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Understanding the harmful effects of galactic cosmic rays (GCRs) on space
exploration requires a substantial amount of nuclear data. Specifically, the
interaction of energetic GCR charged particles with spacecraft materials
generates secondary radiations that, through energy deposition, can harm
astronauts and electronic systems. By identifying the gaps in our knowledge
of the relevant nuclear data—such as interaction cross sections—and
identifying ways to fill those gaps—with measurements, compilations,
evaluations, dissemination, reactionmodeling, sensitivity studies, and uncertainty
quantification—the safety and viability of space exploration can be improved.
This work surveys the state of the art in this interdisciplinary field and identifies
promising collaborative research topics that have significant potential to advance
our understanding of the effects of the space radiation environment on space
exploration.
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1 Introduction

Nuclear data has a wide range of utilizations, both in basic research and in applied fields.
Space exploration is one of the applicationswhere nuclear data plays a critical role—primarily
due to the harmful effects of the space radiation environment.While both the nuclear science
and space communities have identified many of the relevant nuclear physics issues to enable
safe space exploration, they have been working relatively independently to address them.

In recent years, a series of meetings—the Workshop on Applied Nuclear Data Activities
(WANDA) (Bernstein et al., 2015; Romano et al., 2018; Bernstein et al., 2019; Romano et al.,
2020; Kolos et al., 2022)—have brought together nuclear data producers, nuclear data users,
basic and applied researchers, facility representatives, program managers, and funding
agency officials, with the goals of identifying gaps in our nuclear data knowledge and setting
prioritized goals to fill those gaps. At the WANDA 2022 meeting (Kolos and Pierson, 2022),
sessions were held to enhance communication between these two communities, with the aim
of identifying topics where collaborative efforts may be particularly impactful. This report
is focused on topics relevant for the interactions of galactic cosmic rays with spacecraft
materials, and the subsequent harmful effects on humans and electronics of the secondary
radiations generated by those interactions.

The wide range of energies (up to ∼TeV) and species (Z ∼1–28) of GCRs (Badhwar
and O’Neill, 1992) make it very challenging to determine all of their potential effects on
spacecraft and astronauts. However, this wide variety of particle characteristics produces
overlaps of space research with many areas of nuclear science, including spallation sources,
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FIGURE 1
Primary and secondary galactic cosmic rays (GCR).

isotope production, ion beam analysis, fusion reactions,
nucleosynthesis, fission reactors, and more. These overlaps can be
exploited to better understand how to shield space missions most
effectively from the effects of GCRs.

The flux and elemental composition of GCR “primaries,” which
are well characterized as functions of energy (Fu et al., 2021), serve
as the foundation for studies of their interaction with matter. Our
atmosphere provides a protective barrier against direct effects of
GCR primaries on Earth-based systems (and humans). The showers
of particles (e.g., pions, muons, neutrinos, electrons, gamma rays)
generated via collisions of GCRs with nuclei (e.g., 14N) in the
atmosphere are overwhelmingly harmless, with only a small fraction
reaching the Earth’s surface (Mironova et al., 2015).

Above the atmosphere, however, the GCRs provide a serious
impediment to the safety and viability of space exploration. Damage
from GCR primaries can be serious, especially the 1% of primaries
heavier than He, because the damage they inflict scales as Z2.
Additionally, GCR primaries interact with spacecraft materials
(Finckenor and Bhat, 2018) (for example, aluminum, polyethylene,
and composites) to generate a complex cascade of secondary
radiation (light ions, neutrons, gamma rays) (Simonsen et al., 2020)
which can further harm astronauts and disrupt or disable electronic
systems (Figure 1). The shielding used to reduce the GCR flux also
serves as a target that can increase the secondary flux. Because of
the wide variety of possible shielding materials and thicknesses,
modeling is essential to determine the sensitivity of the secondaries
(both flux and composition) to different shielding configurations,
as well as to determine the subsequent harmful impact of those
secondaries on electronic systems and humans.

The relevant modeling efforts for space exploration include
simulations of the transport of primaries through materials to
determine the flux and composition of secondaries, the stopping
of secondaries in electronic systems and tissue and the resulting
damage from the deposited energy, and the overall design of
spacecraft to optimize shielding configurations given all relevant
constraints (e.g., weight, volume, dose limits).

These simulations require, as input, nuclear data—specifically,
nuclear cross sections of GCR particles of energies up to hundreds
of GeV/u interacting with H, C, O, Al, Si, and Fe targets that
represent materials commonly found in spacecraft and in astronauts
(Norbury et al., 2020). This is an area of specialization of the

nuclear data community which requires efforts in a number of
activities—namely, in experimental measurements, compilation,
evaluation, databases, dissemination, reaction modeling, and
uncertainty quantification. These activities are generally described
as the “nuclear data pipeline” (see Schnabel et al., 2021; Kolos et al.,
2022 and Figure 1 of Kolos et al., 2022), the sequential steps needed
to determine and distribute recommended values of cross sections
in formats needed for end-user applications, such as the space
simulations mentioned above.

In the next section (Section 2), we will detail the current status
and nuclear data gaps relevant for space exploration, in the areas
of experiments, databases, dissemination, compilation, reaction
models, radiation transport, electronics effects, human effects,
spacecraft design, sensitivity studies, and uncertainty quantification.
In Section 3, we describe a number of interdisciplinary research
efforts that have the potential to significantly advance the state-of-
the-art in space research, and thereby increase the safety and viability
of the exploration of outer space.This is followed by a brief summary
in Section 4.

2 Current status and nuclear data gaps

We detail the current the state-of-the-art and the relevant
nuclear data gaps for experimental measurements, compilation,
databases, dissemination, reaction models, sensitivity studies, and
uncertainty quantification relevant for space science. We also detail
a number of critical end-user applications including transport
simulations, studies of effects on electronics, humans, and spacecraft
design. We place an emphasis on areas of space research that can
most benefit from cross-disciplinary collaborative research efforts.

2.1 Experimental facilities

In the US, there are five facilities that carry out
nuclear experiments for space research: the Radiation Effects
Facility at Texas A&M University (TAMU) (Texas A&M
University, 2023); the Berkeley Accelerator Space Effects
(BASE) facility at Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory
(LBNL) (University of California Berkeley, 2023); the NASA
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Space Radiation Laboratory (NSRL) at Brookhaven National
Laboratory (BNL) (Brookhaven National Laboratory, 2023a);
the Single Event Upset Test Facility (SEUTF) at BNL
(Brookhaven National Laboratory, 2023b); and FSEE, the new
Single Event Effects test facility at the Facility for Rare Isotope
Beams (FRIB) (Michigan State University, 2023a) at Michigan State
University (MSU).

The TAMU facility is a part of the Association for Research
of University Nuclear Accelerators (ARUNA) (ARUNA, 2023),
which also includes the Fox Accelerator Laboratory at Florida State
University (Florida State University, 2023), the Ion Beam Analysis
Laboratory at Hope College (Hope College, 2023), the Edwards
Accelerator Laboratory at Ohio University (Ohio University,
2023), the Triangle Universities Nuclear Laboratory (TUNL)
at Duke University (Duke University, 2023), the Ion Beam
Analysis Laboratory at Union College (Union College, 2023),
the Radiation Laboratory at the University of Massachusetts-
Lowell (University of Massachusetts Lowell, 2023), the Accelerator
Laboratory at the University of Kentucky (University of Kentucky,
2023), the Institute for Structure and Nuclear Astrophysics (ISNAP)
(University of Notre Dame, 2023) at the University of Notre Dame,
and the Center for Experimental Nuclear Physics and Astrophysics
(CENPA) (University of Washington, 2023) at the University of
Washington. Since the other ARUNA facilities produce beams with
maximum energies significantly lower than those at TAMU, they
have not been used for space research to date.

There are other accelerators in the US that also have
not been utilized for space research, including: the ATLAS
facility (Argonne National Laboratory, 2023) at Argonne
National Laboratory (ANL); the Relativistic Heavy Ion
Collider (RHIC) (Brookhaven National Laboratory, 2023c) at
BNL; the Continuous Electron Beam Accelerator Facility
(CEBAF) (Jefferson Laboratory, 2023) at the Thomas Jefferson
National Laboratory (JLab); the Spallation Neutron Source
(SNS) (Oak Ridge National Laboratory, 2023) at Oak Ridge
National Laboratory (ORNL); the Los Alamos Neutron
Science Center (LANSCE) (Los Alamos National Laboratory,
2023a) and Weapons Neutron Research (WNR) facility
(Los Alamos National Laboratory, 2023b) at Los Alamos National
Laboratory (LANL); and the Tevatron (Fermilab, 2023) at Fermilab
National Accelerator Laboratory (FNAL). Finally, there are some
accelerators that have been decommissioned, including the K500
and K1200 cyclotrons at the National Superconducting Cyclotron
Center (Michigan State University, 2023b) at MSU.

In Canada, the Proton Irradiation Facility (TRIUMF, 2023a) and
Neutron Irradiation Facility (TRIUMF, 2023b) at Canada’s National
Particle Accelerator Center TRIUMF in Vancouver have been used
for irradiation studies of electronic systems.

