 e−02
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2 .321 e−02 3 .687 e−02
2 .412 e−02 3 .766 e−02
2 .631 e−02 2 .931 e−02
1 .028 e−02 1 .903 e−02
8 .605 e−03 1 .362 e−02
4 .229 e−03 7 .382 e−03
2 .314 e−03 4 .054 e−03
4 .262 e−04 1 .140 e−03
2 .233 e−05 4 .431 e−05
0 .000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00

s i 4 a −1 0 0 .000 e+00 2.000 e−02 4 .000 e−02 6 .000 e−02 8 .000 e−02 1 .000 e−01
1 .200 e−01 1 .400 e−01 1 .600 e−01 1 .800 e−01 2 .000 e−01 2 .200 e−01
2 .400 e−01 2 .600 e−01 2 .800 e−01 3 .000 e−01 3 .200 e−01 3 .400 e−01
3 .600 e−01 3 .800 e−01 4 .000 e−01 4 .200 e−01 4 .400 e−01 4 .600 e−01
4 .800 e−01 5 .000 e−01 5 .200 e−01 5 .400 e−01 5 .600 e−01 5 .800 e−01
6 .000 e−01 6 .200 e−01 6 .400 e−01 6 .600 e−01 6 .800 e−01 7 .000 e−01
7 .200 e−01 7 .400 e−01 7 .600 e−01 7 .800 e−01 8 .000 e−01 8 .200 e−01
8 .400 e−01 8 .600 e−01 8 .800 e−01 9 .000 e−01 9 .200 e−01 9 .400 e−01
9 .600 e−01 9 .800 e−01 1 .000 e+00

sp4 0 0 0 .000 e+00 1.191 e−04 3 .096 e−04 9 .287 e−04 1 .500 e−03 1 .834 e−03
1 .977 e−03 2 .215 e−03 3 .001 e−03 4 .001 e−03 4 .120 e−03 4 .144 e−03
5 .120 e−03 5 .977 e−03 7 .025 e−03 7 .216 e−03 7 .716 e−03 8 .263 e−03
1 .007 e−02 9 .883 e−03 1 .131 e−02 1 .198 e−02 1 .265 e−02 1 .298 e−02
1 .419 e−02 1 .515 e−02 1 .686 e−02 1 .762 e−02 1 .831 e−02 1 .984 e−02
2 .043 e−02 2 .289 e−02 2 .315 e−02 2 .429 e−02 2 .555 e−02 2 .858 e−02
2 .934 e−02 3 .003 e−02 2 .958 e−02 3 .355 e−02 3 .605 e−02 3 .798 e−02
3 .829 e−02 4 .051 e−02 4 .206 e−02 4 .420 e−02 4 .679 e−02 4 .870 e−02
5 .144 e−02 5 .239 e−02 5 .789 e−02

This neutron source definition was then implemented at the beam port
surface and for validation it was compared to the transported neutron source
from the beryllium target. This comparison is shown in Figure A.5 and it is
clear that the implementation of the neutron source at the beam port was per-
formed correctly. The same test was performed also for the photon component
as shown in Figure A.6
#!/ usr / b in / python
# Filename :SDEF. py

import math
import numpy as np
import sys
import matp lo t l ib . pyplot as p l t

v e r s i on = ’ 0 .1 ’
c o l o r =[ ’b ’ , ’ g ’ , ’ r ’ , ’ c ’ , ’m’ , ’ y ’ , ’ k ’ ]
#
# Genero l a s o r g en t e da i n s e r i r e in MCNP
#
def genSDEF(DIR ,RAD,ENG1,ENG2) :

print ” sur=d1 rad=f su r d2 erg=f su r d3 d i r=d4”
print ” s i 1 L 1071 1072 ”
print ”sp1 %1.3e %1.3e ” % (sum(RAD[ 1 ] [ 0 : 7 ] ) , sum(RAD[ 1 ] [ 7 : 4 1 ] ) )
print ”ds2 S 11 12 ”
print ”# s i 1 1 ”
print ” A”
print ” 0 ”
for i in range ( 1 , 8 ) :

print ” %1.1 f ” % ( f loat ( i )− f loat ( 0 . 5 ) )
print ”# sp11 ”
print ” 0 ”
for i in range ( 1 , 8 ) :

dump = RAD[ 1 ] [ i −1]
i f ( i >1):

dump = RAD[ 1 ] [ i −1]
print ” %1.3e ” % dump

print ”# s i 1 2 ”
print ” A”
for i in range ( 7 , 4 1 ) :

print ” %1.1 f ” % ( f loat ( i )− f loat ( 0 . 5 ) )
print ”# sp12 ”
for i in range ( 7 , 4 1 ) :

dump = RAD[ 1 ] [ i −1]
i f ( i >1):

dump = RAD[ 1 ] [ i −1]
print ” %1.3e ” % dump

print ”ds3 s 21 22 ”
print ”# s i 2 1 s i 2 2 ”
print ” a a ”
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(a) Neutron energy Spectra for the annu-
lar range 0 till 7 cm.
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(b) Neutron energy Spectra for the annu-
lar range 7 till 40 cm.
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(c) Radial beam development.
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(d) Neutron emission angle.

Figure A.5: SDEF neutron generation compared to neutrons transported from
the beryllium target.
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(a) Neutron energy Spectra for the annu-
lar range 0 till 7 cm.
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(b) Neutron energy Spectra for the annu-
lar range 7 till 40 cm.
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(c) Radial beam development.
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(d) Neutron emission angle.

Figure A.6: SDEF neutron generation compared to neutrons transported from
the beryllium target.
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print ” 0 0 ”
for i in range ( len (ENG1 [ 0 ] ) ) :

prec1=0
prec2=0
i f ( i >0):

prec1=ENG1 [ 0 ] [ i −1]
prec2=ENG2 [ 0 ] [ i −1]

print ” %1.3e %1.3e ”%((ENG1 [ 0 ] [ i ]+prec1 )/2 , (ENG2 [ 0 ] [ i ]+prec2 )/2)
print ”# sp21 sp22 ”
print ” 0 0 ”
for i in range ( len (ENG1 [ 0 ] ) ) :

prec1=0
prec2=0
i f ( i >0):

prec1=ENG1 [ 0 ] [ i −1]
prec2=ENG2 [ 0 ] [ i −1]

print ” %1.3e %1.3e ”%(ENG1 [ 1 ] [ i ] / (ENG1 [ 0 ] [ i ]−prec1 ) ,ENG2 [ 1 ] [ i ] / (ENG2 [ 0 ] [ i ]−prec2 ) )
print ”# s i 4 ”
print ” a ”
print ” −1”
print ” 0 ”
for i in range ( len (DIR [ 0 ] ) ) :

print ” %1.3e ”%(DIR [ 0 ] [ i ] )
print ”# sp4 ”
print ” 0 ”
print ” 0 ”
for i in range ( len (DIR [ 1 ] ) ) :

prec=0
i f ( i >0):

prec=DIR [ 0 ] [ i −1]
print ” %1.3e ”%(DIR [ 1 ] [ i ] )#∗(math . cos (DIR [ 0 ] [ i ])−math . cos ( prec ) ) )

def ComparePlot (D1 ,D2 , Ti t l e , xaxis , yaxis , xsca l e , ysca le , fname ) :
f i g , ax = p l t . subp lo t s ( )
f i g . s u p t i t l e ( Ti t l e , f o n t s i z e =14, fontwe ight=’ bold ’ )

p l t . e r r o rba r (D1 [ 0 ] ,D1 [ 1 ] , D1 [ 1 ] ∗D1 [ 2 ] , 0 , l a b e l=r ’ source ’ , fmt=’ , : ’ , c o l o r=co l o r [ 0 ] )
p l t . e r r o rba r (D2 [ 0 ] ,D2 [ 1 ] , D2 [ 1 ] ∗D2 [ 2 ] , 0 , l a b e l=r ’ sim ’ , fmt=’ , : ’ , c o l o r=co l o r [ 1 ] )

p l t . l egend ( l o c=’ best ’ , f o n t s i z e =8,numpoints=1, fancybox=True , shadow=True , nco l=1)
ax . s e t y s c a l e ( y s c a l e )
ax . s e t x s c a l e ( x s c a l e )
ax . s e t x l a b e l ( xaxis , l abe lpad=8)
ax . s e t y l a b e l ( yaxis , l abe lpad=8)
p l t . s a v e f i g ( fname )

def Pa r t i c l eD i s t r (P, d i r e c t ) :
DIR=np . l oadtxt ( d i r e c t+P+”DIR . out ”)
RAD=np . l oadtxt ( d i r e c t+P+”Nor . out ”)
ENG1=np . l oadtxt ( d i r e c t+P+”ENG1. out ”)
ENG2=np . l oadtxt ( d i r e c t+P+”ENG2. out ”)
Area=np . l oadtxt ( ” t a l l y . area ”)
J=np . array ( [ Area [ i ]∗RAD[ i ] [ 1 ] for i in range ( 4 0 ) ] )
return [DIR [ : , 0 ] , DIR [ : , 1 ] , DIR [ : , 2 ] ] , [RAD[ : 4 0 , 0 ] , J ,RAD[ : 4 0 , 2 ] ] , [ENG1[ : , 0 ] ,ENG1[ : , 1 ] ,ENG1 [ : , 2 ] ] , [ ENG2[ : , 0 ] ,ENG2[ : , 1 ] ,ENG2 [ : , 2 ] ]

def Plo tD i s t r (D1 , Ti t l e , xaxis , yaxis , xsca le , ysca le , fname ) :
f i g , ax = p l t . subp lo t s ( )
f i g . s u p t i t l e ( Ti t l e , f o n t s i z e =14, fontwe ight=’ bold ’ )

p l t . e r r o rba r (D1 [ 0 ] ,D1 [ 1 ] , D1 [ 2 ] ∗D1 [ 1 ] , 0 , l a b e l=r ’ source ’ , fmt=’ , : ’ , c o l o r=co l o r [ 0 ] )

p l t . l egend ( l o c=’ best ’ , f o n t s i z e =8,numpoints=1, fancybox=True , shadow=True , nco l=1)
ax . s e t y s c a l e ( y s c a l e )
ax . s e t x s c a l e ( x s c a l e )
ax . s e t x l a b e l ( xaxis , l abe lpad=8)
ax . s e t y l a b e l ( yaxis , l abe lpad=8)
p l t . s a v e f i g ( fname )

def Norm(D1 ) :
return D1/sum(D1)

# END of SDEF. py

A.3 MIRD Analitical phantom

The analytical human phantom model MIRD-MIT (Medical Internal Radiation
Dose) is available as example input in MCNP5. It was used in this dissertation
to evaluate the dose deposited to organs that are not along the neutron beam
axis of the beam port. The phantom shown in Figure A.7 reproduces a male.
It consists in a Mathematical Cardio Torso (MCAT) model without arteries
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with in addition organs such as : testes, thyroid, bladder and intestines. The
organs composition are described through the implementation of 4 biological
materials: soft tissue, skin, lung and bone. Moreover, each organ is defined by
a single cell which decreases the computational memory load for the evaluation
of the mean dose.

