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We report on a new measurement of the energy resolution that can be attained in liquid xenon
when recording only the scintillation light. Our setup is optimised to maximise light collection,
and uses state-of-the-art, high-PDE, VUV-sensitive silicon photomultipliers. We find a value of
4.2%± 0.2% FWHM at 511 keV, a result much better than previous measurements and close to the
Poissonian resolution that we expect in our setup (5.4% ± 0.8% FWHM at 511 keV). Our results
are compatible with a null value of the intrinsic energy resolution in liquid xenon, with an upper
bound of 0.4% FWHM at 95% CL at 511 keV, to be compared with 3–4% FWHM in the same
region found by theoretical estimations which have been standing for the last twenty years. Our
work opens new possibilities for apparatus based on liquid xenon and using scintillation only. In
particular it suggests that modular scintillation detectors using liquid xenon can be very competitive
as building blocks in segmented calorimeters, with applications to nuclear and particle physics as
well as Positron Emission Tomography technology.

I. INTRODUCTION

A large number of experiments in nuclear and parti-
cle physics require the measurement of energy, position
and timing with high resolution. Good energy resolution
can be attained with the use of high light-yield materials,
while time resolution requires fast decay time. In addi-
tion, calorimetry requires high density and good optical
quality, e.g., a material transparent to its own emission
light.

A number of crystals made of inorganic scintillators
offer, to variable degrees, all of the above. Among
these, the most extensively used is NaI(Tl), a very
bright (y = 38 000 photons/MeV) and fast scintillator
(τ = 250 ps). Other popular inorganic scintillators
are CsI(Tl) (y = 17 100 photons/MeV, τ = 1000 ps),
LYSO(Ce) (y = 25 000 photons/MeV, τ = 40 ps) and
BGO (y = 8 200 photons/MeV, τ = 300 ps). The den-
sity of the above scintillators vary between 3.7 gr/cm3

(for NaI) and 7.2 gr/cm3 (for LYSO). Good spatial reso-
lution is also often a requirement of nuclear and particle
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physics experiments. This can be achieved by segment-
ing the scintillators (along the transverse plane relative
to the incident particles).

All of the above crystals have either been used in, or
actively pursued for, high energy and nuclear physics ex-
periments. NaI was used in Crystal Ball, CsI in CLEO
and BGO in L3. LYSO is one of the best candidates for
future collider applications, due to its excellent proper-
ties (high light yield, fast decay time, high density) and
radiation hardness [1]. LYSO is also the preferred scin-
tillation material in modern Positron Emission Tomog-
raphy (PET) scanners[2–4].

The common element in many nuclear and particle
calorimeters and in modern PET scanners is a Segmented
Scintillating Block, SSB (figure 1). An SSB is an array
of contiguous cells filled with scintillating material. The
light propagates inside each cells by reflection, until it
reaches the readout sensor, normally a SiPM in modern
devices, although PMTs and APDs were used in the past.
The thickness of the cells depends on the application and
varies between one and a few radiation lengths. The SSB
can be characterised by three parameters: energy reso-
lution, which depends on the scintillator’s light yield, as
well as the optical collection efficiency of the cell, the
photodetection efficiency (PDE) of the SiPM, electronic
noise, etc; time resolution, which is dominated by the
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scintillator’s decay time; and (transverse) spatial resolu-
tion, which can be tailored by choosing a suitable trans-
verse size for the cell. As an example, in the 2 m long
EXPLORER scanner [5, 6], the largest reported PET,
the SSB material is LYSO, with cell area 2.76 × 2.76
mm2 and thickness of 1.6 radiation lengths, and the cells
are read out by SiPMs. The number of individual cells
exceeds 500 000. The energy resolution at 511 keV is 12%
FWHM, the spatial resolution ∼3 mm and the time-of-
flight (TOF) resolution is 500 ps.

FIG. 1. A schematic illustrating the concept of SSB.

Liquid xenon (LXe) is also an excellent calorimeter [7].
Charged particles interact with LXe via both ionisation
and excitation. The excitation of xenon atoms results in
strongly bound excited molecules (excimers) which, on
de-excitation, emit VUV photons with a wavelength of
∼175 nm [8]. In addition, the xenon atoms are ionised.
An external electric field can be used to carry away the
ionisation electrons, in which case two signals are avail-
able, one from scintillation, and one from ionisation. In
the absence of such electric field, most ionisation elec-
trons eventually recombine with positive xenon ions, and
both channels (primary scintillation and recombination)
contribute to the resulting scintillation yield, ∼ 58 700
photons per MeV [9], which is a factor 1.5 larger than NaI
and 1.7 larger than LYSO. Several measurements have
found yield fractions of primary scintillation and recom-
bination of roughly 0.25 and 0.75 [9]. The primary scintil-
lation is characterised by two decay constants (τ1 = 3 ps,
τ2 = 27 ps), while the decay time associated with recom-
bination is τ3 = 40 ps. Thus, LXe is, a priori, a brighter
and (slightly) faster scintillator than LYSO. However, its
radiation length is almost three times longer than that
of LYSO and the fraction of photons which interact via
the photoelectric effect (relevant for PET application) a
factor of two less.