In Europe, nine accelerators in seven countries have been used
for space research. These include: the Heavy Ion Facility (HIF) and
Light Ion Facility (LIF) at the Universite Catholique de Louvain
(UCL) (Universite Catholique de Louvain, 2023) in Louvain-
la-Neuve, Belgium; the RADiation Effects Facility (RADEF)
(University of Jyväskylä, 2023) at the Accelerator Laboratory at
the University of Jyväskylä, Finland; the G4 facility at the Grand
Accelerateur National d’Ions Lourds (GANIL) (GANIL, 2023) in
Caen, France; the Heavy Ion Synchrotron SIS18 at the Gesellschaft
fur ScherwIonenforschung (GSI) Helmholtz Centre for Heavy Ion

Research (Durante et al., 2010) in Darmstadt, Germany; the INFN
Southern National Laboratory (LNS) (INFN, 2023) in Catania,
Italy; the Holland Proton Therapy Center (Fleury et al., 2021) in
Delft, the Netherlands; the Keuring voor Ingebruikname (KVI)
Center for Advanced Radiation Technology (KVI-CART) facility
(Univ of Groningen, 2023) at the University of Groningen in the
Netherlands; the CERN High energy AcceleRator Mixed field
facility (CERN CHARM) (Alía et al., 2018) at CERN in Geneva,
Switzerland; and the Proton Irradiation Facility (PIF) (Hajdas et al.,
2001) at the Paul Scherrer Institute (PSI) in Switzerland.

In Asia, there are 28 accelerator facilities (Tanaka, 2020). While
most of these are low-energy facilities, a number can produce beams
of sufficiently high energy for space studies. These include: the
Research Center for Nuclear Physics (RCNP) (Osaka Univ., 2015)
at Osaka University in Osaka, Japan; the Japan Proton Accelerator
Research Complex (JPARC) (KEK, 2018) in Tokai-Mura, Japan; the
RIKEN Nishina Center (RIKEN, 2023) in Wako, Japan; the Heavy
Ion Research Facility (HIRFL) (Chinese Academy of Sciences,
2023a) in Lanzhou, China; the Chinese Neutron Spallation Source
(CSNS) (Chinese Academy of Sciences, 2023b) in Dongguan,
China; the High Intensity Heavy-ion Accelerator Facility (HIAF)
(Chinese Academy of Sciences, 2023c) in Huizhou, China; the
Beijing RI beam Facility (BRIF) (Chinese Institute of Atomic
Energy, 2023) in Beijing, China; and the RAON facility
(Institute for Basic Science, 2023) in Daejeon, Korea.

Each of the facilities listed above have different maximum beam
energies and intensities, detector stations, number of hours available
for users, and specializations. What they have in common, however,
is that the requests for beam time from users for space research
significantly outstrips the availability. The space electronics effects
community, for example, has requested twice the available beam
across the relevant US facilities in 2022; that factor is expected to
grow even larger in the coming decade. A portion of this demand
could be met by repurposing existing accelerators that have become
dormant, such as the aforementioned K500 and K1200 cyclotrons at
MSU.

Understanding the effects of GCRs with the highest (well over
GeV/u) energies is important to the space radiation protection
community. However, with no measurements at projectile energies
over 3 GeV/u, simulations of these effects lack an empirical
foundation. Higher-energy measurements are also required to
understand electronic effects in the latest circuits whose size is
greater than the range of ions available at nearly all accelerators
used in these studies so far. There is, however, a possibility to fill
some of these critical nuclear data gaps by using the RHIC beams
at BNL. A beam time proposal (Cebra, 2022) was recently made to
bombard C, Al, and Fe targets with He, C, Si, and Fe ions at energies
from 3–50 GeV/u, and to detect the light particle production (the
“secondaries”) with the STAR detector. This measurement, however,
would have to be completed before the conversion of RHIC to the
Electron-Ion Collider (EIC) (Khalek et al., 2021) project begins in
∼2025.

An additional capability needed for space research accelerator
measurements is a larger beam diameter. Traditional accelerators
have beam spot diameters that are capable of irradiating one chip
at a time. Rastering and defocusing techniques now enable some
of the facilities mentioned above to irradiate batches of chips.
However, laboratorymeasurements canmore realistically reproduce
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the GCR damage inflicted in space by irradiating large, complex
subsystems all at once. The special approaches needed to obtain
such wide beam diameters while keeping uniform beam densities
should be implemented at accelerators carrying out space-based
research.

2.2 Databases, dissemination, compilation

At present, the primarymeans of disseminating nuclear reaction
cross sections measurements relevant for space research is via
journal publications. There are, however, two compilations of this
data. The first is an online GSI—ESA—NASA database (Luoni et al.,
2021) that contains 1786 data points from 110 peer-reviewed
publications. The second is NUCDAT (Norbury and Miller, 2012;
Norbury et al., 2020), a data collection that contains 50,000 entries.
The coverage of relevant ions, bombarding energies, and targets in
these databases is, however, a small fraction of the data needed for
effective modeling of nuclear reactions for space effects.

It should be noted that neither of these collectionswere compiled
in connection with the major nuclear data organizations, the IAEA
Nuclear Data Service (Forrest, 2011; IAEA, 2023) and the US
National Nuclear Data Center (NNDC, 2023). The international
standard reaction databases for nuclear reaction data, EXFOR
(Otuka et al., 2014) (for compilations) and ENDF (Brown et al.,
2018) (for evaluations), have limited applicability for space research
as they are focused on neutron-induced reactions at energies less
than 14 MeV. They do, however, contain some cross sections up to
200 MeV and a few charged-particle induced reactions. Finally, the
OECD NEA Shielding Integral Benchmark Archive and Database
(SINBAD) (Kodeli et al., 2014) has some integral cross section
information that is useful, such as a set containing measurements
of 100–800 MeV/u He, C, Ne, Ar, Fe, Xe, and Si ions bombarding C,
Al, Cu, and Pb targets.

There are also a number of specialized databaseswithin the space
electronics effects community, including (in the US) collections at
NASA Goddard Space Flight Center (GSFC) (NASA GSFC, 2023)
and NASA Jet Propulsion Laboratory (JPL) (NASA JPL, 2023). A
number of factors have, unfortunately, impeded the coordination
between these different collections, including the different systems
measured, proprietary data, security, formats, and funding to initiate
and (especially) maintain a more unified data library.

The current disjoint collections of nuclear and electronic
effects datasets for space research could benefit tremendously
from the decades of experience in the nuclear data community
in establishing, curating, combining, and disseminating datasets.
By linking these space-related datasets together and creating new
customized collections, the nuclear data community could greatly
improve access to the existing data that are so critical for simulations
in space research studies. This effort would also be invaluable for
guiding future experimental work as gaps in the measurement data
could be more easily accessed.

2.3 Reaction models

Because all the nuclear cross sections needed for space research
will never be measured, nuclear reaction models are critical

for simulations that transport GCR primaries through spacecraft
materials and predict the flux and composition of secondaries.
Results of such transport simulations are subsequently utilized in
studies of electronic effects (Höeffgen et al., 2020), human effects
(Rajaraman et al., 2018; Walsh et al., 2019), and spacecraft design
(Fukunaga et al., 1997). Nuclear reaction models are also essential
to predict the yields, and therefore determine the viability of,
accelerator-based measurements of reactions important for space
research.

The space research community has had some successes
with phenomenological nuclear reaction models. One notable
example is the Double Differential Fragmentation model (DDFRG)
(Norbury, 2021) which has been fine-tuned to agree with
measurements in the NUCDAT collection (Norbury and Miller,
2012; Norbury et al., 2020) mentioned above. Other models
include NUClear FRaGmentation (NUCFRG) (Wilson et al.,
1987), which uses an abrasion–ablation formalism (Hüfner et al.,
1975), and the self-consistent Relativistic Abrasion–Ablation
FRaGmentation (RAADFRG) code (Werneth et al., 2021). Semi-
empirical parameterizations (e.g., Hybrid Kurotama (Sihver et al.,
2014), Kox-Shen (Kox et al., 1987)) have also shown reasonable
agreement with some datasets, and a number of such formulations
have been collected and put online in the GSI-ESA-NASA database
(Luoni et al., 2021) mentioned above.

Even though most of the terms in reactions models at
energies ranging from 0.1–1 GeV/u (including pre-equilibrium, de-
excitation, evaporation, intra-nuclear cascade, fission, and more)
are reasonably well understood, more data are needed to fine
tune these models. For example, De Napoli et al. (2014) shows that
the predictions of two microscopic models—Quantum Molecular
Dynamics (QMD) (Aichelin, 1991) and Binary Light Ions Cascade
(BLIC) (Folger et al., 2004)—for 4He production via the 12C + 12C
reaction at 62 MeV/u vary by a factor of 2. The phenomenological
reaction parameterizations discussed in (Luoni et al., 2021) show
that the variations in cross section predictions at 200 MeV/u can
be as large as a factor of 2 for certain beam-target combinations
(see Figure 15 in Luoni et al., 2021). For most systems the variations
are, however, 25% or less. Figure 17 in Luoni et al. (2021) shows
that variations of parameterization predictions at 10 GeV/u are
typically 10%–25% when averaged over many models and systems.
It is important to note, however, that these parameterizations are
primarily benchmarked on data at a few hundred MeV/u, with only
a few data points at 1 GeV/u, so these higher-energy extrapolations
need measurements for validation (Luoni et al., 2021).