To evaluate the dose deposition in MCNP two tallies for each organ were im-
plemented. Through The F4:N tally for neutrons the reaction rate (cm−2·g−1)
for the reactions: 10B(n,α)7Li, 1H(n,n’)1H, 14N(n,p)14C and 1H(n,γ)2H is com-
puted. These results are then used as input in a python script to compute the
dose rate (Gy·g−1·s−1) deposited in each organ by normalizing with this factor:

x · Na

M
· φ · barn ·Q (A.1)

Where x is the mass percent of the atom in the taken material, Na is the
Avogadro number, M is the molar mass of the atom in Kg, φ is the neutron
flux cm−2 s−1 , barn is a normalization factor 10−24 cm−2, Q is the energy
deposited by the tallied reaction in J.

Photon energy deposit is computed through the F6:P, this tally deposits the
energy in the point where the photon is created. Therefore, overestimating the
photon dose in those volumes were the Charged Particle Equilibrium (CPE)
is not reached.
message : outp=body . o runtpe=body . r mctal=body .m

Example o f Whole Body phantom
c MCNP4B −− GMCNPSAM
c Manray 1 .0 Sam Yam
c Manray 3 .0 Jacquelyn Yanch
c
c ”Xman1” This f i l e r ep r e s en t s a male . He i s comprised o f the MCAT phantom
c plus t e s t e s , thyroid , l eg s , bladder , and i n t e s t i n e s . Al l a r t e r i e s
c have been removed .
c
c Mel i s sa Lambeth
c CELLS
1 3 −.0013 #61 (−2600 1403 −1420 1410):#61(−2600 1451 −1470 1420)

:#61(−2600 1458 1470):#61(−2600 1401 1402 −1410):(−2600 −1402)
c $out s ide to r so
2 5 −1.46 (−700 701 702 −1170) $outer sp ine
3 4 −1.06 (−701 702 −1170) $ inner sp ine
4 7 −.03 #5 #46 #45 #23 #28 (−800 801 1513) $ l e f t lung
49 7 −.03 #32 #45 #27 #29 #30 #31 (−802 801 1515) $ r i gh t lung
5 4 −1.06 (−1000) $stomach
6 5 −1.46 (−1100 1103 −1104 1101 −1102) $manubrium
7 5 −1.46 (−1105 1106 −1103) $mesosternum
8 5 −1.46 (−1120 −1106) $xyphoid proce s s
9 4 −1.06 (−1200 −1203):(−1202 1201) $kidneys
10 4 −1.06 (−1300 1310 −1320 −1330) $lower l i v e r
c upper abdomen
11 4 −1.06 #2 #3 #5 #8 #9 #10 #47 #57 #54

(((−901 906):(−906 −903 −913):(−906 −905 913)) 1016 −1320)
c lower abdomen
24 4 −1.06 #41 #2 #3 #34 #35 #42 #66 #9 #43 #47 #44 (((−901 906 ) :

(−906 −903 −913):(−906 −905 913)) −1016 1410)
c lower thorax
12 4 −1.06 #2 #3 #4 #49 #5 #8 #32 #46 (((−901 906):(−906 −903 −913):

(−906 −905 913)) 1320 −1440)
c mid thorax ( out s ide heart )
13 4 −1.06 #2 #3 #4 #49 #5 #7 #8 #58

#32 #46 (((−901 906):(−906 −903 −913):
(−906 −905 913)) 1440 −1430) ((1513 1504 1501) : (1514 −1504 1501)
: (1515 −1504 −1501):(1516 1504 −1501))

c upper thorax
14 4 −1.06 #2 #3 #4 #49 #6 #7 #45 #52 #55 #58

(((−901 906):(−906 −903 −913):(−906 −905 913)) 1430 −1420)
c upper s h e l l
15 4 −1.06 #2 #3 #6 #7 #8 #17 #18 #19 #21 #22 #33 #36

((901 906 −1400 1320 −1420):(903 −913 −906 −1400 1320 −1420):
(905 913 −906 −1400 1320 −1420))

c lower s h e l l
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Figure A.7: Schematic view of the analytical phantom model MIRD-MIT.
This human like geometry was used for the evaluation of the peripheral dose
deposited in a patient during a treatment. In the image shown two cuts: on
the left the frontal cut and on the right a lateral cut of the phantom.
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16 4 −1.06 #2 #3 #8 #19 #20 #22 #34 #35 #36
((901 906 −1400 −1320 1410) : (903 −913 −906 −1400 −1320 1410) :
(905 913 −906 −1400 −1320 1410))

c t r an sv e r s e proce s s above to r so
17 5 −1.46 #2 ((−1122:−1121) 1126 −1170) ((−1123 1124):(−1125 1126) :

(1169 −1170))
18 5 −1.46 #2 ((−1122:−1121) 1132 −1127) (−1127 1128) $ in between
19 5 −1.46 #2 ((−1122:−1121) 1162 −1129) ((−1129 1130):(−1131 1132)

:(−1133 1134):(−1135 1136):(−1137 1138):(−1139 1140):(−1141 1142)
:(−1143 1144):(−1145 1146):(−1147 1148):(−1149 1150)
:(−1151 1152):(−1153 1154):(−1155 1156):(−1157 1158):(−1159 1160)
:(−1161 1162))

c f r on t ha l f o f r i b s
20 5 −1.46 #6 (−900 901 906 ((−909 910 (−911:912)):(−914 915 (−916 :917)) :

(−920 921 (−923:924)):(−925 926 (−927:928))))
21 5 −1.46 #6 (−900 901 906 ((−937 938 (−939:940)):(−941 942 (−943 :944)) :

(−945 946 (−947:948)):(−949 950 (−951:952)):(−953 954 (−955 :956)) :
(−957 958 ( −959 :960)) : (907 −908 (−918:919))))

22 5 −1.46 (700 −906 (((−902 903 −913):(−904 905 913)) ((−909 910)
:(−914 915):(−920 921):(−925 926):(−929 930):(−933 934):(−937 938)
:(−941 942):(−945 946):(−949 950):(−953 954):(−957 958 ) ) ) )

c heart
23 4 −1.06 (1501 −1500 1502 1503) $ l e f t v e n t r i c l e
25 4 −1.06 #23 (1501 −1504 −1505 1506) $ r i gh t v e n t r i c l e
26 4 −1.06 (−1501 1504 −1507 1508) $ l e f t atrium
27 4 −1.06 #23 (−1501 −1504 −1509 1510 −1512) $ l e f t atrium
28 4 −1.06 (−1502 1501)
c space de f ined within the l e f t v e n t r i c l e and atrium
29 4 −1.06 (−1501 ((−1508 1504):(−1504 −1510)))
30 4 −1.06 #23 #27 #29 (−1501 −1504 −1511 1512) $ r i gh t atrium
31 4 −1.06 (−1506 1500 1501 −1504):(−1501 −1504 −1512 1509)
c space de f ined within the r i gh t v e n t r i c l e and atrium
32 4 −1.06 (1320 −1380 −1330 −1340) $upper l i v e r
33 5 −1.46 (1700 −1710 −1740 1720 −1760 −906):

(1700 −1710 −1740 −1730 1750 −906) $shoulder b lades
34 5 −1.46 #2 #3 #35 (1800 −1810 1840 −1845):(1820 −1830 1840 −1845):

(1860 −1865 −1870 1880 −1840 1850 1855 1890 −1895) $p e l v i s
35 5 −1.46 (−710 −702 720):(−730 −720 740):(−750 −740 760) $ ta i l bone
36 5 −1.46 #6 (−900 901 906 ((−929 930 (−931:932)):(−933 934 (−935:936))))
c back ha l f o f r i b s
40 4 −1.06 #43 (−1401 1402 −1410) $ l e g s
41 4 −1.06 #42 #66 (−1012 1014 −1016 −1018 1020) $smal l i n t e s t i n e
42 4 −1.06 (−1022 1024 1026 −1028):(−1030 1032 1034 −1036) $up l g i n t e s t i n e
66 4 −1.06 (−1038 −1028 1042):(−1044 −1203 −1048 1050) :

(−1052 1054 1203 1410 −1053) $lower l g i n t e s t i n e
43 4 −1.06 (−2000:−2002) $ t e s t e s
44 4 −1.06 (−2010 2012) $bladder
45 4 −1.06 ((1500 −1513 1504 1501) : (1505 −1514 −1504 1501)

: (1511 −1515 −1504 −1501):(1507 −1516 1504 −1501)) $heart membrane
46 4 −1.06 (1000 −1010 801) $stomach membrane
47 4 −1.06 (−1220) $sp l een
48 4 −1.06 #2 #3 #17 #18 #50 #51 #52 #55 ((−1450 1420 −1470):(−1455 1470))
c neck and head
50 5 −1.46 #2 #3 (−1456 1457) $ s k u l l
51 4 −1.06 −1457 $bra in
52 4 −1.06 (−2120 ((−2110 −2140):(−2100 2130) ) ) $thyro id
54 4 −1.06 (−2200 ((2240 1310):(−2210 −1310)) (1201 :1310) ) $pancreas
55 4 −1.06 (−2310 2332 −2320) $pharynx
57 4 −1.06 (−2500 2515):(−2510 2515) $adrena l s
58 4 −1.06 (−2520) $thymus
60 0 2600
61 6 −11.3 (−2700 −2750 2760 (2710:−2720:2730:−2740)) $ lead cy l i nd e r
62 4 −1.06 ((1400 −1403 1410 −1420):(−1451 1450 1420 −1470):

(−1458 1455 1470)) $sk in
c 64 3 −.0013 #61 (−2600 2610 2630 −2620 1451 1420 −1470)
c $area out s ide head
c 65 3 −.0013 #61 (−2600 2610 2630 −2620 1458 1470 −2640)
c $area out s ide crown
c 67 3 −.0013 #61 (−2600 2610 2630 −2620 1401 1402 −1410)
c $area out s ide l e g