LXe has been used extensively in particle physics and
astronomy. In particular, the MEG experiment [10] de-
ployed a large calorimeter —800 litres volume filled with
LXe—, with a thickness of 17 radiation lengths and read
out by 846 2” UV-sensitive photomultiplier tubes. Other
important examples are experiments searching for rare
events, in particular neutrinoless double beta decay [11]
and direct Dark Matter searches [7, 9]. Future exper-
iments such as nEXO [12] and DARWIN [13] are also
based on LXe. All these detectors are Time Projection
Chambers, able to read the scintillation and ionisation
signals in LXe. Since the energy deposited by ionising
particles is distributed between both channels, the anti-
correlation of the signals leads to a good energy resolu-
tion. For example, the EXO-200 experiment measures
2.9% FWHM at 2.6 MeV [14].

The possibility of building a PET scanner based on
LXe was proposed more than four decades ago [15] and
explored by a number of subsequent works [16–19]. Two
strategies were considered: a PET scanner based on scin-
tillation only, and one that would combine both ionisa-
tion and scintillation. Given the very high rate of PET
scans, the second strategy may be unpractical, due to the
long time (microseconds) needed to drift the charge. The
LXe micro-PET prototype obtained an energy resolution
of 10% FWHM [19] combining scintillation and charge,
while the XEMIS1 prototype measured 9% FWHM [20]
with charge only. On the other hand, several groups
tried prototypes based on pure scintillation (measured
by PMTs), obtaining an energy resolution of 15–26%
FWHM [18, 21]. None of these results were compelling
enough to consider LXe as a viable alternative to stan-
dard inorganic crystals, in particular LYSO. Recently, the
possibility of building a LXe-PET using modern SiPM
technology (thus providing better energy resolution and
time-of-flight than that possible in the past) has been
considered by our group [22–27].

In order to assess the potential of LXe as calorimetric
medium, in particular when using only scintillation light,
it is essential to understand its intrinsic energy resolu-
tion (Ri). The intrinsic resolution of a scintillator refers
to the fundamental limit at which Poisson statistics does
not improve resolution due to underlying physics. For ex-
ample, the energy resolution of NaI(TI), which, as men-
tioned above, is the most popular inorganic scintillator,
is much worse than that expected from Poisson statis-
tics in the energy region of MeV, thus partially spoiling
its suitability for PET. The underlying physics explana-
tion is the non-proportionality of the scintillation yield
in NaI(Tl) for secondary electrons.

In 2002, Doke studied the intrinsic energy resolution of
LXe [28] and found that non-proportionality of the scin-
tillation yield resulted in Ri ∼ 4% FWHM in the region
between 100 keV and ∼5 MeV (figure 2). His calculation
is in good agreement with the modern Monte Carlo code
describing the physics of LXe, NEST [29]. Specifically,
at 511 keV, NEST predicts Ri ∼ 3% FWHM. Instead, Ni
and collaborators found in 2006 an intrinsic energy reso-
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FIG. 2. Intrinsic energy resolution in LXe. Reproduced from
Ref. [28].

lution of 14% FWHM [30], almost a factor ∼ 5 worse than
Doke’s (and NEST) estimations. To our knowledge, this
discrepancy has not been resolved to date. These results,
as well as previous works by Doke and Chepel [16, 18],
effectively excluded xenon as a competitive scintillator
for PET scanners.

In this paper, we present a new measurement of the en-
ergy resolution in LXe, using scintillation only. Our setup
is conceptually identical to the SSB described above, and
illustrated in figure 1, where the scintillating material is
now LXe. The advantage of the SSB is its large light
collection efficiency, as well as the availability of VUV-
SiPMs with large PDE. This results in a large number of
detected photoelectrons, thus minimising Poisson fluctu-
ations and leading to a measurement close to Ri.

On the other hand, we have seen that SSBs based on
a variety of inorganic scintillators constitute the building
blocks of calorimeters that have been used or are planned
for future experiments in nuclear and particle physics, as
well as the basic building block for PETs. The obvious
question, then, is whether an SSB based on LXe could be
a viable alternative for some of the future applications,
and in particular for LYSO blocks in PET applications.