However, the state-of-the-art models of the highest energy
reactions in the space community lag recent theoretical work being
done in the RHIC community. While the former conceptualizes
heavy ion reactions in terms of abrasion, ablation, and coalescence,
the latter embraces models in which hadronic reaction products
are constructed from quarks and gluons. A good example of
such a RHIC-related model is the Ultrarelativistic Quantum
Molecular Dynamics (UrQMD) model (Bleicher et al., 1999). This
model has demonstrated the capability to predict the yields of
protons and deuterons measured at the BNL Alternating Gradient
Synchrotron (AGS) from the bombardment of Be and Au targets
with 15 GeV protons (Sombun et al., 2019). The utilization of this,
and other, RHIC codes for predicting the yield of secondaries
resulting from GCR transport through spacecraft materials would,
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when combined with additional higher-energy data, significantly
advance the simulations needed to make space exploration
safer.

The focus of this study has been on the need for a better
understanding of interactions of GCR particles of energies above
0.2 GeV/u with spacecraft materials, electronics, and astronauts.
Reactions at energies below 200 MeV/u are, however, relevant for the
lowest energyGCRs aswell as the end of cascades induced by higher-
energy GCRs. To develop a comprehensive treatment of nuclear
reactions for all GCRs, some improvements are also needed for
these low energy interactions. For example, De Napoli et al. (2014)
shows disagreements of up to a factor of 5 between measurements
of 4He production from 12C + 12C reaction at 62 A MeV and
predictions from the popular QMD (Aichelin, 1991) and BLIC
(Folger et al., 2004)models. Clearlymore work is needed to improve
the models at these energies, and to explain other effects that
can contribute to light-ion production via fragmentation such as
evaporation after incomplete fusion, deep-inelastic processes, and
target fragmentation (De Napoli et al., 2014).

2.4 End-user applications

Some of the most critical end-user applications in space
research include radiation transport simulations, electronics
and human effects studies, and spacecraft design. Below we
detail the current the state-of-the-art and relevant nuclear data
gaps for each of these, with an emphasis on cross-disciplinary
collaborative research efforts that can have a strong impact on space
exploration.

2.4.1 Radiation transport
Modeling the transport of GCRs through spacecraft materials is

needed to characterize the flux and composition of secondaries. The
space science community has invested 30 years of development in
HZETRN (High charge (Z) and Energy TRaNsport) (Wilson et al.,
2014), a suite of deterministic (i.e., non-Monte Carlo) codes
that numerically solve the Boltzmann transport equation in three
dimensions. With NUCFRG (Wilson et al., 1987) as its core nuclear
reaction model, 3DHZETRN can calculate GCR-induced radiation
levels for a variety of simple shielding configurations. The latest
3D version of this code, 3DHZETRN, is orders of magnitude
faster than Monte Carlo (MC) transport codes and has been
extensively benchmarked in simple slab geometries. 3DHZETRN
results compare favorably with three-dimensional MC package
calculations (Norbury et al., 2017). It should be noted, however, that
MC codes can simulate the complex shielding geometries that more
realistically represent those used in spacecraft.

Other transport codes from the space community include
HETC-HEDS (Charara et al., 2008), SHIELD (Norbury et al., 2019),
andCOMIMART-MC (Vicente-Retortillo et al., 2015). Related code
systems include OLTARIS (On-Line Tool for the Assessment of
Radiation In Space) (Sandridge et al., 2011), a web tool using
HZETRN and NUCFRG to study the effects of space radiation
on spacecraft, humans, and electronics, and PLANETOCOSMICS
(ESA) (Desorgher, 2006) that uses GEANT code (mentioned below)
for transport.

Transport simulations are also used throughout nuclear and
particle physics, for applications ranging from accelerator shielding
to thick-target isotope production to detector characterizations and
calibrations to deciphering integral measurements. Some popular
particle transport codes include FLUKA (Battistoni et al., 2015),
PHITS (Sato et al., 2013), GEANT4 (Agostinelli et al., 2003), and
MCNP (McKinney et al., 2006). These MC-based codes have built-
in nuclear reaction models, optimized over different energy ranges,
and some have options to adjust model parameters to the problem at
hand. In many cases, users only need to specify the geometry of the
“target” and the input radiation field, and the code package handles
all the transport calculations. These transport codes have been
validated through extensive comparison with integral experiments,
with MCNP and GEANT validated primarily at lower energies, and
FLUKA and PHITS at higher energies.

In an alternative approach, the RHIC community has extensive
capabilities to simulate the production of light ions resulting from
heavy ion collisions. While the RHIC codes are often used to extract
QCDparameters from the central collision region, some codes (such
as theUrQMDmodel described above) already have the capability to
predict yields of light ions.With some adaptation, other RHIC codes
may be helpful for modeling the interactions of the highest energy
GCRs with spacecraft materials.

Finally, it may be advantageous for the space transport
community to investigate the use of advanced computing
approaches, including cloud computing, grid computing, machine
learning, and computing acceleration with graphical processing
units (GPUs). Higher computing power can enable more and
more complex systems to be modeled to a higher degree of spatial
and energy resolution. An example of one such approach (GPU
acceleration) for human effects research (Wan Chan Tseung et al.,
2015; Ma et al., 2020) is discussed below.

2.4.2 Electronics and human effects
Alongwith the energy deposition related to direct ionization, the

secondaries generated by transport of the primary GCRs through
spacecraft materials can disrupt and disable electronic systems and
harm astronauts. Understanding these effects requires extensive
modeling benchmarked by experimental measurements. Modeling
with higher spatial fidelity is needed for both human effects and
electronics effects. In electronics, the sub-micron size of the smallest
features of the new, high-density systems is pushing a need for
improved predictions of the species, angles, and energies of the
produced secondaries. Such information, when combined with ion
stopping power (the average energy deposition in amediumper unit
path length dE/dx (L’Annunziata, 2003)), enables MC-based codes
like MRED (Reed et al., 2015) to track these ions and their energy
deposition within a chip. However, higher energy measurements are
needed to probe the full physical range of the newest larger circuit
elements and subsystems.

The push for finer spatial resolution in human effects modeling
is driven by the need to more precisely inventory the damage
that GCRs inflict at the sub-cellular level. Advances in ion-beam
therapy for cancer patients on Earth are driving innovations that
can benefit space effects research. An example is the development
of a custom kernel for a nuclear reaction that includes terms
for intranuclear cascade, particle evaporation, and non-elastic
cross sections (Wan Chan Tseung et al., 2015; Ma et al., 2020).
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This model shows very good agreement with measurements of,
for example, 200 MeV protons bombarding 16O targets. Planned
improvements to this approach include expanding the physics
models to accommodate GeV energies and heavier ions and
shrinking the spatial resolution of the model (when combined with
transport through human tissue) from a cell to a molecule, i.e., by
a factor of 102–103. In order to achieve such improvements, the
kernel will be ported to GPUs to enable the use of high performance
computing (HPC) resources. A first effort to port the existing kernel
has already resulted in transport simulations running 200 times
faster than an equivalent simulation with GEANT4. When coupled
to tissue-damage codes as described below, this effort has the
potential to significantly improve the fidelity of models predicting
sub-cellular damage in humans resulting from bombardment by
GCRs, and therefore to eventually improve the safety of human space
exploration.

Two noteworthy studies of tissue damage involve coupling
GEANT4 to biological simulations. One is the GEANT4-DNA
code, a low-energy extension of GEANT4 that enables studies
of the cellular radiobiological effects of ionizing radiation on
DNA, considering the physical, chemical, and biological stages
of the interactions. GEANT4 has also been coupled to the
CompuCell3D cell biology simulation platform via the RADCELL
module (Liu et al., 2021), enabling tumor geometries to be
ported to the transport code. The ion stopping powers in
various materials are key inputs for these codes. A widely used
code to calculate these stopping powers is SRIM (Ziegler et al.,
2010).

2.4.3 Spacecraft design
The design of a spacecraft (Fukunaga et al., 1997) must carefully

fold together details of the mission objective, payload instruments
and plan, and the subsystems to support the payload including
power, propulsion, structure, communications, data handling, and
more. Because many of the requirements of different subsystems
will conflict, optimization plays a critical role in the overall design.
Nuclear physics and spacecraft design overlaps in the area of
radiation protection. As noted above, the shielding to reduce the
GCR flux is also a target that influences the flux of secondaries, with
thicker shielding also impacting the structure and propulsion design
(Warden and Bayazitoglu, 2021).

Two of the major uncertainties in shielding design are the
space radiation environment itself and incomplete information
for radiation transport calculations. In the first case, the changes
in the space environment over the duration of a mission must
be quantitatively estimated. In the second case, realistic radiation
transport requires the best transport codes, along with accurate
inputs of the radiation environment, all available relevant nuclear
data for all particle interactions, and information on stopping
powers to better assess damage to electronic systems and astronauts
caused by the deposited energy. Gaps in our knowledge, especially
related to nuclear data, are discussed above for most of these
issues—cross sections, nuclear reaction models, transport codes,
experimental measurements for code benchmarking, and energy
deposition studies. The challenge to the spacecraft designer is
to balance conflicting requirements between different spacecraft
subsystems to arrive at an optimal configuration (Fukunaga et al.,
1997).