C SURFACES
700 1 SQ 0 6.25 4 0 0 0 −25 0 0 −6.6
701 1 SQ 0 1 .64 0 0 0 −.64 0 0 −6.6
702 1 PX −34 $sp ine lengthened by 5 .5 cm
c ta i l bone
710 1 SQ 0 .25 20 .25 0 0 0 −5.0625 −34 0 −8.5
720 1 PX −35.5
730 1 SQ 0 .25 9 0 0 0 −1 −36 0 −8
740 1 PX −37
750 1 SQ 0 .25 2 .25 0 0 0 −.5625 −37 0 −7.5
760 1 PX −38
800 1 SQ 1169.64 32400 11977.1 0 0 0 −673712.6 −6.5 −8.5 0 $ l e f t lung
801 1 PX −6.5
802 1 SQ 2025 32400 20736 0 0 0 −1166400 −6.5 8 .5 0 $ r i gh t lung
900 1 SQ 0 118.81 256 0 0 0 −30415.4 0 0 0 $ r i b s
901 1 SQ 0 108.16 240.25 0 0 0 −25985.4 0 0 0
902 1 SQ 0 72.25 81 0 0 0 −5852.25 0 −7 0
903 1 SQ 0 64 72.25 0 0 0 −4624 0 −7 0
904 1 SQ 0 72.25 81 0 0 0 −5852.25 0 7 0
905 1 SQ 0 64 72.25 0 0 0 −4624 0 7 0
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906 1 PZ 0
907 1 SQ 0 0 0 −174.4 0 −88.8 5866 0 0 0 $ c l a v i c l e s
908 1 SQ 0 0 0 −174.4 0 −88.8 5378.75 0 0 0 $ c l a v i c l e s
909 1 SQ 0 0 0 −174.4 0 −88.8 −6315.5 0 0 0
910 1 SQ 0 0 0 −174.4 0 −88.8 −5828.25 0 0 0
911 1 PY −6.244
912 1 PY 6.244
913 1 PY 0
914 1 SQ 0 0 0 −174.4 0 −88.8 −5341 0 0 0
915 1 SQ 0 0 0 −174.4 0 −88.8 −4853.75 0 0 0
916 1 PY −5.976
917 1 PY 5.976
918 1 PY −3.028
919 1 PY 3.028
920 1 SQ 0 0 0 −174.4 0 −88.8 −4366.5 0 0 0
921 1 SQ 0 0 0 −174.4 0 −88.8 −3879.25 0 0 0
923 1 PY −5.708
924 1 PY 5.708
925 1 SQ 0 0 0 −174.4 0 −88.8 −3392 0 0 0
926 1 SQ 0 0 0 −174.4 0 −88.8 −2904.75 0 0 0
927 1 PY −5.44
928 1 PY 5.44
929 1 SQ 0 0 0 −174.4 0 −88.8 −2417.5 0 0 0
930 1 SQ 0 0 0 −174.4 0 −88.8 −1930.25 0 0 0
931 1 PY −5.172
932 1 PY 5.172
933 1 SQ 0 0 0 −174.4 0 −88.8 −1443 0 0 0
934 1 SQ 0 0 0 −174.4 0 −88.8 −955.75 0 0 0
935 1 PY −4.904
936 1 PY 4.904
937 1 SQ 0 0 0 −174.4 0 −88.8 −468.5 0 0 0
938 1 SQ 0 0 0 −174.4 0 −88.8 18 .75 0 0 0
939 1 PY −4.636
940 1 PY 4.636
941 1 SQ 0 0 0 −174.4 0 −88.8 506 0 0 0
942 1 SQ 0 0 0 −174.4 0 −88.8 993.25 0 0 0
943 1 PY −4.368
944 1 PY 4.368
945 1 SQ 0 0 0 −174.4 0 −88.8 1480.5 0 0 0
946 1 SQ 0 0 0 −174.4 0 −88.8 1967.75 0 0 0
947 1 PY −4.1
948 1 PY 4.1
949 1 SQ 0 0 0 −174.4 0 −88.8 2455 0 0 0
950 1 SQ 0 0 0 −174.4 0 −88.8 2942.25 0 0 0
951 1 PY −3.832
952 1 PY 3.832
953 1 SQ 0 0 0 −174.4 0 −88.8 3429.5 0 0 0
954 1 SQ 0 0 0 −174.4 0 −88.8 3916.75 0 0 0
955 1 PY −3.564
956 1 PY 3.564
957 1 SQ 0 0 0 −174.4 0 −88.8 4404.25 0 0 0
958 1 SQ 0 0 0 −174.4 0 −88.8 4891.5 0 0 0
959 1 PY −3.296
960 1 PY 3.296
c G−I Tract
1000 3 SQ 576 1024 144 0 0 0 −9216 0 0 0 $stomach
1010 3 SQ 1204.78 1901.83 365.19 0 0 0 −28926.87 0 0 0
1012 1 C/X 0 3 .8 11 .3 $smal l i n t e s t i n e
1014 1 PX −33
1016 1 PX −23
1018 1 PZ 4.86
1020 1 PZ −2.2
1022 1 C/X 8.5 2 .36 2 .5 $ascending co lon
1024 1 C/X 8.5 2 .36 1 .79
1026 1 PX −35.55
1028 PX −26
1030 1 SQ 6.25 0 2 .25 0 0 0 −14.0625 −24.5 0 2 .36 $ t ran sve r s e co lon
1032 1 SQ 3.89 0 .95 0 0 0 −3.68 −24.5 0 2 .36
1034 1 PY −10.5
1036 1 PY 10.5
1038 SQ 0 4.54 3 .53 0 0 0 −16.03 −26 −9 0 $descendingco lon
1042 PX −41.28
1044 TZ −41.3 −3 0 5 .72 1 .57 1 .57 $sigmoid co lon
1048 PX −41.3
1050 TZ −41.3 −3 0 5 .72 .91 .91
1052 TZ −50 −3 0 3 1 .57 1 .57
1053 px −25.925 $ su r f a c e added to try to c o r r e c t geometry
1054 TZ −50 −3 0 3 .91 .91
1100 1 SQ 9.766 14 .06 0 0 0 0 −137.33 9 .37 0 0 $manubrium
1101 1 PZ 9.53
1102 1 PZ 10.69
1103 1 PX 6.12
1104 1 PX 10.62
1105 1 SQ 0 .3364 1 .66 0 0 0 −.56 0 0 10 .11 $mesosternum
1106 1 PX −2.85
1120 1 SQ .0645 3 .23 21 .83 0 0 0 −2.13 −2.85 0 10 .11 $xyphoid proce s s
1121 7 SQ 0 1 2.77778 0 0 0 −1 0 0 0 $ t ran sve r s e proce s s
1122 8 SQ 0 1 2.77778 0 0 0 −1 0 0 0
1170 1 PX 29.26 $index−5
1169 1 PX 27.86
1123 1 PX 26.46 $index=−3
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1124 1 PX 25.06
1125 1 PX 23.66 $index=−1
1126 1 PX 22.26
1127 1 PX 20.86 $index=1
1128 1 PX 19.46
1129 1 PX 18.06 $index=3
1130 1 PX 16.66
1131 1 PX 15.26 $index=5
1132 1 PX 13.86
1133 1 PX 12.46 $index=7
1134 1 PX 11.06
1135 1 PX 9.66 $index=9
1136 1 PX 8.26
1137 1 PX 6.86 $index=11
1138 1 PX 5.46
1139 1 PX 4.06 $index=13
1140 1 PX 2.66
1141 1 PX 1.26 $index=15
1142 1 PX −.14
1143 1 PX −1.54 $index=17
1144 1 PX −2.94
1145 1 PX −4.34 $index=19
1146 1 PX −5.74
1147 1 PX −7.14 $index=21
1148 1 PX −8.54
1149 1 PX −9.94 $index=23
1150 1 PX −11.34
1151 1 PX −12.74 $index=25
1152 1 PX −14.14
1153 1 PX −15.54 $index=27
1154 1 PX −16.94
1155 1 PX −18.34 $index=29
1156 1 PX −19.74
1157 1 PX −21.14 $index=31
1158 1 PX −22.54
1159 1 PX −23.94 $index=33
1160 1 PX −25.34
1161 1 PX −26.74 $index=35
1162 1 PX −28.14
1200 4 SQ 49 96.04 294.12 0 0 0 −1176.49 −19.5 0 0
c l e f t kidney
1201 1 PY 3
1202 5 SQ 49 96.04 294.12 0 0 0 −1176.49 −19.5 0 0
c r i gh t kidney
1203 PY −3
1220 6 SQ 49 144 441 0 0 0 −1764 −13 0 0 $sp l een
1300 1 SQ 0 64 204 .5 0 0 0 −13287.4 −7 −1.8 . 7 $lower l i v e r
1310 1 PX −18
1320 1 PX −7
1330 1 SQ 0 0 0 −1800 −2115 −1880 0 −7 −7.5 8
1340 1 SQ 0 0 0 0 −45 −40 0 −7 −7.5 8
1380 1 SQ 70585.86 1186.1 3657.83 0 0 0 −553393.16 −9.1 −1.8 . 7 $upper l i v e r
1400 1 SQ 0 156.25 466.56 0 0 0 −72900 0 0 0 $to r so y=21.6 z=12.5
1401 1 SQ −.0001 .00214 .0064 0 0 0 0 −150 0 0 $ l e g s based on MIRD with
1402 1 PX −130 $MCAT dimensions
1403 1 SQ 0 161.3 475.24 0 0 0 −76651.46 0 0 0 $sk in l ay e r . 2 cm
1410 1 PX −50
1420 1 PX 20
1430 1 PX 4.6
1440 1 PX −6.3
c neck dimensions from Cr i s ty et a l
c neck i s approx . 9 .7 cm long
1450 1 SQ 0 100 64 0 0 0 −6400 26 0 −2 $head
1451 1 SQ 0 104.04 67 .24 0 0 0 −6995.649 26 0 −2 $sk in around head
1455 1 SQ 6400 5112.25 3271.84 0 0 0 −327184 35 0 −2 $crown
1458 1 SQ 6995.649 5620.5 3632.473 0 0 0 −377922.48 35 0 −2 $crown sk in
1456 1 SQ 4970.25 3907.5 2487.5 0 0 0 −209993.06 35 0 −2 $outer s k u l l
1457 1 SQ 3221.7 2445.3 1440.2 0 0 0 −106517.37 35 0 −2 $ inner s k u l l
c s k u l l modeled from Cr i s ty et a l dimemsions
c 1460 1 C/X 0 −3.7 6 .3 $neck
c 1461 1 C/X 0 −3.7 6 .5 $neck sk in
1470 1 PX 35
c heart
1500 2 SQ 216.09 906.01 1304.65 0 0 0 −15982 0 0 0
1501 2 PX 0
1502 2 SQ 40.7 257 .9 448 .2 0 0 0 −2169.14 0 0 0
1503 2 SQ 1.74 1 .69 2 .94 22 .65 0 0 70 .67 0 0 0
1504 2 PZ 0
1505 2 SQ 745.29 3124.81 1304.65 0 0 0 −55121.6 0 0 0
1506 2 SQ 529.5 2227.84 973.44 0 0 0 −33885.4 0 0 0
1507 2 SQ 216.1 318 .6 458 .8 0 0 0 −5620.5 0 0 0
1508 2 SQ 155.75 235 .9 350 .4 0 0 0 −3588.5 0 0 0
1509 2 SQ 110.25 162.56 458.82 0 0 0 −2867.6 0 0 0
1510 2 SQ 73.6 111 .5 350 .4 0 0 0 −1696.1 0 0 0
1511 2 SQ 745.29 1098.92 458.82 0 0 0 −19384.99 0 0 0
1512 2 SQ 584.7 885 .7 350 .4 0 0 0 −13470.85 0 0 0
1513 2 SQ 292.41 1143.79 1604 0 0 0 −23161.79 0 0 0 $corresponds to 1500
1514 2 SQ 936.36 3662.67 1604 0 0 0 −74169.08 0 0 0 $corresponds to 1505
1515 2 SQ 936.36 1348.35 590.49 0 0 0 −27304.26 0 0 0 $corresponds to 1511
1516 2 SQ 292.41 421.07 590.49 0 0 0 −8526.67 0 0 0 $corresponds to 1507
c shou lder b lades
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1700 1 SQ 0 110.25 289 0 0 0 −31862.25 0 0 0
1710 1 SQ 0 127.69 316.84 0 0 0 −40457.3 0 0 0
1720 1 PY 7
1730 1 PY −7
1740 1 PX 18
1750 1 SQ 0 0 0 .75 1 0 4 0 0 0
1760 1 SQ 0 0 0 −.75 1 0 −4 0 0 0
c p e l v i s
1800 1 S −33 9 −.5 7
1810 1 S −33 9 −.5 7 .8
1820 1 S −33 −9 −.5 7
1830 1 S −33 −9 −.5 7 .8
1840 1 PX −36
1845 1 PZ −5
1850 1 PX −43
1855 1 PZ −7
1860 1 C/Y −42 −11 7
1865 1 C/Y −42 −11 7 .8
1870 1 PY 11.3
1880 1 PY −11.3
1890 1 S −35 0 −8 7
1895 1 S −36 0 −8 11 .3
c t e s t e s , b ladder
2000 1 SQ 3.8 11 .9 8 .94 0 0 0 −20.12 −52.4 1 .3 10 .5 $ r i gh t t e s t e s
2002 1 SQ 3.8 11 .9 8 .94 0 0 0 −20.12 −52.4 −1.3 10 .5 $ l e f t t e s t e s
2010 1 SQ 293.94 142.99 293.94 0 0 0 −3510 −42 0 4 .5 $bladder
2012 1 SQ 228.59 106.17 228.59 0 0 0 −2360 −42 0 4 .5
2100 1 SQ 3.0625 25 76.5625 0 0 0 −76.5625 19 .5 −1.75 −.5 $thyro id
2110 1 SQ 3.0625 25 76.5625 0 0 0 −76.5625 19 .5 1 .75 −.5
2120 1 PZ −.5
2130 1 PY −1.75
2140 1 PY 1.75
c pancreas
2200 1 SQ 368.64 15 .68 2787.8 0 0 0 −4014.5 −18 7 0
2210 1 PY 8
2240 1 SQ 0 0 0 −1800 −2115 −1880 0 −7 −8.5 8
c pharynx
2310 1 SQ −.00564 . 5 1 .414 0 0 0 0 5 .5 0 . 9
2320 1 PX 28.2
2332 1 PX 22
c adrena l s
2500 1 SQ 1 .36 14 .06 0 0 0 −2.25 −14.6 4 .5 −6
2510 1 SQ 1 .36 14 .06 0 0 0 −2.25 −14.6 −4.5 −6
2515 1 PX −14.59
c thymus
2520 1 SQ 1.44 10 .44 36 0 0 0 −23.04 7 0 7 .3
c out s ide cube
2600 1 so 225
c 2610 1 PZ −180
c 2620 1 PY 60
c 2630 1 PY −60
c 2640 1 PX 60
c 2650 1 PX −160
c lead c y l i nd e r s
2700 1 C/y 0 0 50
2710 1 PX 2
2720 1 PX −2
2730 1 Pz 1 .5
2740 1 Pz −1.5
2750 1 Py −102.7
2760 1 Py −107.7
c su r f a c e segments
2800 1 C/y 0 0 4
c su r f a c e per t a l l y
1071 1 pz −24.5
1072 1 pz −24.5