II. SETUP

Our setup, shown schematically in figure 3, consists,
conceptually, of two LXe SSBs. A 22Na calibration
source, located between the two SSBs, provides pairs
of (almost) back-to-back gammas with an energy of 511

SiPMs SiPMs

Na22 source

Teflon blocks

FIG. 3. A schematic view of our experimental setup (not to
scale).

keV. Some of the gammas interact in the xenon volume,
producing VUV light, which propagates inside the chan-
nel in which the interaction occurs. A large fraction of
this light reaches the SiPM that (almost) closes the chan-
nel. Each SiPM, therefore, provides an independent mea-
surement of the 22Na spectrum. Fitting the region close
to the photopeak provides a measurement of the energy
resolution, Rm.

FIG. 4. The aluminum cube holding the two SSBs used for
the measurement. Notice the thermal links attached to the
cold head.

The active region of the setup consists of two LXe SSBs
housed in a metal-sealed aluminum cube (F100-1ALU)
from Vacom. The xenon is continuously recirculated in
gas phase by a double diaphragm compressor and flows
through a model PS4 MT15 R2 hot getter from Sigma
Technologies. This process removes nitrogen, oxygen and
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water from the xenon, all of which quench xenon scintilla-
tion light [31]. The internal cube is housed within a large
vacuum vessel so that the structure is thermally isolated
while cooled. Said cooling is performed using a Sumitomo
CH-110 cold head coupled to the cube via custom-made
copper thermal links. Heat dissipation from the ther-
mal links is minimised by wrapping them in polyethylene
terephthalate foil. The cube and cooling machinery is vis-
ible in figure 4. The gas passes through a heat exchanger
when entering and exiting the inner cube, which precools
the gas before liquefaction for operation at -109◦C and
1.26 bar.

FIG. 5. Top: instrumented plane of four arrays of 4×4
SiPMs. Bottom: teflon piece defining the SSB.

Figure 5 shows the main components of the SSB be-
fore mounting and filling with xenon. Figure 5-top shows
an array of Hamamatsu S15779(ES1), VUV-sensitive
SiPMs. They have 30% photodetection efficiency at the
peak wavelength of xenon scintillation and are protected
by a quartz window with > 90% transmission at relevant
wavelengths. Their active area is 5.95 × 5.85 mm2 and
they are packed in arrays of 4×4 sensors. Each SiPM

reads out a 6×6 mm2, 5-mm deep hole in a polytetraflu-
oroethylene (PTFE) piece (figure 5-bottom). The two
SSBs are mounted inside the aluminum cube with the
sensitive face of the SiPMs facing each other. The teflon
pieces are mounted to leave a 0.5 mm gap between the
SiPM face and the end of the empty cell. In this way the
LXe can easily fill the gaps, completing the SSB cells.
The result is that each SiPM is exposed to the scintil-
lation light of gamma interactions occurring only in the
hole in front of it. The high reflectivity of the PTFE at
VUV wavelengths (∼98%)[32, 33] ensures a high geomet-
ric light collection efficiency.

Signals are digitized using two TOFPET2 ASICs
[24, 34], one for each read-out plane, mounted in vac-
uum on the outside walls of the cube corresponding to
the relevant SIPM array. They integrate detected charge
and provide a fast timestamp close to origin to reduce
signal degradation before digitization.

Welded to the bottom flange of the cube is a rectan-
gular aluminum calibration port, sealed at the top end
and extending above the center of the cube. This al-
lows the insertion of sources between the two SSBs for
coincidence measurements using back-to-back gammas.
For the measurements reported here, a 22Na calibration
source is placed in the center of the cube inside the cali-
bration port. The radioactive material (with an activity
of ∼ 330 kBq) is a sphere of 0.25 mm diameter, which can
be considered point-like, and is encapsulated in a plastic
support.

III. MEASUREMENT

During a run, a timestamp is provided by the ASIC
whenever the recorded charge exceeds a lower thresh-
old in a channel; if the charge exceeds a second, higher
threshold, the ASIC starts integrating it, until it goes be-
low the higher threshold again. If the second threshold
is not reached, the integrated charge is not saved.

The output of the data acquisition is, therefore, a list
of channels with an integrated charge and a timestamp.
Once the channels are divided event by event, a first filter
is applied to retain only coincidences, i.e., events where
(at least) one sensor from each detection plane is present.
Given the cell-structure of the SSBs, most of the charge
is read out by the sensor coupled to the xenon volume
where the interaction happened, therefore we single out
the sensor with larger detected charge for each plane.