Recently, work has focused on improving radiation transport
modeling, both by more refined codes and, especially, by improving
the nuclear physics input. The previous section detailed the
motivations for enhancing the spatial resolution of transportmodels
to simulate the effects of GCR impact on electronics and astronauts:
the need to study higher density circuit elements with spatially
smaller features and the desire to model sub-cellular tissue damage.
Other critical areas of investigation in this field are sensitivity studies
and uncertainty quantification; these are described in the following
subsection.

Finally, significant advances are being made in other fields such
as in the development of surrogate models and in dimensional
reduction within a machine learning (ML) framework for
optimizing model predictions across enormous parameter spaces.
The application of such approaches, especially if combined with
GPU acceleration and the use of HPC resources, could significantly
advance the design of safer spacecraft.

2.5 Sensitivity studies and uncertainty
quantification

To identify the most critical nuclear data gaps in space research,
it is necessary to examine the quantitative variation in space
model predictions that arise from variations in nuclear physics
inputs. One approach is to utilize different nuclear model inputs
in the same transport code. An example of this is shown in
Figure 2 of Norbury et al. (2020), where QMD (Aichelin, 1991)
and INCLXX (CEA, 2014) models, used as input to GEANT4
transport calculations, produce differences in light-ion production
of up to a factor of 3 at energies below 10 GeV/u. Another
approach, also shown in the same figure from Norbury et al.
(2020), is to utilize different transport codes with different nuclear
inputs; this produces light-ion production variations of up to
a factor of 20 over the same energy range. These approaches
can be used to quantify the overall contribution of cross section
libraries, or that of the combination of cross sections and
transport codes, to the uncertainty of the predictions of these
models.

With such approaches, it is not possible to identify specific
reactions giving the largest impact on the transport calculation
predictions because entire libraries of input cross sections are
changed. An alternate approach is a “sensitivity study” where
only one reaction cross section is systematically changed in each
calculation. While sensitivity studies are not commonly used in
space research, one study has shown the importance of cross sections
for p, n, and α particle production under bombardment by specific
ions (e.g., O, Mg, Si, Fe) (Lin, 2007). In another study, the impact
of cross section changes on dose equivalent was made as a function
of shielding depth, see Lin and Adams (2007), using the HZETRN
transport code. Changes of 25% in the input cross sections at
0.3 GeV/u were found in that study to produce 10% changes in
the output dose equivalent predictions. An energy survey in the
same study found that cross section changes in the 0.2–1.5 GeV/u
energy range were the most impactful on the dose equivalent
predictions. It is important to note that the 25% cross section
variations used in Lin and Adams (2007) are representative of cross
section uncertainties at 0.3 GeV/u (Luoni et al., 2021) but could
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underestimate the uncertainties at higher energies where there are
few measurements.

The effects of GCRs on integrated circuits were estimated in Ref.
Dodd et al. (2007) using ground-based tests at typical energies of
10 MeV/u. It was shown that the rate of single-event effects that
occur in space at the higher energies (∼1 GeV/u) of GCRs may be
significantly underestimated because higher energy GCRs generate
secondary ions within the integrated circuits that penetrate more
deeply into the circuits. The number of single-event effects per
unit time can, in general, vary by up to five orders of magnitude
depending on the radiation hardening of the circuit, the interaction
cross sections, and other effects.

The decades of experience with sensitivity studies in the nuclear
data community suggest that critical advances can be made in space
science through collaborative, cross-disciplinary efforts. Some of the
existing sensitivity tools in the nuclear data community include:
TSUNAMI, TSAR, SEN3, and SAMPLER (ORNL) (Perfetti and
Rearden, 2013); Whisper and Crater (LANL) (Kiedrowski et al.,
2015); Nuclear Data Sensitivity Tool (NDaST) (OECD NEA)
(Dyrda et al., 2017); SUSD3D (JAEA/NEA) (Kos et al., 2021);
NUSS-RF (PSI) (Zhu et al., 2015); FICST (McMaster University)
(Mostofian, 2014); RMC (Tsinghua University) (Wang et al., 2014);
and GPT-free in OpenMC (MIT/Purdue/Virginia Commonwealth
University) (Wu et al., 2019). While many of these codes were
designed specifically to determine the sensitivities of input nuclear
cross sections on nuclear reactor performance (such as the effective
neutron multiplication factor keff) and for nuclear criticality safety
studies, some are more general and could potentially be adopted to
address sensitivities critical for space research.

Sensitivity studies can be used to translate the uncertainties
on the model inputs into uncertainties on the model predictions.
While uncertainty quantification (UQ) approaches in general have
been a high priority in the nuclear data community, they are not
widely adopted in the space research community. The combination
of Bayesian approaches with ML tools have recently begun to set
the standard for assigning uncertainties to model predictions in
the nuclear science community (see, for example, Neufcourt et al.,
2018). Collaborative efforts between the two communities could, for
example, enable nuclear cross section uncertainties to be propagated
through transport models to uncertainties in the secondary
flux characteristics, and subsequently propagated through
specialized codes to assess uncertainties in electronics and tissue
damage.

Combining such UQ approaches with sensitivity studies can
then guide future work in measurements, nuclear reaction theory,
transport models, and stopping power codes. Currently under
development, EUCLID (LANL) will be the first of a new generation
of tools in the nuclear data community that uses this combined
approach for reactors or critical systems. EUCLID is an extension of
work usingML to improve nuclear data validation (Neudecker et al.,
2020). By combining sensitivity studies, uncertainty quantification,
nuclear dataset adjustment, and ML-driven design of experimental
measurements, this tool will be able to identify which new
measurements would provide the tightest constraints on predictions
for an end-user application. A EUCLID-like tool for the space
research community could be used to assign uncertainties to model
predictions, identify critical data and theory gaps, and recommend
approaches to best fill those gaps.

3 Discussion

Simulations of the flux of GCR secondaries in spacecraft depend
on nuclear reaction cross section measurements and theoretical
models, as well as on transport codes and spacecraft materials.
The harmful effects of these secondaries subsequently depend
on their composition, energy, angles of incidence, and stopping
powers in a wide range of electronic devices and human tissue.
To make space exploration missions viable and safe, spacecraft
designers must optimize shielding configurations that minimize
these harmful effects over the duration of a mission with its
changing radiation environment and this optimization must handle
conflicting constraints imposed by the othermajor subsystems of the
vessel.

An “ideal” inventory of the tools and data needed for such
space studies can be envisioned. This could include, for example,
a complete set of reaction cross sections with uncertainties for
the generation of light-ion secondaries (with high-fidelity energy
and angle information) from light- and heavy-ion bombardment,
at energies up to ∼50 GeV/u. Also critical would be a radiation
transport code with fine spatial resolution that can handle
complex shielding material configurations and that can generate
uncertainties in secondary energies and angles from input nuclear
data uncertainties. Additionally, simulations are needed that can
determine the harmful energy deposition of secondaries, along with
uncertainties propagated from input uncertainties, in electronic
devices (human tissue) at the sub-micron (sub-cellular) level. Codes
that can perform the simulations described above in a time-
dependent radiation field, and can optimize spacecraft subsystem
design within propagated uncertainties, would be an essential
part of this inventory. Finally, the connection to nuclear data
can be made with codes using sensitivity analysis techniques
at each of the above steps; this would enable the most critical
nuclear data to be identified and recommend measurement
approaches.

Developing these tools and datasets will require significant
efforts, especially the measurements at higher energy and the
uncertainty propagation through the wide variety of simulations.
However, given the expertise of the nuclear data community
in these areas, some progress towards these “ideals” can be
made by collaborative cross-disciplinary research efforts. Regarding
experimental efforts, the STAR detector at RHIC could be
used to measure some unique data at higher energies than
currently available; beam time requests at accelerators could
be coordinated, as could plans to effectively re-use dormant
accelerators; approaches for compiling, disseminating, archiving,
and managing data from accelerator measurements for space
research could be borrowed from the nuclear data community; and
nuclear reaction models developed in the RHIC community could
be modified to significantly advance predictions of unmeasured
reactions at high energies. Regarding computational and modeling
projects, HPC resources for MC-based transport codes could be
utilized to enable transport simulations with complex shielding
material configurations; transport codes could be ported to GPUs
and, withHPC systems, enable the higher spatial fidelity simulations
needed for modern electronic devices and sub-cellular damage
assessments; ML approaches like surrogate models could be used
for the optimization in spacecraft design; and a EUCLID-type
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ML-driven code could be developed for space science to automate
sensitivity studies, identify nuclear data outliers, and recommend
new experiments.

4 Summary

The discussions here highlight the many overlaps between space
science and nuclear science that can be expanded upon to study the
effects of the broad range of GCR energies and species on electronics
and humans. By effectively exploiting these overlaps, progress can be
made in improving vessel design tomake space exploration safer and
more viable for humans.