t r1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1
t r2 0 −1 1 .7 −.573576 −.671010 .469846 −.819152 .469846 −.328990

0 −.573576 −.819152 1
t r3 −11 −7.5 3 −.405580 −.579228 .707107 −.405580 −.579228 −.707107

.819152 −.573576 0 1
t r4 0 −4.5 −5 1 0 0 0 .70710678 .70710678 0 −.70710678 .70710678 1
t r5 0 3 .5 −4.8 1 0 0 0 .70710678 −.70710678 0 .70710678 .70710678 1
t r6 0 −11 −3.5 1 0 0 0 .70710678 −.70710678 0 .70710678 .70710678 1
t r7 0 2 .4 −8.5 1 0 0 0 .70710678 −.70710678 0 .70710678 .70710678 1
t r8 0 −2.4 −8.5 1 0 0 0 .70710678 .70710678 0 −.70710678 .70710678 1
mode p n
sde f pos= −83 0 −24.5

vec= 0 0 1
axs= 0 0 1

sur=d1 rad=f su r d2 erg=f su r d3 d i r=d4
s i 1 L 1071 1072
sp1 9 .912 e−02 9 .009 e−01
ds2 S 11 12
# s i 1 1

A
0
0 .5
1 .5
2 .5
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3 .5
4 .5
5 .5
6 .5

# sp11
0
2 .472 e−03
7 .230 e−03
1 .178 e−02
1 .643 e−02
1 .983 e−02
2 .221 e−02
1 .917 e−02

# s i 1 2
A
6 .5
7 .5
8 .5
9 .5
10 .5
11 .5
12 .5
13 .5
14 .5
15 .5
16 .5
17 .5
18 .5
19 .5
20 .5
21 .5
22 .5
23 .5
24 .5
25 .5
26 .5
27 .5
28 .5
29 .5
30 .5
31 .5
32 .5
33 .5
34 .5
35 .5
36 .5
37 .5
38 .5
39 .5

# sp12
1.917 e−02
1 .655 e−02
1 .460 e−02
1 .425 e−02
1 .366 e−02
1 .384 e−02
1 .416 e−02
1 .443 e−02
1 .428 e−02
1 .429 e−02
1 .331 e−02
1 .317 e−02
1 .179 e−02
1 .009 e−02
8 .502 e−03
7 .096 e−03
1 .655 e−02
2 .054 e−02
2 .319 e−02
2 .758 e−02
3 .092 e−02
3 .513 e−02
3 .727 e−02
4 .006 e−02
4 .254 e−02
4 .386 e−02
4 .653 e−02
4 .859 e−02
4 .845 e−02
4 .946 e−02
4 .965 e−02
4 .925 e−02
4 .882 e−02
4 .847 e−02

ds3 s 21 22
# s i 2 1 s i 2 2

a a
0 0
5 .000 e−11 5 .000 e−11
1 .130 e−10 1 .130 e−10
1 .422 e−10 1 .422 e−10
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1 .790 e−10 1 .790 e−10
2 .254 e−10 2 .254 e−10
2 .837 e−10 2 .837 e−10
3 .572 e−10 3 .572 e−10
4 .496 e−10 4 .496 e−10
5 .661 e−10 5 .661 e−10
7 .127 e−10 7 .127 e−10
8 .972 e−10 8 .972 e−10
1 .130 e−09 1 .130 e−09
1 .422 e−09 1 .422 e−09
1 .790 e−09 1 .790 e−09
2 .254 e−09 2 .254 e−09
2 .837 e−09 2 .837 e−09
3 .571 e−09 3 .571 e−09
4 .496 e−09 4 .496 e−09
5 .661 e−09 5 .661 e−09
7 .127 e−09 7 .127 e−09
8 .972 e−09 8 .972 e−09
1 .129 e−08 1 .129 e−08
1 .422 e−08 1 .422 e−08
1 .790 e−08 1 .790 e−08
2 .253 e−08 2 .253 e−08
2 .837 e−08 2 .837 e−08
3 .571 e−08 3 .571 e−08
4 .496 e−08 4 .496 e−08
5 .661 e−08 5 .661 e−08
7 .126 e−08 7 .126 e−08
8 .972 e−08 8 .972 e−08
1 .130 e−07 1 .130 e−07
1 .422 e−07 1 .422 e−07
1 .790 e−07 1 .790 e−07
2 .254 e−07 2 .254 e−07
2 .837 e−07 2 .837 e−07
3 .571 e−07 3 .571 e−07
4 .497 e−07 4 .497 e−07
5 .661 e−07 5 .661 e−07
7 .126 e−07 7 .126 e−07
8 .971 e−07 8 .971 e−07
1 .129 e−06 1 .129 e−06
1 .422 e−06 1 .422 e−06
1 .790 e−06 1 .790 e−06
2 .253 e−06 2 .253 e−06
2 .837 e−06 2 .837 e−06
3 .571 e−06 3 .571 e−06
4 .497 e−06 4 .497 e−06
5 .661 e−06 5 .661 e−06
7 .127 e−06 7 .127 e−06
8 .972 e−06 8 .972 e−06
1 .129 e−05 1 .129 e−05
1 .422 e−05 1 .422 e−05
1 .790 e−05 1 .790 e−05
2 .254 e−05 2 .254 e−05
2 .837 e−05 2 .837 e−05
3 .571 e−05 3 .571 e−05
4 .497 e−05 4 .497 e−05
5 .661 e−05 5 .661 e−05
7 .127 e−05 7 .127 e−05
8 .972 e−05 8 .972 e−05
1 .130 e−04 1 .130 e−04
1 .422 e−04 1 .422 e−04
1 .790 e−04 1 .790 e−04
2 .253 e−04 2 .253 e−04
2 .837 e−04 2 .837 e−04
3 .571 e−04 3 .571 e−04
4 .497 e−04 4 .497 e−04
5 .661 e−04 5 .661 e−04
7 .127 e−04 7 .127 e−04
8 .971 e−04 8 .971 e−04
1 .129 e−03 1 .129 e−03
1 .422 e−03 1 .422 e−03
1 .790 e−03 1 .790 e−03
2 .253 e−03 2 .253 e−03
2 .837 e−03 2 .837 e−03
3 .572 e−03 3 .572 e−03
4 .497 e−03 4 .497 e−03
5 .661 e−03 5 .661 e−03
7 .127 e−03 7 .127 e−03
8 .972 e−03 8 .972 e−03
1 .129 e−02 1 .129 e−02
1 .422 e−02 1 .422 e−02
1 .790 e−02 1 .790 e−02
2 .253 e−02 2 .253 e−02
2 .837 e−02 2 .837 e−02
3 .571 e−02 3 .571 e−02
4 .496 e−02 4 .496 e−02
5 .661 e−02 5 .661 e−02
7 .126 e−02 7 .126 e−02
8 .972 e−02 8 .972 e−02
1 .130 e−01 1 .130 e−01
1 .422 e−01 1 .422 e−01
1 .790 e−01 1 .790 e−01
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2 .253 e−01 2 .253 e−01
2 .837 e−01 2 .837 e−01
3 .571 e−01 3 .571 e−01
4 .496 e−01 4 .496 e−01
5 .661 e−01 5 .661 e−01
7 .127 e−01 7 .127 e−01
8 .972 e−01 8 .972 e−01
1 .129 e+00 1.129 e+00
1.422 e+00 1.422 e+00
1.790 e+00 1.790 e+00
2.253 e+00 2.253 e+00
2.837 e+00 2.837 e+00
3.571 e+00 3.571 e+00
4.496 e+00 4.496 e+00
5.661 e+00 5.661 e+00
7.127 e+00 7.127 e+00
8.971 e+00 8.971 e+00
1.129 e+01 1.129 e+01
1.422 e+01 1.422 e+01
1.790 e+01 1.790 e+01

# sp21 sp22
0 0
0 .000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00
1.249 e+01 0.000 e+00
1.102 e+02 0.000 e+00
1.008 e+03 0.000 e+00
1.444 e+03 0.000 e+00
7.036 e+02 0.000 e+00
2.829 e+03 0.000 e+00
2.772 e+03 0.000 e+00
3.461 e+03 0.000 e+00
3.710 e+03 0.000 e+00
4.095 e+03 0.000 e+00
3.885 e+03 0.000 e+00
5.079 e+03 0.000 e+00
5.367 e+03 0.000 e+00
7.459 e+03 0.000 e+00
7.025 e+03 0.000 e+00
6.333 e+03 0.000 e+00
8.531 e+03 0.000 e+00
7.416 e+03 1.255 e+03
8.233 e+03 0.000 e+00
7.695 e+03 0.000 e+00
8.461 e+03 0.000 e+00
8.926 e+03 0.000 e+00
7.437 e+03 0.000 e+00
7.229 e+03 0.000 e+00
7.407 e+03 0.000 e+00
6.752 e+03 0.000 e+00
5.879 e+03 1.825 e+02
5.449 e+03 0.000 e+00
4.978 e+03 2.328 e+02
4.689 e+03 2.968 e+02
4.632 e+03 4.537 e+02
3.957 e+03 2.614 e+02
4.268 e+03 3.540 e+02
3.149 e+03 2.045 e+02
3.019 e+03 1.152 e+03
2.451 e+03 5.645 e+02
2.115 e+03 5.367 e+02
1.796 e+03 4.618 e+02
1.663 e+03 5.910 e+02
1.530 e+03 5.955 e+02
1.231 e+03 5.235 e+02
9.788 e+02 6.043 e+02
8.965 e+02 3.802 e+02
7.545 e+02 4.427 e+02
6.432 e+02 4.807 e+02
5.378 e+02 3.966 e+02
4.395 e+02 3.606 e+02
3.839 e+02 3.450 e+02
3.292 e+02 2.923 e+02
2.734 e+02 2.362 e+02
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2 .481 e+02 2.516 e+02
1.715 e+02 2.074 e+02
1.536 e+02 1.525 e+02
1.274 e+02 1.427 e+02
1.074 e+02 1.109 e+02
8.750 e+01 1.027 e+02
7.541 e+01 6.730 e+01
5.405 e+01 6.404 e+01
1.576 e+01 3.446 e+01
2.280 e+01 3.318 e+01
1.438 e+01 2.436 e+01
2.119 e+01 2.199 e+01
7.733 e+00 1.312 e+01
3.140 e+00 8.588 e+00
1.020 e+00 5.327 e+00
1.305 e+00 3.808 e+00
1.227 e+00 1.653 e+00
7.625 e−01 1 .419 e+00
6.280 e−01 1 .045 e+00
8.568 e−01 1 .128 e+00
5.461 e−01 7 .028 e−01
7 .081 e−02 2 .963 e−01
6 .684 e−02 1 .830 e−01
9 .892 e−02 1 .779 e−01
6 .465 e−02 1 .258 e−01
2 .742 e−02 6 .492 e−02
1 .035 e−02 3 .818 e−02
1 .796 e−02 4 .199 e−02
2 .191 e−02 9 .512 e−02
2 .641 e−02 8 .274 e−02
1 .876 e−02 4 .272 e−02
9 .804 e−03 3 .336 e−02
7 .888 e−03 2 .235 e−02
5 .808 e−03 8 .720 e−03
1 .807 e−03 9 .740 e−03
7 .251 e−04 1 .114 e−03
0 .000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00
0.000 e+00 0.000 e+00

# s i 4
a
−1
0
2 .000 e−02
4 .000 e−02
6 .000 e−02
8 .000 e−02
1 .000 e−01
1 .200 e−01
1 .400 e−01
1 .600 e−01
1 .800 e−01
2 .000 e−01
2 .200 e−01
2 .400 e−01
2 .600 e−01
2 .800 e−01
3 .000 e−01
3 .200 e−01
3 .400 e−01
3 .600 e−01
3 .800 e−01
4 .000 e−01
4 .200 e−01
4 .400 e−01
4 .600 e−01
4 .800 e−01
5 .000 e−01
5 .200 e−01
5 .400 e−01
5 .600 e−01
5 .800 e−01
6 .000 e−01
6 .200 e−01
6 .400 e−01
6 .600 e−01
6 .800 e−01
7 .000 e−01
7 .200 e−01
7 .400 e−01
7 .600 e−01
7 .800 e−01
8 .000 e−01
8 .200 e−01
8 .400 e−01
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8 .600 e−01
8 .800 e−01
9 .000 e−01
9 .200 e−01
9 .400 e−01
9 .600 e−01
9 .800 e−01
1 .000 e+00

# sp4
0
0
1 .135 e−04
3 .556 e−04
6 .001 e−04
9 .928 e−04
1 .366 e−03
1 .661 e−03
2 .392 e−03
2 .348 e−03
3 .103 e−03
3 .325 e−03
4 .216 e−03
4 .409 e−03
4 .813 e−03
5 .977 e−03
6 .977 e−03
7 .376 e−03
7 .954 e−03
8 .110 e−03
1 .004 e−02
1 .065 e−02
1 .143 e−02
1 .175 e−02
1 .371 e−02
1 .436 e−02
1 .494 e−02
1 .593 e−02
1 .737 e−02
1 .880 e−02
1 .911 e−02
2 .018 e−02
2 .186 e−02
2 .288 e−02
2 .559 e−02
2 .517 e−02
2 .836 e−02
2 .832 e−02
3 .077 e−02
3 .101 e−02
3 .402 e−02
3 .566 e−02
3 .783 e−02
4 .002 e−02
4 .163 e−02
4 .429 e−02
4 .580 e−02
4 .758 e−02
5 .027 e−02
5 .192 e−02
5 .519 e−02
5 .749 e−02

phys : p 100 0 0
prdmp 1000000 1000000
c p r in t 110
imp : p 1 53 r 0 1 1
m3 7014 . 8 8016 . 2 gas=1 $a i r
m4 1001 −.105 6000 −.414 7014 −.034 8016 −.439 15031 −.001 16032 −.002

17000 −.002 19000 −.002 26000 −.001 $ s o f t t i s s u e
m5 1001 −.060 6000 −.314 7014 −.031 8016 −.369 11023 −.001 12000 −.001

15031 −.070 16032 −.002 20000 −.152 $bone
m6 82000 1 .0 $ lead
m7 1001 −.1021 6000 −.1001 7014 −.028 8016 −.7596 $lung
c t a l l i e s ( f l ux averaged over c e l l )
c
f c16 LUNG TALLIES
f16 : p (4 49) T
sd16 3981 3981
fc26 STOMACH TALLY
f26 : p 5
sd26 596.55
f c36 KIDNEY TALLIES
f36 : p 9
sd36 287 .4
f c46 SPLEEN TALLY
f46 : p 47
sd46 175 .9
f c56 LIVER TALLY
f56 : p (10 32) T
sd56 1253.3 1253.3
f c66 HEAD TALLY
f66 : p 48
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sd66 937 .5
fc106 BRAIN TALLY
f106 : p 51
sd106 1470
fc76 SMALL INTESTINE TALLY
f76 : p 41
sd76 1060
fc86 LARGE INTESTINE TALLY
f86 : p 42 66
sd86 416 .3 123
f c96 BLADDER TALLY
f96 : p 44
sd96 248 .2
fc116 THYROID TALLY
f116 : p 52
sd116 20
fc126 TESTES TALLY
f126 : p 43
sd126 37 .6
fc146 PANCREAS TALLY
f146 : p 54
sd146 90 .7
fc156 PHARYNX TALLY
f156 : p 55
sd156 16
fc176 BONE MARROW TALLY
f176 : p (2 3 17 18 19 20 21 22 33 34 50) T
sd176 5455.24 5455.24
fc186 ADRENALS TALLY
f186 : p 57
sd186 15 .7
fc196 THYMUS TALLY
f196 : p 58
sd196 21.106
fc166 SURFACE (SKIN DOSE)Dose TALLY
f166 : p 62
f s166 2800
sd166 1300.99 40 .2
fc206 SKIN TALLY
f206 : p 62
sd206 1987
fc226 TRUNK TALLY
f226 : p (11 12 24 13 14 15 16)
sd226 13968
c ∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗
c neutron t a l l i e s
c FM updated t a l l i e s
c ∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗
m11 1001.50 c 1
m12 5010.60 c 1
m13 7014.60 c 1
fc304 LUNG TALLIES
f304 : n (4 49) T
sd304 3981 3981
fm304 (1 12 107) (1 11 2 −4) (1 13 103) (1 11 102)
fc324 STOMACH TALLY
f324 : n 5
sd324 596.55
fm324 (1 12 107) (1 11 2 −4) (1 13 103) (1 11 102)
fc334 KIDNEY TALLIES
f334 : n 9
sd334 287 .4
fm334 (1 12 107) (1 11 2 −4) (1 13 103) (1 11 102)
fc344 SPLEEN TALLY
f344 : n 47
sd344 175 .9
fm344 (1 12 107) (1 11 2 −4) (1 13 103) (1 11 102)
fc354 LIVER TALLY
f354 : n (10 32) T
sd354 1253.3 1253.3
fm354 (1 12 107) (1 11 2 −4) (1 13 103) (1 11 102)
fc364 HEAD TALLY
f364 : n 48
sd364 937 .5
fm364 (1 12 107) (1 11 2 −4) (1 13 103) (1 11 102)
fc404 BRAIN TALLY
f404 : n 51
sd404 1470
fm404 (1 12 107) (1 11 2 −4) (1 13 103) (1 11 102)
fc374 SMALL INTESTINE TALLY
f374 : n 41
sd374 1060
fm374 (1 12 107) (1 11 2 −4) (1 13 103) (1 11 102)
fc384 LARGE INTESTINE TALLY
f384 : n 42 66
sd384 416 .3 123
fm384 (1 12 107) (1 11 2 −4) (1 13 103) (1 11 102)
fc394 BLADDER TALLY
f394 : n 44
sd394 248 .2
fm394 (1 12 107) (1 11 2 −4) (1 13 103) (1 11 102)
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f c414 THYROID TALLY
f414 : n 52
sd414 20
fm414 (1 12 107) (1 11 2 −4) (1 13 103) (1 11 102)
fc424 TESTES TALLY
f424 : n 43
sd424 37 .6
fm424 (1 12 107) (1 11 2 −4) (1 13 103) (1 11 102)
fc444 PANCREAS TALLY
f444 : n 54
sd444 90 .7
fm444 (1 12 107) (1 11 2 −4) (1 13 103) (1 11 102)
fc454 PHARYNX TALLY
f454 : n 55
sd454 16
fm454 (1 12 107) (1 11 2 −4) (1 13 103) (1 11 102)
fc474 BONE MARROW TALLY
f474 : n (2 3 17 18 19 20 21 22 33 34 50) T
sd474 5455.24 5455.24
fm474 (1 12 107) (1 11 2 −4) (1 13 103) (1 11 102)
fc484 ADRENALS TALLY
f484 : n 57
sd484 15 .7
fm484 (1 12 107) (1 11 2 −4) (1 13 103) (1 11 102)
fc494 THYMUS TALLY
f494 : n 58
sd494 21.106
fm494 (1 12 107) (1 11 2 −4) (1 13 103) (1 11 102)
fc464 SURFACE (SKIN DOSE)Dose TALLY
f464 : n 62
f s464 2800
sd464 1300.99 40 .2
fm464 (1 12 107) (1 11 2 −4) (1 13 103) (1 11 102)
fc504 SKIN TALLY
f504 : n 62
sd504 1987
fm504 (1 12 107) (1 11 2 −4) (1 13 103) (1 11 102)
fc524 TRUNK TALLY
f524 : n (11 12 24 13 14 15 16)
sd524 13968
fm524 (1 12 107) (1 11 2 −4) (1 13 103) (1 11 102)
c ∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗
c end neutron t a l l i e s
c ∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗∗
nps 1e6
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Appendix B
B - GEANT4 and geometrical
cell implementation

GEometry ANd Tracking [78] (GEANT4) is tool-kit for particle transport
through matter. It is an object oriented programming language based on c++.
This simulation tool is employed for applications like: high energy physics, nu-
clear physics, medical physics, accelerators and astrophysics. The simulations
are implemented in the main.cc file by defying objects such as:

Geometry - This object is used to define the physical world where the particles are
transported. Through the methods of this class the user can implement
materials and geometrical structure of the world.

Source - The user can define the primary particles and their spacial distribution
in the defined geometry.

Tracking - This object is used to follow the particle during the simulation. This
class contains methods that can be used to store energy deposition and
position of the particle.

Physics - GEANT4 gives the user the possibility to select which physics cross
section library to use through this object. Here the physics detail of the
simulation is selected, this means that this class has methods giving the
ability to control the particles to simulate.

Run manager - This object helps the user to define the start of the simulation and it
collects the information generated by the tracking of the particles. This
class contains methods to initialize, collect data and conclude the particle
transport.

Visualizer - If the user wants to use a graphical interface, GEANT4 contains a
visualization object. This class is particularly useful during the trou-
bleshooting of the application.
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B. B - GEANT4 and geometrical cell implementation

The application adopted in Chapter 3 derives from the microbeam advanced
examples supplied by GEANT4. The difference are two:

Geometry - The microbeam geometry was stripped from the proton beam acceler-
ator and only the cube containing the cell was maintained.

Phantom - The cellular voxelized phantom was reconstructed to fit the geometrical
structure defined in Chapter 3.

The implementation of the voxelized phantom is divided in two steps. The
first one concerns the biological cell definition, which is performed through a
c++ program. The second step consist in the construction of a voxelized tissue
like structure. This is performed by defining a cubic lattice of 3 by 3 by 3 cells,
where the cell phantom is used as primary stamp. The code to implement basal
keratinocites, oligodendrocites and hepatocites is shown in the next sessions.

B.1 Basal keratinocytes

The following c++ code defines a cylindrical phantom with a radius of 7 µm
and an height of 15 µm.
#include <iostream>

// passo v a l o r i n e l l s i s t ema d i r i f e r im en t o r e a l e
bool GetCel l ( int xx , int yy , int zz ){

return ( xx∗xx+yy∗yy)<7∗7;
}

int main (){
// nx , ny , nz
int nx=30,ny=30,nz=30;
// dx , dy , dz p i x e l d imension
f loat dx=0.5 ,dy=0.5 , dz=0.5;
int ox=0,oy=0,oz=0;
int phantomTotPixel=0, nuc leusTotPixe l=0, c i t oTotP ixe l =0;
for ( int x=0; x<nx ; x++) {

int xCentr=x−nx /2 ;
for ( int y=0; y<ny ; y++) {

int yCentr=y−ny /2 ;
for ( int z=0; z<nz ; z++) {

int zCentr=z−nz /2 ;
i f ( GetCel l ( xCentr , yCentr , zCentr ) ) {

phantomTotPixel++;
i f ( ( ( xCentr∗xCentr+yCentr∗yCentr+zCentr∗ zCentr /1.5)<=4∗4 ) ) {

nuc leusTotPixe l++;
} else {

c i t oTotP ixe l++;
}

}
}

}
}

//&fPhantomTota lP ixe l s , &fNuc l e u sTo t a lP i x e l s , &fCy t o p l a smTo t a lP i x e l s
std : : cout<<phantomTotPixel<<” ”<<nucleusTotPixe l<<” ”<<c i toTotPixe l<<std : : endl ;
std : : cout<<dx<<” ”<<dy<<” ”<<dz<<std : : endl ;
std : : cout<<ox<<” ”<<oy<<” ”<<oz<<std : : endl ;
std : : cout<<”1 10 1 ” ;
std : : cout<<std : : endl<<”1 1 .1 1 ” ;
for ( int x=0; x<nx ; x++) {

int xCentr=x−nx /2 ;
for ( int y=0; y<ny ; y++) {

int yCentr=y−ny /2 ;
for ( int z=0; z<nz ; z++) {

int zCentr=z−nz /2 ;
i f ( GetCel l ( xCentr , yCentr , zCentr ) ) {

i f ( ( ( xCentr∗xCentr+yCentr∗yCentr+zCentr∗ zCentr /1.5)<=4∗4 ) ) {
std : : cout<<std : : endl<<xCentr<<” ”<<yCentr<<” ”<<zCentr<<” 2 1 0 ” ;

} else {
std : : cout<<std : : endl<<xCentr<<” ”<<yCentr<<” ”<<zCentr<<” 1 1 0 ” ;

}
}
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B.2. Oligodendrocytes

}
}

}
return 0 ;

}

The following bash script uses the cell phantom defined by the c++ code
and it constructs a 3 by 3 by 3 cubic cell lattice.
: ’
for t i s s u e implementation
Z=0

(x−104 ,y+54, z ) (x , y+54, z ) (x+104 ,y+54, z )

(x−104 ,y , z ) (NOTHING) (x+104 ,y , z )

(x−104 ,y−54, z ) (x , y−54, z ) ( x+104 ,y−54, z )
Z=1 same as z=0 only with z+50
Z=1 same as z=0 only with z−50’

# Z=0
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR==1) pr in t $1∗27 ” ”$2∗27 ” ”$3 ∗27 ; else i f (NR>1&&NR<=5) pr in t $0 ;} ’>phantom . dat #
0 0 0
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1−104” ”$2 ” ”$3 ” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # −1
0 0
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1+104” ”$2 ” ”$3 ” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # +1
0 0
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1 ” ”$2+54” ”$3 ” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat #
0 +1 0
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1 ” ”$2−54” ”$3 ” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat #
0 −1 0
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1−104” ”$2−54” ”$3 ” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # −1 −1
0
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1+104” ”$2−54” ”$3 ” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat
# +1 −1 0
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1−104” ”$2+54” ”$3 ” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # −1 +1
0
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1+104” ”$2+54” ”$3 ” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # +1 +1
0
# Z=1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1 ” ”$2 ” ”$3+50” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat #
0 0 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1−104” ”$2 ” ”$3+50” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # −1
0 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1+104” ”$2 ” ”$3+50” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # +1
0 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1 ” ”$2+54” ”$3+50” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat #
0 +1 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1 ” ”$2−54” ”$3+50” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat #
0 −1 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1−104” ”$2−54” ”$3+50” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # −1 −1
1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1+104” ”$2−54” ”$3+50” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat
# +1 −1 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1−104” ”$2+54” ”$3+50” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # −1 +1
1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1+104” ”$2+54” ”$3+50” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # +1 +1
1
# Z=−1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1 ” ”$2 ” ”$3−50” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat #
0 0 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1−104” ”$2 ” ”$3−50” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # −1
0 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1+104” ”$2 ” ”$3−50” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # +1
0 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1 ” ”$2+54” ”$3−50” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat #
0 +1 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1 ” ”$2−54” ”$3−50” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat #
0 −1 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1−104” ”$2−54” ”$3−50” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # −1 −1
1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1+104” ”$2−54” ”$3−50” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat
# +1 −1 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1−104” ”$2+54” ”$3−50” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # −1 +1
1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1+104” ”$2+54” ”$3−50” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # +1 +1
1

