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Fig. 1 Radiation Inspection System [1]. Fig. 3. Unfolded neutron energy spectrum from simulated

continuous source, AmBe (left), Cf (right)
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Fig. 2: Examples of unfolded spectra: 0.5MeV (Top left), 1.2MeV (Top right),
2.5MeV(Bottom Left) and 5 MeV (Bottom right)
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Future work: jointly perform pulse shape discrimination and
unfolding to improve fidelity at low energies.
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