Some of the most fertile topics for collaborative work include:
making additional cross section measurements with high energy
ions, especially using the STAR detector at RHIC; coordinating
accelerator beam time requests; borrowing approaches from the
nuclear data community for the compilation, dissemination,
archiving, and management of nuclear data; utilizing advances in
nuclear reaction theory by the RHIC community for modeling
reactions important for GCR secondaries; and adopting UQ,
sensitivity analyses, ML approaches, and HPC resources to better
model highly complex space systems with proper uncertainty
propagation.

Through these cross-disciplinary, collaborative research
projects, the state-of-the-art in space research could be significantly
advanced, resulting in safer space exploration.

Author contributions

MS, RV, and KL contributed to conception and scope of
this review. MS wrote the first draft of the manuscript. All
authors contributed to the article and approved the submitted
version.

Funding

This work was supported in part by the U.S. Department of
Energy Office of Science, Office of Nuclear Physics, under Contract
Number DE-AC05-00OR22725 at ORNL and Contract Number
DE-AC52-07NA27344 at Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory.

Acknowledgments

The authors wish to thank Francis Cucinotta (UNLV), John
Norbury (NASA Langley), Zi-Wei Lin (East Carolina Univ.), Insoo
Jun (NASA JPL), Francesca Luoni (GSI), David Brown (BNL),
Anastasia Pesce (ESA), Daniel Cebra (UC Davis), Robert Reed
(Vanderbilt Univ.), Nicholas Remmes (Mayo Clinic), Reuben Garcia
Alia (CERN), and Larry Phair (LBNL) for their presentations and
panel discussions on nuclear data for space exploration at the
WANDA 2022 workshop.

Conflict of interest

The authors declare that the research was conducted in the
absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could be
construed as a potential conflict of interest.

Publisher’s note

All claims expressed in this article are solely those of the
authors and do not necessarily represent those of their affiliated
organizations, or those of the publisher, the editors and the
reviewers. Any product thatmay be evaluated in this article, or claim
thatmay bemade by itsmanufacturer, is not guaranteed or endorsed
by the publisher.

References

Agostinelli, S., Allison, J., Amako, K., Apostolakis, J., Araujo, H., Arce, P., et al.
(2003). Geant4—A simulation toolkit. Nucl. Inst. Meth. Phys. Res. A 506, 250–303.
doi:10.1016/s0168-9002(03)01368-8

Aichelin, J. (1991). Quantum molecular dynamics—A dynamical microscopic
n-body approach to investigate fragment formation and the nuclear equation of
state in heavy ion collisions. Phys. Rep. 202, 233–360. doi:10.1016/0370-1573(91)
90094-3

Alía, R. G., Brugger, M., Cecchetto, M., Cerutti, F., Danzeca, S., Delrieux, M., et al.
(2018). SEE testing in the 24-GeV proton beam at the CHARM facility. IEEE Trans.
Nucl. Sci. 65, 1750–1758. doi:10.1109/tns.2018.2829916

Argonne National Laboratory (2023). Argonne Tandem Linear Accelerator System.
Available at: https://www.anl.gov/atlas.

ARUNA (2023). Association for Research of University Nuclear Accelerators.
Available at: https://aruna.physics.fsu.edu/.

Badhwar, G., and O’Neill, P. An improved model of galactic cosmic radiation for
space exploration missions. Int J Rad Appl Inst D 20 (1992) 403, 410. doi:10.1016/1359-
0189(92)90024-p

Battistoni, G., Boehlen, T., Cerutti, F., Chin, P. W., Esposito, L. S., Fassò,
A., et al. (2015). Overview of the FLUKA code. Ann. Nucl. Energy 82, 10.
doi:10.1016/j.anucene.2014.11.007

Bernstein, L., Brown, D., Hurst, A., Kelly, J., Kondev, F., McCutchan, E., et al. (2015).
Nuclear data needs and capabilities for applications. Available at: https://arxiv.org/abs/
1511.07772.

Bernstein, L., Romano, C., Brown, D. A., Casperson, R., Descalle, M. A.,
Devlin, M., et al. Final report for the Workshop for Applied Nuclear Data
Activities. Available at: https://www.nndc.bnl.gov/ndwg/docs/wanda/WANDA_2019_
Final_Report_040119.pdf (2019).

Bleicher, M., Zabrodin, E., Spieles, C., Bass, S. A., Ernst, C., Soff, S., et al.
(1999). Relativistic hadron-hadron collisions in the ultrarelativistic quantummolecular
dynamics model. J. Phys. G. 25, 1859–1896. doi:10.1088/0954-3899/25/9/308

Brookhaven National Laboratory (2023a). NASA space radiation laboratory.
Available at: https://www.bnl.gov/nsrl/.

Brookhaven National Laboratory (2023b). Single event upset test facility. Available
at: https://www.bnl.gov/tandem/capabilities/seu.php.

BrookhavenNational Laboratory (2023c). Relativistic heavy ion collider. Available at:
https://www.bnl.gov/rhic/.

Brown, D., Chadwick,M., Capote, R., Kahler, A., Trkov, A., Herman,M., et al. (2018).
Endf/b-viii.0: the 8th major release of the nuclear reaction data library with CIELO-
project cross sections, new standards and thermal scattering data. Nucl. Data Sheets
148, 1–142. –142. Special Issue on Nuclear Reaction Data. doi:10.1016/j.nds.2018.02.
001

CEA (2014). Liége intranuclear cascade model. Available at: https://irfu.cea.fr/dphn/
Spallation/incl.html.

Cebra, D. (2022). Nuclear data for space exploration opportunities at RHIC.Available
at: https://conferences.lbl.gov/event/880/contributions/5586/attachments/3823/3098/
ND_at_RHIC_WANDA2022_Cebra.pdf.

Frontiers in Astronomy and Space Sciences 08 frontiersin.org

https://doi.org/10.3389/fspas.2023.1228901
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0168-9002(03)01368-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-1573(91)90094-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-1573(91)90094-3
https://doi.org/10.1109/tns.2018.2829916
https://www.anl.gov/atlas
https://aruna.physics.fsu.edu/
https://doi.org/10.1016/1359-0189(92)90024-p
https://doi.org/10.1016/1359-0189(92)90024-p
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.anucene.2014.11.007
https://arxiv.org/abs/1511.07772
https://arxiv.org/abs/1511.07772
https://www.nndc.bnl.gov/ndwg/docs/wanda/WANDA_2019_Final_Report_040119.pdf
https://www.nndc.bnl.gov/ndwg/docs/wanda/WANDA_2019_Final_Report_040119.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1088/0954-3899/25/9/308
https://www.bnl.gov/nsrl/
https://www.bnl.gov/tandem/capabilities/seu.php
https://www.bnl.gov/rhic/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nds.2018.02.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nds.2018.02.001
https://irfu.cea.fr/dphn/Spallation/incl.html
https://irfu.cea.fr/dphn/Spallation/incl.html
https://conferences.lbl.gov/event/880/contributions/5586/attachments/3823/3098/ND_at_RHIC_WANDA2022_Cebra.pdf
https://conferences.lbl.gov/event/880/contributions/5586/attachments/3823/3098/ND_at_RHIC_WANDA2022_Cebra.pdf
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/astronomy-and-space-sciences
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/astronomy-and-space-sciences#articles


Smith et al. 10.3389/fspas.2023.1228901

Charara, Y. M., Townsend, L. W., Gabriel, T. A., Zeitlin, C. J., Heilbronn, L. H.,
and Miller, J. (2008). HETC-HEDS code validation using laboratory beam energy loss
spectra data. IEEE Trans. Nucl. Sci. 55, 3164–3168. doi:10.1109/tns.2008.2006607

Chinese Academy of Sciences (2023a). Heavy Ion Research Facility in Lanzhou.
Available at: https://lssf.cas.cn/en/facilities-view.jsp?id=ff8080814ff56599014ff5a45000
004d.

Chinese Academy of Sciences (2023b). Chinese Spallation Neutron Source. Available
at: http://english.ihep.cas.cn/csns/.

Chinese Academy of Sciences (2023c). High Intensity heavy-ion Accelerator Facility.
https://english.imp.cas.cn/research/facilities/HIAF/.

Chinese Institute of Atomic Energy (2023). Chinese Institute of Atomic Energy.
Beijing RI Beam Facility (BRIF). Available at: http://www.ciae.ac.cn/eng/brif/
index.htm.

De Napoli, M., Agodi, C., Cirrone, G., Cuttone, G., Nicolosi, D., Pandola, L., et al.
(2014). Carbon fragmentation cross sections for hadrontherapy and space radiation
protection. Nucl. Data Sheets 119, 273–276. doi:10.1016/j.nds.2014.08.075

Desorgher, L. (2006). PLANETOCOSMICS GEANT4. Available at: http://
cosray.unibe.ch/∼laurent/planetocosmics/.

Dodd, P. E., Schwank, J. R., Shaneyfelt, M. R., Felix, J. A., Paillet, P., Ferlet-Cavrois,
V., et al. (2007). Impact of heavy ion energy and nuclear interactions on single-
event upset and latchup in integrated circuits. IEEE Trans. Nucl. Sci. 54, 2303–2311.
doi:10.1109/TNS.2007.909844

Duke University (2023). Triangle Universities Nuclear Laboratory. Available at:
https://tunl.duke.edu/.