Figure 6 shows the photoelectric peak, together with
the Compton shoulder for one of the channels. A nor-
mal distribution is fitted to a region around the peak to
extract the resolution. To choose the region, we vary
the range to the left and to the right of the photopeak,
until the fit χ2 starts to worsen showing that the data
is no longer described by a gaussian. We keep the pair
of range values that gives the minimum and maximum
value of the resolution, defined as
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FIG. 6. Distribution of the charge detected by one of the
SiPMs, fitted to a normal function in the photo-peak. The fit
extends until the region where the data is no longer gaussian.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
R (% FWHM)

0

2

4

6

8

10

Fr
eq

ue
nc

y

FIG. 7. Distribution of the resolution measured in each cell
in the reference plane.

R = 2.35 × σ

µ
(1)

with σ and µ the best values for the gaussian parameters
coming from the fit. The central value is calculated as
Rcent = (Rmax +Rmin)/2. The same procedure is applied
to all the sensors in the SSB.

Figure 7 shows the distribution of the central values of
the resolution for the SiPMs of the reference SSB used
in the measurement. The reason for choosing only one
SSB is that one SSB is aligned better than the other and
the response of the sensors is more uniform. We calculate
the error of the measurement, given by the error of the fit
procedure, averaging the maximum and minimum values
of the resolution over all the sensors, according to Rerr =
(Rave

max − Rave
min)/2, where Rave

max(min) is the average of the

maximum (minimum) resolutions extracted from the fit,

over all the sensors. We find a systematic error of 0.2%
FWHM. The central value, given by (Rave

max +Rave
min)/2, is

4.2% FWHM. Therefore, the result of our measurement
is 4.2% ± 0.2% FWHM.

IV. RESULTS

Following Doke [28], the measured resolution, Rm, can
be seen as the quadratic sum of the intrinsic resolution,
Ri, and the resolution due to Poisson variation in photon
detection, as shown in Eq. 2:

R2
m = R2

i +R2
p. (2)

The latter term combines contributions from the scintilla-
tion process, the reflections on PTFE and on the quartz
windows in front of the SiPMs, geometric acceptance,
sensor PDE and the amplification stages of the electron-
ics.

To calculate the resolution associated with Poisson
fluctuations we use a Monte Carlo software application
based on Geant4 [35]. We simulate the decay of a 22Na
source in a geometry that represents our setup. The
physical and optical properties of the materials in use
are simulated in detail, in particular the reflectivity of
PTFE, which has been modelled as a Lambertian re-
flectivity with a value of 98%. The other physical pa-
rameters relevant for optical photon propagation are the
Rayleigh scattering length (36 cm [36]) and the trans-
parency and refractive index of the quartz window placed
in front of the SiPMs to protect them (90% and 1.6, re-
spectively). The photodetection efficiency provided by
the sensor datasheet is also included as a function of
the wavelength of the optical photons. We turn off any
intrinsic fluctuation of the LXe response to gamma in-
teractions, so that the amount of scintillation photons
produced is proportional to the deposited energy. We
analyze the simulated data in the same way as real data
and we obtain a resolution of Rp = 5.4%±0.8% FWHM.
Since no intrinsic fluctuations are present, the only con-
tribution to this resolution is Poisson variation in photon
detection. The error includes the uncertainties in the op-
tical modelling of Monte Carlo, such as the reflectivity of
teflon and the reflection and refraction between LXe and
the quartz window that protects the SiPMs.

Using Eq. 2, we can conclude that this result is com-
patible with a null value of Ri within errors, meaning
Rm = Rp. An upper limit to the intrinsic resolution
of LXe can be set in the following way. Random num-
bers are generated following two gaussian distributions,
gm and gp, with mean and sigma values equal to those
of Rm (gm(4.2, 0.2)) and Rp (gp(5.4, 0.8)). We calculate
the upper limit on Ri as:

Rup
i = µdiff + 1.96 × σdiff (3)

where µdiff and σdiff are the mean and standard devia-
tion of the distribution resulting from gm−gp. Therefore,
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we find that the intrinsic resolution of LXe is lower than
0.4% FWHM at 95% confidence level.

V. DISCUSSION

In this work, we have measured the resolution that can
be attained in a segmented scintillation block (SSB) filled
with LXe and read out by VUV-SiPMs. The SSB was
designed to have large acceptance and the SiPMs have
the largest PDE currently available in the market. The
intrinsic resolution that our procedure yields is compati-
ble with zero, with an upper value (at 95% CL) of 0.4%
FWHM. