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Abstract

The cyclotron designed for the IsoDAR neutrino source represents a paradigm shift in cy-
clotron performance – a factor of 10 increase in beam current. This performance is required to
develop a neutrino source of sufficient strength for meaningful “decay-at-rest” experiments, but
it also can have important ramifications for the isotope-production sector for medical or other
applications, by enabling efficient, high-yield production of long-lived isotopes, or isotopes where
production cross sections are low.

1 Introduction - Description of IsoDAR
Much of the material presented here appears in other White Papers [1] and prior publications related
to IsoDAR [2, 3]. Here we only wish to highlight the societal benefits inherent in the significant
developments that have enabled the large increases in beam current in what we believe will be a new
generation of cyclotrons.

Cyclotrons can play a very important role as neutrino sources, by enabling nuclear reactions that
produce unstable, beta-decaying isotopes. Such isotopes, whether from reactors, sun, or monoisotopic
sources, form a large fraction of the neutrino research sector. Monoisotopic sources offer the advantage
of a clean, well understood neutrino spectrum, but obtaining sources of suitable lifetimes that can be
produced and transported to a large detector is not straightforward. However, a very effective source
can be obtained by continuously producing an isotope by means of a cyclotron beam and a target
close to the detector.

The IsoDAR experiment [2] is a noteworthy example. In this experiment, to be deployed at the new
Yemilab underground facility in Korea [3], a 10 mA proton beam strikes a Be+D2O target producing
neutrons that flood into a meter-diameter sleeve containing a mixture of Be powder and highly en-
riched 7Li. The decay of 839-millisecond 8Li, following neutron capture, provides the highly-favorable
neutrino spectrum that is studied by the very close-by 2.3 kiloton liquid scintillator detector [4]. The
10 mA of beam produces, effectively, a 50 kilocurie source of 8Li. Because of the short lifetime the
source strength is closely coupled to the cyclotron beam current. This current was specified by the
need for statistics in this “decay-at-rest” configuration, where even placing the target as close as
allowed to emplace adequate shielding to keep neutrons out of the detector (about 7 meters, filled
almost entirely with steel and concrete), the detector only subtends about 5% of the solid angle of
the source.

2 Impact of High Currents for Isotope Production
This 10 mA represents a significant increase in the state-of-the-art current, a factor of 4 over the
current record-holder, the 72 MeV Injector 2 booster separated-sector cyclotron at the Paul Scherrer
Institute [5], and a factor of 10 over commercial isotope-producing cyclotrons. Table 1 compares the
IsoDAR cyclotron with two commercial cyclotrons dedicated to isotope production.

Such a current increase offers significant benefits for isotope production: enabling substantial increases
in the production rate and source-strength for long-lived isotopes, or those produced in low-cross
section reactions. Detailed evaluations can be found in references [6, 7]. Fully utilizing the very high
beam powers will require development of suitable targets, and the ability to split beam amongst
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Figure 1: IsoDAR 60 MeV/amu cyclotron. The compact size makes deployment for underground neutrino experiments
quite efficient. The figure shows a scheme for sharing high power beam with several target stations for isotope production, by
pushing a stripper foil into the edge of the extracted H+

2 beam just upstream of an analyzing dipole, shaving off the resulting
protons into the target station. Note the ion source, and RFQ buncher buried in the iron yoke at the center of the cyclotron.

several target stations (see Fig. 1); but, efficient utilization of the beam can have a huge impact on
the availability of important isotopes, such as 68Ge [8] and 225Ac [9], that are at present difficult to
produce, and are very expensive. 68Ge is the 271 day parent of the 68Ge/68Ga generator, the Ge is
produced and shipped close to the use site at a hospital or imaging center. The 68Ga (57 minute)
daughter is “milked” from the Ge cell and used for PET imaging in the patient. The long half-life
of the parent makes it difficult to produce in the 20 millicurie amounts needed to make a generator
of sufficient intensity for good diagnostic applications. The long half life also increases the time the
generator can produce useful doses of the PET isotope. Full beam utilization of the IsoDAR Cyclotron
produces 1 curie of 68Ge in 3 hours of cyclotron time (about 20 times the rate of an IBA C-30). 225Ac
is a 10-day alpha emitter, feeding into a chain of decays, leading ultimately to stable 205Tl. This
chain includes four isotopes with alpha decays. These four alphas, all emitted into the same cell

Table 1: Comparison of IsoDAR with IBA commercial isotope cyclotrons.

Parameter IsoDAR IBA C-30 IBA C-70
Ion species accelerated H+

2 H− H−

Maximum energy (MeV/amu) 60 30 70
Proton beam current (milliamps) 10 1.2 0.75
Available beam power (kW) 600 36 52
Pole radius (meters) 1.99 0.91 1.24
Outer diameter (meters) 6.2 3 4
Iron weight (tons) 450 50 140
Electric power reqd. (megawatts) 2.7 0.15 0.5

NF07 White Paper contribution Snowmass’21



4

where the radioactive nucleus is located form a lethal dose of short-ranged radiation. It has proven
clinically extremely effective against metastatic tumors [9], dependent on the carrier pharmaceutical
to transport the activity to the tumor locations. With our cyclotron, 1 curie of 225Ac can be produced
in 5 hours of cyclotron time. A dose is typically a few 10’s of millicuries, so even after chemical
processing to remove unwanted spallation-produced activities (most notably 227Ac [10]), significant
quantities of this isotope can be produced, far above other production avenues.

An additional feature of accelerating H+
2 , which has a charge-to-mass ratio of 1/2, is that this cycloton

will accelerate other ions with the same 1/2 Q/A. This includes fully-stripped helium nuclei (α parti-
cles), and C6+. These ions open up a large field of new isotopes for possible commercial application,
and ion sources are commercially available with good intensities of these difficult-to-produce ions [11].

The performance improvements for the cyclotron have arisen from several important developments,
including acceleration of H+

2 ions [12, 13], efficient pre-bunching of the beam [14], utilization of the
“vortex” motion effect discovered at PSI [15] whereby space-charge forces contribute to stabilization of
the beam bunches in a cyclotron [16]. The extensive modeling with sophisticated simulation codes and
initial experimental work detailed in the above references have demonstrated that the performance
levels for the IsoDAR cyclotron (proton beam on target of 10 mA at 60 MeV) are achievable with
relatively low risk. In addition, the key elements of the system: high-current ion source, RFQ buncher,
capture and stable vortex formation all occur at the central region of the cyclotron, forming a “Front
End” system that can form the basis for a family of cyclotrons, with extracted beam energy tailored
for specific applications. Designs for energies between 15 and 60 MeV are straightforward. Extending
to energies beyond 60 MeV/amu is possible, but will need to be studied more carefully as the turn
separation becomes smaller as energy increases.

3 Conclusion
In summary, isotope production via the IsoDAR cyclotron is an example of how technical developments
required for successful neutrino experiments can have a broad societal impact.
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