B.2 Oligodendrocytes

The following c++ code defines a triangular prism. The triangular face has a
base of 40 µm and an height of 25 µ, while the thickness of the prism is 7.5
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µm.
#include <iostream>

// passo v a l o r i n e l l s i s t ema d i r i f e r im en t o r e a l e
bool GetCel l ( int xx , int yy , int zz ){

return ((−xx∗1.25+yy)<=25)&&((xx∗1.25+yy)<=25);
}

int main (){
// nx , ny , nz
int nx=80,ny=50,nz=14;
// dx , dy , dz d imens ione d e i p i x e l
f loat dx=0.5 ,dy=0.5 , dz=0.5;
// o f f s e t ox , oy , oz ;
int ox=0,oy=0,oz=0;
int phantomTotPixel=0, nuc leusTotPixe l=0, c i t oTotP ixe l =0;
for ( int x=0; x<=nx ; x++) {

int xCentr=x−nx /2 ;
for ( int y=0; y<=ny ; y++) {

int yCentr=y−ny /2 ;
for ( int z=0; z<=nz ; z++) {

int zCentr=z−nz /2 ;
i f ( GetCel l ( xCentr , yCentr , zCentr ) ) {

phantomTotPixel++;
i f ( ( ( ( xCentr /2 . 1 )∗ ( xCentr /2 .1)+(( yCentr +10)/1 .3)∗ ( ( yCentr+10)/1.3)+( zCentr ∗1 . 8 )∗ ( zCentr ∗1.8))<=10∗10 ) ) {

nuc leusTotPixe l++;
} else {

c i t oTotP ixe l++;
}

}
}

}
}

//&fPhantomTota lP ixe l s , &fNuc l e u sTo t a lP i x e l s , &fCy t o p l a smTo t a lP i x e l s
std : : cout<<phantomTotPixel<<” ”<<nucleusTotPixe l<<” ”<<c i toTotPixe l<<std : : endl ;
std : : cout<<dx<<” ”<<dy<<” ”<<dz<<std : : endl ;
std : : cout<<ox<<” ”<<oy<<” ”<<oz<<std : : endl ;
std : : cout<<”1 10 1 ” ;
std : : cout<<std : : endl<<”1 1 .1 1 ” ;
for ( int x=0; x<=nx ; x++) {

int xCentr=x−nx /2 ;
for ( int y=0; y<=ny ; y++) {

int yCentr=y−ny /2 ;
for ( int z=0; z<=nz ; z++) {

int zCentr=z−nz /2 ;
i f ( GetCel l ( xCentr , yCentr , zCentr ) ) {

i f ( ( ( ( xCentr /2 . 1 )∗ ( xCentr /2 .1)+(( yCentr +10)/1 .3)∗ ( ( yCentr+10)/1.3)+( zCentr ∗1 . 8 )∗ ( zCentr ∗1.8))<=10∗10 ) ) {
std : : cout<<std : : endl<<xCentr<<” ”<<yCentr<<” ”<<zCentr<<” 2 1 0 ” ;

} else {
std : : cout<<std : : endl<<xCentr<<” ”<<yCentr<<” ”<<zCentr<<” 1 1 0 ” ;

}
}

}
}

}
return 0 ;

}

The following bash script uses the cell phantom defined by the c++ code
and it constructs a 3 by 3 by 3 cubic cell lattice.
: ’

for t i s s u e l i k e geometry
Z=0

(x−50,y+50, z ) (x , y+50, z ) ( x+50,y+50, z )

(x−50,y , z ) (NOTHING) (x+50,y , z )

(x−50,y−50, z ) (x , y−50, z ) ( x+50,y−50, z )
Z=1 same as z=0 only with z+50
Z=1 same as z=0 only with z−50’

# Z=0
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR==1) pr in t $1∗38 ” ”$2∗38 ” ”$3 ∗38 ; else i f (NR>1&&NR<=5) pr in t $0 ;} ’>phantom . dat #
0 0 0
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1−80” ”$2 ” ”$3 ” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # −1
0 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1+80” ”$2 ” ”$3 ” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # +1
0 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1+40” ”$2∗(−1)+1” ”$3 ” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat #
0 +1 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1−40” ”$2∗(−1)+1” ”$3 ” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # −1 +1
1

cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1 ” ”$2∗(−1)+52+1” ”$3 ” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat #
0 0 1
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B.3. Hepatocytes

cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1+40” ”$2+52” ”$3 ” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat #
0 +1 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1−40” ”$2+52” ”$3 ” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # −1 +1
1

cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1 ” ”$2∗(−1)−50−1” ”$3 ” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat #
0 0 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1−80” ”$2∗(−1)−50−1” ”$3 ” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # −1
0 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1+80” ”$2∗(−1)−50−1” ”$3 ” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # +1
0 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1+40” ”$2−50−2” ”$3 ” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat #
0 +1 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1−40” ”$2−50−2” ”$3 ” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # −1 +1
1
# Z=1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1 ” ”$2 ” ”$3+14” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat #
0 0 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1−80” ”$2 ” ”$3+14” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # −1
0 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1+80” ”$2 ” ”$3+14” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # +1
0 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1+40” ”$2∗(−1)+1” ”$3+14” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat #
0 +1 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1−40” ”$2∗(−1)+1” ”$3+14” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # −1 +1
1

cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1 ” ”$2∗(−1)+52+1” ”$3+14” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat #
0 0 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1+40” ”$2+52” ”$3+14” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat #
0 +1 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1−40” ”$2+52” ”$3+14” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # −1 +1
1

cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1 ” ”$2∗(−1)−50−1” ”$3+14” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat #
0 0 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1−80” ”$2∗(−1)−50−1” ”$3+14” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # −1
0 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1+80” ”$2∗(−1)−50−1” ”$3+14” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # +1
0 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1+40” ”$2−50−2” ”$3+14” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat #
0 +1 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1−40” ”$2−50−2” ”$3+14” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # −1 +1
1
# Z=−1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1 ” ”$2 ” ”$3−14” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat #
0 0 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1−80” ”$2 ” ”$3−14” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # −1
0 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1+80” ”$2 ” ”$3−14” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # +1
0 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1+40” ”$2∗(−1)+1” ”$3−14” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat #
0 +1 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1−40” ”$2∗(−1)+1” ”$3−14” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # −1 +1
1

cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1 ” ”$2∗(−1)+52+1” ”$3−14” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat #
0 0 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1+40” ”$2+52” ”$3−14” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat #
0 +1 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1−40” ”$2+52” ”$3−14” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # −1 +1
1

cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1 ” ”$2∗(−1)−50−1” ”$3−14” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat #
0 0 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1−80” ”$2∗(−1)−50−1” ”$3−14” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # −1
0 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1+80” ”$2∗(−1)−50−1” ”$3−14” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # +1
0 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1+40” ”$2−50−2” ”$3−14” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat #
0 +1 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1−40” ”$2−50−2” ”$3−14” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # −1 +1
1

B.3 Hepatocytes

The following c++ code defines a regular octagonal prism phantom with an
height of 15 µm while the octagonal face has side of length 6.2 µm.
#include <iostream>

// passo v a l o r i n e l l s i s t ema d i r i f e r im en t o r e a l e
bool GetCel l ( int xx , int yy , int zz ){

return ( ( xx+yy)<22)&&((xx−yy)<22)&&((−xx−yy)<22)&&((−xx+yy)<22);
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}

int main (){
// nx , ny , nz
int nx=30,ny=30,nz=30;
// dx , dy , dz d imens ione d e i p i x e l
f loat dx=0.5 ,dy=0.5 , dz=0.5;
// o f f s e t ox , oy , oz ;
int ox=0,oy=0,oz=0;
//param &x ,&y ,&z ,&mat ,&den ,&tmp
int phantomTotPixel=0, nuc leusTotPixe l=0, c i t oTotP ixe l =0;
for ( int x=0; x<nx ; x++) {

int xCentr=x−nx /2 ;
for ( int y=0; y<ny ; y++) {

int yCentr=y−ny /2 ;
for ( int z=0; z<nz ; z++) {

int zCentr=z−nz /2 ;
i f ( GetCel l ( xCentr , yCentr , zCentr ) ) {

phantomTotPixel++;
i f ( ( ( xCentr∗xCentr+yCentr∗yCentr+zCentr∗ zCentr)<=7∗7 ) ) {

nuc leusTotPixe l++;
} else {

c i t oTotP ixe l++;
}

}
}

}
}

//&fPhantomTota lP ixe l s , &fNuc l e u sTo t a lP i x e l s , &fCy t o p l a smTo t a lP i x e l s
std : : cout<<phantomTotPixel<<” ”<<nucleusTotPixe l<<” ”<<c i toTotPixe l<<std : : endl ;
std : : cout<<dx<<” ”<<dy<<” ”<<dz<<std : : endl ;
std : : cout<<ox<<” ”<<oy<<” ”<<oz<<std : : endl ;
std : : cout<<”1 10 1 ” ;
std : : cout<<std : : endl<<”1 1 .1 1 ” ;
for ( int x=0; x<nx ; x++) {

int xCentr=x−nx /2 ;
for ( int y=0; y<ny ; y++) {

int yCentr=y−ny /2 ;
for ( int z=0; z<nz ; z++) {

int zCentr=z−nz /2 ;
i f ( GetCel l ( xCentr , yCentr , zCentr ) ) {

i f ( ( ( xCentr∗xCentr+yCentr∗yCentr+zCentr∗ zCentr /1.5)<=7∗7 ) ) {
std : : cout<<std : : endl<<xCentr<<” ”<<yCentr<<” ”<<zCentr<<” 2 1 0 ” ;

} else {
std : : cout<<std : : endl<<xCentr<<” ”<<yCentr<<” ”<<zCentr<<” 1 1 0 ” ;

}
}

}
}

}
return 0 ;

}

The following bash script uses the cell phantom defined by the c++ code
and it constructs a 3 by 3 by 3 cubic cell lattice.

: ’

for t i s s u e l i k e geometry
Z=0

(x−104 ,y+54, z ) (x , y+54, z ) (x+104 ,y+54, z )

(x−104 ,y , z ) (NOTHING) (x+104 ,y , z )

(x−104 ,y−54, z ) (x , y−54, z ) ( x+104 ,y−54, z )
Z=1 same as z=0 only with z+50
Z=1 same as z=0 only with z−50’

# Z=0
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR==1) pr in t $1∗27 ” ”$2∗27 ” ”$3 ∗27 ; else i f (NR>1&&NR<=5) pr in t $0 ;} ’>phantom . dat #
0 0 0
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1−104” ”$2 ” ”$3 ” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # −1
0 0
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1+104” ”$2 ” ”$3 ” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # +1
0 0
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1 ” ”$2+54” ”$3 ” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat #
0 +1 0
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1 ” ”$2−54” ”$3 ” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat #
0 −1 0
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1−104” ”$2−54” ”$3 ” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # −1 −1
0
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1+104” ”$2−54” ”$3 ” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat
# +1 −1 0
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1−104” ”$2+54” ”$3 ” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # −1 +1
0
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1+104” ”$2+54” ”$3 ” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # +1 +1
0
# Z=1
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B.3. Hepatocytes

cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1 ” ”$2 ” ”$3+50” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat #
0 0 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1−104” ”$2 ” ”$3+50” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # −1
0 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1+104” ”$2 ” ”$3+50” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # +1
0 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1 ” ”$2+54” ”$3+50” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat #
0 +1 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1 ” ”$2−54” ”$3+50” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat #
0 −1 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1−104” ”$2−54” ”$3+50” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # −1 −1
1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1+104” ”$2−54” ”$3+50” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat
# +1 −1 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1−104” ”$2+54” ”$3+50” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # −1 +1
1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1+104” ”$2+54” ”$3+50” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # +1 +1
1
# Z=−1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1 ” ”$2 ” ”$3−50” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat #
0 0 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1−104” ”$2 ” ”$3−50” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # −1
0 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1+104” ”$2 ” ”$3−50” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # +1
0 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1 ” ”$2+54” ”$3−50” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat #
0 +1 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1 ” ”$2−54” ”$3−50” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat #
0 −1 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1−104” ”$2−54” ”$3−50” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # −1 −1
1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1+104” ”$2−54” ”$3−50” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat
# +1 −1 1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1−104” ”$2+54” ”$3−50” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # −1 +1
1
cat BUphantom . dat | awk ’{ i f (NR>5) p r in t $1+104” ”$2+54” ”$3−50” ”$4 ” ”$5 ” ”$6 } ’ >> phantom . dat # +1 +1
1
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Appendix C
C - Cross Section Table and
MCNP Material compositions

C.1 Cross Sections

C.1.1 Hydrogen
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(a) 1
1H neutron cross section.
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(b) 2
1H neutron cross section.

Figure C.1: Figures C.1a and C.1b show the neutron cross section of natu-
ral isotopes of hidrogen[143], the abundance of those atoms are respectively:
99,985% and 0.015% .
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C. C - Cross Section Table and MCNP Material compositions

C.1.2 Lithium
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(a) 6
3Li neutron cross section.
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(b) 7
3Li neutron cross section.

Figure C.2: Figures C.2a and C.2b show the neutron cross section of natural
isotopes of hidrogen[143], the abundance of those atoms are respectively: 7,5%
and 92.5% .

C.1.3 Beryllium
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Figure C.3: 9
4Be neutron cross section[143].
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C.1. Cross Sections

C.1.4 Carbon
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Figure C.4: 12
6 C neutron cross section[143].
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C. C - Cross Section Table and MCNP Material compositions

C.1.5 Oxygen
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Figure C.5: 16
8 O neutron cross section[143].
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C.1. Cross Sections

C.1.6 Fluorine
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Figure C.6: 19
9 F neutron cross section[143].
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C. C - Cross Section Table and MCNP Material compositions

C.1.7 Magnesium
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(a) 24
12Mg neutron cross section.
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(b) 25
12Mg neutron cross section.
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(c) 26
12Mg neutron cross section.

Figure C.7: Figures C.7a, C.7b and C.7c show the neutron cross section of
natural isotopes of magnesium [143], the abundance of those atoms are respec-
tively: 78.99%, 10% and 11.01% .
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C.1. Cross Sections

C.1.8 Aluminium
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Figure C.8: 27
13Al neutron cross section[143].
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C. C - Cross Section Table and MCNP Material compositions

C.1.9 Titanium
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(a) 46
22Ti neutron cross section.
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(b) 47
22Ti neutron cross section.
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(c) 48
22Ti neutron cross section.
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(d) 49
22Ti neutron cross section.
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(e) 50
22Ti neutron cross section.

Figure C.9: Figures C.9a, C.9b, C.9c, C.9d and C.9e show the neutron cross
section of natural isotopes of Titanium[143], the abundance of those atoms are
respectively: 8%, 7.3%, 73.8%, 5.5%, 5.4% .
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C.1. Cross Sections

C.1.10 Nickel
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(a) 58
28Ni neutron cross section.
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(b) 59
28Ni neutron cross section.
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(c) 60
28Ni neutron cross section.
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(d) 61
28Ni neutron cross section.
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(e) 62
28Ni neutron cross section.
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(f) 64
28Ni neutron cross section.

Figure C.10: Figures C.10a, C.10b, C.10c, C.10d, C.10e and C.10f show the
neutron cross section of natural isotopes of nickel [143], the abundance of those
atoms are respectively: 68.077%, 0% , 26.233% , 1.14%, 3.634% and 0.926% .
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C. C - Cross Section Table and MCNP Material compositions

C.1.11 Lead
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(a) 204
82 Pb neutron cross section.
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(b) 206
82 Ni neutron cross section.
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(c) 207
82 Pb neutron cross section.
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82 Pb neutron cross section.

Figure C.11: Figures C.11a, C.11b, C.11c and C.11d show the neutron cross
section of natural isotopes of lead [143], the abundance of those atoms are
respectively: 1.4%, 24.1% , 22.1% and 52.4% .
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C.2. MCNP Material composition

C.1.12 Bismuth
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Figure C.12: 209
83 Bi neutron cross section[143].

C.2 MCNP Material composition

C.2.1 Aluminium Alloys

Table C.1: Aluminium fluoride (AlF3) with a density of 3.1 g·cm3

Athom Atomic density MCNP material

27
13Al 1 13027.70c

19
9 F 3 9019.70c
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C. C - Cross Section Table and MCNP Material compositions

Table C.2: Magnox (MgAl) with a density of 1.74 g·cm3

Athom Mass density MCNP material

27
13Al 0.01 13027.70c

12Mg 0.99 12000.62c

C.2.2 Lithium fluoride

Table C.3: Lithium fluoride (LiF) with a density of 2.635 g·cm3

Athom Atomic density MCNP material

6
3Li 0.03735 3006.60c

7
3Li 0.46265 3007.60c

19
9 F 0.5 9019.60c

C.2.3 Lithium loaded polyethilene

Table C.4: Lithium loaded polyethylene with a density of 1.06 g·cm3

Athom Atomic density MCNP material

1
1H 0.6155 1001.60c

6
3Li 0.0058 3006.60c

7
3Li 0.0710 3007.60c

6C 0.3077 6000.60c

C.2.4 Lithium carbonate

Table C.5: Lithium carbonate with a density of 2.1 g·cm3

Athom Atomic density MCNP material

16
8 O 3 8016.60c

6
3Li 0.15 3006.60c

7
3Li 1.85 3007.60c

6C 1 6000.60c
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C.2. MCNP Material composition

C.2.5 Titanium

m23 22000.60c -0.90 13027.70c -0.06 23051 -0.4

Table C.6: Ti6Al4V alloy with a density of 4.42 g·cm3

Athom Mass density MCNP material

22Ti 0.90 22000.60c

27
13Al 0.06 13027.70c

51
23V 0.04 23051
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C. C - Cross Section Table and MCNP Material compositions
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[15] Sara J. González and Gustavo A. Santa Cruz. The photon-isoeffective
dose in boron neutron capture therapy. Radiation Research, 178(6):609–
621, 2012. PMID: 23148506.

168



[16] Jürgen Rassow and WolfgangA.G. Sauerwein. Prescribing, recording
and reporting of bnct. In Wolfgang Sauerwein, Andrea Wittig, Ray-
mond Moss, and Yoshinobu Nakagawa, editors, Neutron Capture Ther-
apy, pages 277–285. Springer Berlin Heidelberg, 2012.

[17] D.M. Minsky, A.A. Valda, A.J. Kreiner, S. Green, C. Wojnecki, and
Z. Ghani. First tomographic image of neutron capture rate in a {BNCT}
facility. Applied Radiation and Isotopes, 69(12):1858 – 1861, 2011. Spe-
cial Issue: 14th International Conference on Neutron Capture Therapy.

[18] I. Murata, T. Mukai, S. Nakamura, H. Miyamaru, and I. Kato. Devel-
opment of a thick cdte detector for bnct–spect. Applied Radiation and
Isotopes, 69(12):1706 – 1709, 2011. Special Issue: 14th International
Conference on Neutron Capture Therapy.

[19] R.F. Barth, J.A. Coderre, M.G.H. Vincente, and T.E. Blue. Boron neu-
tron capture therapy of cancer: current status and future prospects. Clin
Cancer Res, 11:3987–4002, 2005.

[20] S Martini, S Ristori, A Pucci, C Bonechi, A Becciolini, G Martini, and
C Rossi. Borophenylalanine insertion in cationic liposomes for boron
neutron capture therapy. Biophysical Chemistry, 111:27–34, 2004.

[21] T Yamamoto, N Nakai, and A Matsumura. Boron neutron capture ther-
apy for glioblastoma. J Neurooncol, 262:143–152, 2008.

[22] IB Sivae and VI Bregadze. L-4-boronophenylalanine (all around the one
molecule). J Neurooncol, pages 49–60, 2008.

[23] S Bortolussi, L Ciani, I Postuma, N Protti, L Reversi, P Bruschi, C Fer-
rari, L Cansolino, L Panza, S Ristori, and S Altieri. Boron concentration
measurements by alpha spectrometry and quantitative neutron autora-
diography in cells and tissues treated with different boronated formu-
lations and administration protocols. Applied Radiation and Isotopes,
Pergamon., 2013.

[24] N.Protti. The efficacy of Boron Neutron Capture Therapy on small an-
imal models. PhD thesis, University of Pavia, 2011.

[25] X MCNP. Monte carlo team, mcnp–a general purpose monte carlo n-
particle transport code, version 5. Technical report, LA-UR-03-1987,
Los Alamos National Laboratory, April 2003. The MCNP5 code can be
obtained from the Radiation Safety Information Computational Center
(RSICC), PO Box 2008, Oak Ridge, TN, 37831-6362, 5.
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