Durante, M., Reitz, G., and Angerer, O. (2010). Space radiation research in
europe: flight experiments and ground-based studies. Rad. Env. Biophys. 49, 295–302.
doi:10.1007/s00411-010-0300-6

Dyrda, J., Soppera, N., Hill, I., Bossant, M., and Gulliford, J. (2017). New features and
improved uncertainty analysis in the NEA nuclear data sensitivity tool (NDaST). Eur.
Phys. J. Web Conf. 146, 06026. doi:10.1051/epjconf/201714606026

Fermilab (2023). Fermi National Accelerator Laboratory. Available at: https://
www.fnal.gov/.

Finckenor, M. M. (2018). “Materials for spacecraft,” in Aerospace materials and
applications. Editor B. N. Bhat (American: American Inst. Aeronautics Astronautics),
403. chap. 6.

Fleury, E., Trnková, P., Spruijt, K., Herault, J., Lebbink, F., Heufelder, J., et al. (2021).
Characterization of the HollandPTC proton therapy beamline dedicated to uveal
melanoma treatment and an interinstitutional comparison. Med. Phys. 48, 4506–4522.
doi:10.1002/mp.15024

Florida State University (2023). Fox accelerator laboratory. Available at: https://
fsunuc.physics.fsu.edu/research/fox_lab/.

Folger, G., Ivanchenko, V., and Wellisch, J. P. (2004). The binary cascade. Eur. Phys. J.
A 21, 407–417. doi:10.1140/epja/i2003-10219-7

Forrest, R. A. (2011). Nuclear data activities in the International Atomic Energy
Agency - Nuclear Data Section (IAEA-NDS). J. Korean Phys. Soc. 59, 1303–1308.
doi:10.3938/jkps.59.1303

Fu, S., Zhang, X., Zhao, L., and Li, Y. (2021). Variations of the galactic cosmic rays in
the recent solar cycles. Ap. J. Suppl. Ser. 254, 37. doi:10.3847/1538-4365/abf936

Fukunaga, A., Chien, S.,Mutz, D., Sherwood, R., and Stechert, A. (1997). Automating
the process of optimization in spacecraft design. IEEE Aerosp. Conf. 4, 411–427.

GANIL (2023). Irradiation of electronic components. Available at: https://
www.ganil-spiral2.eu/industrial-users-2/applications-industrielles/irradiation-of-
electronic-components/.

Hajdas,W., Zehnder, A., Adams, L., Buehler, P., Harboe-Sorensen, R., Daum,M., et al.
(2001). Proton Irradiation Facility and Space RadiationMonitoring at the Paul Scherrer
Institute. Phys. Med. 17, 119–123.

Höeffgen, S. K., Metzger, S., and Steffens, M. (2020). Investigating the effects
of cosmic rays on space electronics. Front. Phys. 8, 00318. doi:10.3389/fphy.2020.
00318

Hope College (2023). Ion Beam Analysis Laboratory. Available at: https://hope.edu/
academics/physics/.

Hüfner, J., Schäfer, K., and Schürmann, B. (1975). Abrasion-ablation
in reactions between relativistic heavy ions. Phys. Rev. C 12, 1888–1898.
doi:10.1103/physrevc.12.1888

IAEA (2023). IAEA Nuclear Data Section. Available at: https://www-nds.iaea.org/.

INFN (2023). Laboratori Nazionali del Sud. Available at: https://www.lns.infn.it/en/.

Institute for Basic Science (2023). Institute for Rare Isotope Science. Available at:
https://www.ibs.re.kr/eng/sub01_05.do.

JeffersonLaboratory (2023).Thomas Jeffersonnational accelerator facility accelerator
science. Available at: https://www.jlab.org/accelerator.

KEK (2018). Japan Proton Accelerator Research Complex. Available at: https://
j-parc.jp/public/en/about/index.html.

Khalek, R. A., Accardi, A., Adam, J., Adamiak, D., Akers, W., Albaladejo, M., et al.
(2021). Science requirements and detector concepts for the Electron-Ion Collider: EIC
yellow report. Available at: https://arxiv.org/abs/2103.05419.

Kiedrowski, B., Brown, F., Conlin, J., Favorite, J., Kahler, A., Kersting, A., et al.
(2015). Whisper: sensitivity/uncertainty-based computational methods and software
for determining baseline upper subcritical limits. Nucl. Sci. Eng. 181, 17–47.
doi:10.13182/nse14-99

Kodeli, I., Milocco, A., Ortego, P., and Sartori, E. (2014). 20 years of SINBAD
(shielding integral benchmark archive and database). Prog. Nucl. Sci. Tech. 4, 308–311.
doi:10.15669/pnst.4.308

Kolos, K., and Pierson, B. (2022). Workshop on Applied Nuclear Data Activities.
Available at: https://conferences.lbl.gov/event/880/.

Kolos, K., Sobes, V., Vogt, R., Romano, C. E., Smith, M. S., Bernstein, L. A.,
et al. (2022). Current nuclear data needs for applications. Phys. Rev. Res. 4, 021001.
doi:10.1103/physrevresearch.4.021001

Kos, B., Čufar, A., and Kodeli, I. (2021). ASUSD nuclear data sensitivity and
uncertainty programpackage: validation on fusion and fission benchmark experiments.
Nucl. Eng. Tech. 53, 2151–2161. doi:10.1016/j.net.2021.01.034

Kox, S., Gamp, A., Perrin, C., Arvieux, J., Bertholet, R., Bruandet, J. F., et al. (1987).
Trends of total reaction cross sections for heavy ion collisions in the intermediate energy
range. Phys. Rev. C 35, 1678–1691. doi:10.1103/physrevc.35.1678

L’Annunziata, M. F. (2003). “1 - nuclear radiation, its interaction with matter and
radioisotope decay,” in Handbook of radioactivity analysis. Editor M. F. L’Annunziata
(San Diego: Academic Press), 1–121.

Lin, Z. W., and Adams, J. H. (2007). Effects of nuclear cross sections at different
energies on the radiation hazard from galactic cosmic rays. Rad. Res. 167, 330–337.
doi:10.1667/RR0704.1

Lin, Z. W. (2007). Determination of important nuclear fragmentation
processes for human space radiation protection. Phys. Rev. C 75, 034609.
doi:10.1103/physrevc.75.034609

Liu, R., Higley, K. A., Swat, M. H., Chaplain, M. A. J., Powathil, G. G., and
Glazier, J. A. (2021). Development of a coupled simulation toolkit for computational
radiation biology based on Geant4 and CompuCell3D. Phys. Med. Biol. 66, 045026.
doi:10.1088/1361-6560/abd4f9

Los AlamosNational Laboratory (2023b). Los AlamosNational LaboratoryWeapons
Neutron Research facility. Available at: https://lansce.lanl.gov/facilities/wnr/index.php.

Los Alamos National Laboratory (2023a). Los Alamos Neutron Science Center.
Available at: https://lansce.lanl.gov/.

Luoni, F., Horst, F., Reidel, C. A., Quarz, A., Bagnale, L., Sihver, L., et al. (2021). Total
nuclear reaction cross-section database for radiation protection in space and heavy-ion
therapy applications. New J. Phys. 23, 101201. doi:10.1088/1367-2630/ac27e1

Ma, J., Tseung, H. S. W. C., Courneyea, L., Beltran, C., Herman, M. G., and
Remmes, N. B. (2020). Robust radiobiological optimization of ion beam therapy
utilizing Monte Carlo and microdosimetric kinetic model. Phys. Med. Biol. 65, 155020.
doi:10.1088/1361-6560/aba08b

McKinney, G.W., Lawrence, D. J., Prettyman, T.H., Elphic, R. C., Feldman,W.C., and
Hagerty, J. J. (2006). MCNPX benchmark for cosmic ray interactions with the moon. J.
Geophys. Res. E Planets 111, E06004. doi:10.1029/2005je002551

Michigan State University (2023a). FRIB Single Event Effects Laboratory. Available
at: https://frib.msu.edu/users/instruments/operation.html#seetf.

Michigan State University (2023b). National Superconducting Cyclotron Laboratory.
Available at: https://nscl.msu.edu/.

Mironova, I. A., Aplin, K. L., Arnold, F., Bazilevskaya, G. A., Harrison, R. G.,
Krivolutsky, A. A., et al. (2015). Energetic particle influence on the earth’s atmosphere.
Space Sci. Rev 194, 1–96. doi:10.1007/s11214-015-0185-4

Mostofian, S. (2014). FICST: A tool for sensitivity analysis of SCWR fuel isotopic
composition to nuclear data. Available at: https://macsphere.mcmaster.ca/bitstream/
11375/16028/1/S.Mostofian_MasterThesis_FICST_Code.pdf.

NASA GSFC (2023). GSFC RadDataBase. Available at: https://radhome.
gsfc.nasa.gov/radhome/raddatabase/raddatabase.html.

NASA JPL (2023). JPL Radiation Effects Data Base. Available at: https://parts.
jpl.nasa.gov/radiation-effects/.

Neudecker, D., Grosskopf, M., Herman, M., Haeck, W., Grechanuk, P., Vander Wiel,
S., et al. (2020). Enhancing nuclear data validation analysis by using machine learning.
Nucl. Data Sheets 167, 36–60. doi:10.1016/j.nds.2020.07.002

Neufcourt, L., Cao, Y., Nazarewicz, W., and Viens, F. (2018). Bayesian approach
to model-based extrapolation of nuclear observables. Phys. Rev. C 98, 034318.
doi:10.1103/physrevc.98.034318

NNDC (2023). National Nuclear Data Center. Available at: https://
www.nndc.bnl.gov.

Norbury, J. W., Battistoni, G., Besuglow, J., Bocchini, L., Boscolo, D., Botvina, A.,
et al. (2020). Are further cross section measurements necessary for space radiation
protection or ion therapy applications? Helium projectiles. Front. Phys. 8, 565954.
doi:10.3389/fphy.2020.565954

Frontiers in Astronomy and Space Sciences 09 frontiersin.org

https://doi.org/10.3389/fspas.2023.1228901
https://doi.org/10.1109/tns.2008.2006607
https://lssf.cas.cn/en/facilities-view.jsp?id=ff8080814ff56599014ff5a45000004d
https://lssf.cas.cn/en/facilities-view.jsp?id=ff8080814ff56599014ff5a45000004d
http://english.ihep.cas.cn/csns/
https://english.imp.cas.cn/research/facilities/HIAF/
http://www.ciae.ac.cn/eng/brif/index.htm
http://www.ciae.ac.cn/eng/brif/index.htm
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nds.2014.08.075
http://cosray.unibe.ch/~laurent/planetocosmics/
http://cosray.unibe.ch/~laurent/planetocosmics/
https://doi.org/10.1109/TNS.2007.909844
https://tunl.duke.edu/
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00411-010-0300-6
https://doi.org/10.1051/epjconf/201714606026
https://www.fnal.gov/
https://www.fnal.gov/
https://doi.org/10.1002/mp.15024
https://fsunuc.physics.fsu.edu/research/fox_lab/
https://fsunuc.physics.fsu.edu/research/fox_lab/
https://doi.org/10.1140/epja/i2003-10219-7
https://doi.org/10.3938/jkps.59.1303
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4365/abf936
https://www.ganil-spiral2.eu/industrial-users-2/applications-industrielles/irradiation-of-electronic-components/
https://www.ganil-spiral2.eu/industrial-users-2/applications-industrielles/irradiation-of-electronic-components/
https://www.ganil-spiral2.eu/industrial-users-2/applications-industrielles/irradiation-of-electronic-components/
https://doi.org/10.3389/fphy.2020.00318
https://doi.org/10.3389/fphy.2020.00318
https://hope.edu/academics/physics/
https://hope.edu/academics/physics/
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevc.12.1888
https://www-nds.iaea.org/
https://www.lns.infn.it/en/
https://www.ibs.re.kr/eng/sub01_05.do
https://www.jlab.org/accelerator
https://j-parc.jp/public/en/about/index.html
https://j-parc.jp/public/en/about/index.html
https://arxiv.org/abs/2103.05419
https://doi.org/10.13182/nse14-99
https://doi.org/10.15669/pnst.4.308
https://conferences.lbl.gov/event/880/
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevresearch.4.021001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.net.2021.01.034
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevc.35.1678
https://doi.org/10.1667/RR0704.1
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevc.75.034609
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6560/abd4f9
https://lansce.lanl.gov/facilities/wnr/index.php
https://lansce.lanl.gov/
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/ac27e1
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6560/aba08b
https://doi.org/10.1029/2005je002551
https://frib.msu.edu/users/instruments/operation.html#seetf
https://nscl.msu.edu/
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11214-015-0185-4
https://macsphere.mcmaster.ca/bitstream/11375/16028/1/S.Mostofian_MasterThesis_FICST_Code.pdf
https://macsphere.mcmaster.ca/bitstream/11375/16028/1/S.Mostofian_MasterThesis_FICST_Code.pdf
https://radhome.gsfc.nasa.gov/radhome/raddatabase/raddatabase.html
https://radhome.gsfc.nasa.gov/radhome/raddatabase/raddatabase.html
https://parts.jpl.nasa.gov/radiation-effects/
https://parts.jpl.nasa.gov/radiation-effects/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nds.2020.07.002
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevc.98.034318
https://www.nndc.bnl.gov
https://www.nndc.bnl.gov
https://doi.org/10.3389/fphy.2020.565954
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/astronomy-and-space-sciences
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/astronomy-and-space-sciences#articles


Smith et al. 10.3389/fspas.2023.1228901

Norbury, J. W. (2021). Double-Differential FRaGmentation (DDFRG) models for
proton and light ion production in high energy nuclear collisions.Nucl. Inst.Meth. Phys.
Res. A 986, 164681. doi:10.1016/j.nima.2020.164681

Norbury, J.W., Latysheva, L., and Sobolevsky, N. (2019). Light ion double-differential
cross section parameterization and results from the SHIELD transport code.Nucl. Inst.
Meth. Phys. Res. A 947, 162576. doi:10.1016/j.nima.2019.162576

Norbury, J. W., and Miller, J. (2012). Review of nuclear physics experimental data for
space radiation. Health Phys. 103, 640–642. doi:10.1097/hp.0b013e318261fb7f

Norbury, J. W., Slaba, T. C., Sobolevsky, N., and Reddell, B. (2017). Comparing
HZETRN, SHIELD, FLUKA andGEANT transport codes. Life Sci. Space Res. 14, 64–73.
doi:10.1016/j.lssr.2017.04.001

Oak Ridge National Laboratory (2023). Spallation Neutron Source. Available at:
https://neutrons.ornl.gov/sns.

Ohio University (2023). Edwards Accelerator Laboratory. Available at: https://
inpp.ohio.edu/∼oual/.

Osaka Univ. (2015). Osaka Univ. Research Center for Nuclear Physics (RCNP).
Available at: https://www.rcnp.osaka-u.ac.jp/en/about/center.html.

Otuka, N., Dupont, E., Semkova, V., Pritychenko, B., Blokhin, A., Aikawa,
M., et al. (2014). Towards a more complete and accurate experimental nuclear
reaction data library (EXFOR): international collaboration between Nuclear Reaction
Data Centres (NRDC). Nucl. Data Sheets 120, 272–276. doi:10.1016/j.nds.2014.
07.065

Perfetti, C M., and Rearden, B T. (2013). “Development of a SCALE tool for
continuous-energy eigenvalue sensitivity coefficient calculations,” in Joint International
Conference on Supercomputing in Nuclear Applications + Monte Carlo, France,
October 20–24, 2024 (SNA + MC).03509.

Rajaraman, P., Hauptmann, M., Bouffler, S., and Wojcik, A. (2018). Human
individual radiation sensitivity and prospects for prediction. Ann. ICRP 47, 126–141.
doi:10.1177/0146645318764091

Reed, R. A., Weller, R. A., Mendenhall, M. H., Fleetwood, D. M., Warren, K. M.,
Sierawski, B. D., et al. (2015). Physical processes and applications of the Monte Carlo
Radiative Energy Deposition (MRED) code. IEEE Trans. Nucl. Sci. 62, 1441–1461.
doi:10.1109/tns.2015.2454446

RIKEN (2023). RIKEN Nishina Center for Accelerator-Based Science (RNC).
Available at: https://www.riken.jp/en/research/labs/rnc/.

Romano, C., Ault, T., Bernstein, L., Bahran, R., Rearden, B., Talou, P., et al.
(2018). Proceedings of the Nuclear Data Roadmapping and Enhancement Workshop
(NDREW) for nonproliferation. Available at: https://info.ornl.gov/sites/publications/
Files/Pub111600.pdf.

Romano, C., Bernstein, L., Bailey, T., Bostelmann, F., Brown, D., Casperson,
R., et al. (2020). Proceedings of the Workshop for Applied Nuclear Data
Activities: WANDA 2020. Available at: https://www.nndc.bnl.gov/ndwg/docs/
wanda/Proceedings%20WANDA2020-8-10-2020.pdf.

Sandridge, C. A., Blattnig, S. R., Norman, R. B., Slaba, T. C., Walker, S. A., and
Spangler, J. L. (2011). On-line tool for the assessment of radiation in space — deep space
mission enhancements: 2011 IEEE Aerospace Conference, 1107.

Sato, T., Niita, K., Matsuda, N., Hashimoto, S., Iwamoto, Y., Noda, S., et al. (2013).
Particle and Heavy Ion Transport Code system, PHITS, version 2.52. J. Nucl. Sci. Tech.
50, 913–923. doi:10.1080/00223131.2013.814553

Schnabel, G., Sjöstrand, H., Hansson, J., Rochman, D., Koning, A., and Capote, R.
(2021). Conception and software implementation of a nuclear data evaluation pipeline.
Nucl. Data Sheets 173, 239–284. doi:10.1016/j.nds.2021.04.007

Sihver, L., Kohama, A., Iida, K., Oyamatsu, K., Hashimoto, S., Iwase, H.,
et al. (2014). Current status of the “Hybrid Kurotama model” for total reaction
cross sections. Nucl. Inst. Meth. Phys. Res. B 334, 34–39. doi:10.1016/j.nimb.2014.
04.021

Simonsen, L. C., Slaba, T. C., Guida, P., and Rusek, A. (2020). Nasa’s first ground-
based Galactic Cosmic Ray Simulator: enabling a new era in space radiobiology
research. PLoS Biol. 18, e3000669. doi:10.1371/journal.pbio.3000669

Sombun, S., Tomuang, K., Limphirat, A., Hillmann, P., Herold, C., Steinheimer,
J., et al. (2019). Deuteron production from phase-space coalescence in the UrQMD
approach. Phys. Rev. C 99, 014901. doi:10.1103/physrevc.99.014901

Tanaka, K. (2020). Major accelerator facilities for nuclear physics in Asia pacific. J.
Phys. Conf. Ser. 1643, 012041. doi:10.1088/1742-6596/1643/1/012041

Texas A&M University (2023). Radiation effects facility. Available at: https://
cyclotron.tamu.edu/ref/.

TRIUMF (2023a). TRIUMF Proton Irradiation Facility (PIF). Available at: https://
www.triumf.ca/proton-irradiation-facility.

TRIUMF (2023b). TRIUMF Neutron Irradiation Facility (NIF). Available at: https://
www.triumf.ca/neutron-irradiation-facility.

Union College (2023). Ion Beam Analysis Laboratory. Available at: https://
minerva.union.edu/labrakes/accelerator.htm.

Univ ofGroningen (2023). KVI - center for advanced radiation Technology. Available
at: https://www.rug.nl/kvi-cart/?lang=en.

Université Catholique de Louvain (2023). Tests of electronics devices. Available
at: https://uclouvain.be/en/research-institutes/irmp/crc/applications-technologiques.
html.

University of California Berkeley (2023). Berkeley accelerator space effects facility.
Available at: https://cyclotron.lbl.gov/base-rad-effects/88-space-contributions.

University of Jyväskylä (2023). Radiation effects facility. Available at: https://www.
jyu.fi/science/en/physics/research/infrastructures/accelerator-laboratory/radiation-
effects-facility.

University of Kentucky (2023). University of Kentucky Accelerator Laboratory.
Available at: https://www.pa.uky.edu/accelerator/.

University of Massachusetts Lowell (2023). Radiation Laboratory. Available at:
https://www.uml.edu/research/radlab/.

University of Notre Dame (2023). Institute for Structure and Nuclear Astrophysics.
Available at: https://isnap.nd.edu/.

University of Washington (2023). Center for Experimental Nuclear Physics and
Astrophysics. Available at: https://www.npl.washington.edu/.

Vicente-Retortillo, A., Valero, F., Vázquez, L., and Martínez, G M. (2015). A model
to calculate solar radiation fluxes on the Martian surface. J. Space Weather Space Clim.
5, A33. doi:10.1051/swsc/2015035

Walsh, L., Schneider, U., Fogtman, A., Kausch, C., McKenna-Lawlor, S., Narici,
L., et al. (2019). Research plans in europe for radiation health hazard assessment in
exploratory space missions. Life Sci. Space Res. 21, 73–82. doi:10.1016/j.lssr.2019.04.002

Wan Chan Tseung, H., Ma, J., and Beltran, C. (2015). A fast GPU-based Monte Carlo
simulation of proton transport with detailed modeling of nonelastic interactions. Med.
Phys. 42, 2967–2978. doi:10.1118/1.4921046

Wang, K., Li, Z., She, D., Liang, J., Xu, Q., Qiu, Y., et al. (2014). RMC –
a Monte Carlo code for reactor core analysis. Ann. Nucl. Energy 82, 121–129.
doi:10.1016/j.anucene.2014.08.048

Warden, D., and Bayazitoglu, Y. (2021). Consideration of backscatter radiation from
galactic cosmic rays in spacecraft shielding design. J. Thermophys. Heat. Transf. 35,
650–656. doi:10.2514/1.t6223

Werneth, C., de Wet, W., Townsend, L., Maung, K., Norbury, J., Slaba, T., et al.
(2021). Relativistic Abrasion–Ablation De-excitation Fragmentation (RAADFRG)
model. Nucl. Inst. Meth. Phys. Res. B 502, 118–135. doi:10.1016/j.nimb.2021.06.016

Wilson, J. W., Slaba, T. C., Badavi, F. F., Reddell, B. D., and Bahadori, A. A. (2014).
Advances in NASA radiation transport research: 3DHZETRN. Life Sci. Space Res. 2,
6–22. doi:10.1016/j.lssr.2014.05.003

Wilson, J. W., Townsend, L. W., and Badavi, F. F. (1987). A semiempirical nuclear
fragmentationmodel.Nucl. Instrum.Meth. Phys. Res. B 18, 225–231. doi:10.1016/s0168-
583x(86)80035-0

Wu, Z., Liang, J., Peng, X., and Abdel-Khalik, H. S. (2019). GPT-free
sensitivity analysis for Monte Carlo models. Nucl. Tech. 205, 912–927.
doi:10.1080/00295450.2018.1556062

Zhu, T., Vasiliev, A., Ferroukhi, H., Pautz, A., and Tarantola, S. (2015). NUSS-
RF: stochastic sampling-based tool for nuclear data sensitivity and uncertainty
quantification. J. Nucl. Sci. Tech. 52, 1000–1007. doi:10.1080/00223131.2015.1040864

Ziegler, J. F., Ziegler, M. D., and Biersack, J. P. (2010). SRIM - the stopping
and range of ions in matter. Nucl. Inst. Meth. Phys. Res. B 268, 1818–1823.
doi:10.1016/j.nimb.2010.02.091

Frontiers in Astronomy and Space Sciences 10 frontiersin.org

https://doi.org/10.3389/fspas.2023.1228901
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2020.164681
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2019.162576
https://doi.org/10.1097/hp.0b013e318261fb7f
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.lssr.2017.04.001
https://neutrons.ornl.gov/sns
https://inpp.ohio.edu/%7Eoual/
https://inpp.ohio.edu/%7Eoual/
https://www.rcnp.osaka-u.ac.jp/en/about/center.html
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nds.2014.07.065
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nds.2014.07.065
https://doi.org/10.1177/0146645318764091
https://doi.org/10.1109/tns.2015.2454446
https://www.riken.jp/en/research/labs/rnc/
https://info.ornl.gov/sites/publications/Files/Pub111600.pdf
https://info.ornl.gov/sites/publications/Files/Pub111600.pdf
https://www.nndc.bnl.gov/ndwg/docs/wanda/Proceedings%20WANDA2020-8-10-2020.pdf
https://www.nndc.bnl.gov/ndwg/docs/wanda/Proceedings%20WANDA2020-8-10-2020.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1080/00223131.2013.814553
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nds.2021.04.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nimb.2014.04.021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nimb.2014.04.021
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pbio.3000669
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevc.99.014901
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/1643/1/012041
https://cyclotron.tamu.edu/ref/
https://cyclotron.tamu.edu/ref/
https://www.triumf.ca/proton-irradiation-facility
https://www.triumf.ca/proton-irradiation-facility
https://www.triumf.ca/neutron-irradiation-facility
https://www.triumf.ca/neutron-irradiation-facility
https://minerva.union.edu/labrakes/accelerator.htm
https://minerva.union.edu/labrakes/accelerator.htm
https://www.rug.nl/kvi-cart/?lang=en
https://uclouvain.be/en/research-institutes/irmp/crc/applications-technologiques.html
https://uclouvain.be/en/research-institutes/irmp/crc/applications-technologiques.html
https://cyclotron.lbl.gov/base-rad-effects/88-space-contributions
https://www.jyu.fi/science/en/physics/research/infrastructures/accelerator-laboratory/radiation-effects-facility
https://www.jyu.fi/science/en/physics/research/infrastructures/accelerator-laboratory/radiation-effects-facility
https://www.jyu.fi/science/en/physics/research/infrastructures/accelerator-laboratory/radiation-effects-facility
https://www.pa.uky.edu/accelerator/
https://www.uml.edu/research/radlab/
https://isnap.nd.edu/
https://www.npl.washington.edu/
https://doi.org/10.1051/swsc/2015035
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.lssr.2019.04.002
https://doi.org/10.1118/1.4921046
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.anucene.2014.08.048
https://doi.org/10.2514/1.t6223
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nimb.2021.06.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.lssr.2014.05.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0168-583x(86)80035-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0168-583x(86)80035-0
https://doi.org/10.1080/00295450.2018.1556062
https://doi.org/10.1080/00223131.2015.1040864
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nimb.2010.02.091
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/astronomy-and-space-sciences
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/astronomy-and-space-sciences#articles

	1 Introduction
	2 Current status and nuclear data gaps
	2.1 Experimental facilities
	2.2 Databases, dissemination, compilation
	2.3 Reaction models
	2.4 End-user applications
	2.4.1 Radiation transport
	2.4.2 Electronics and human effects
	2.4.3 Spacecraft design

	2.5 Sensitivity studies and uncertainty quantification

	3 Discussion
	4 Summary
	Author contributions
	Funding
	Acknowledgments
	Conflict of interest
	Publisher’s note
	References

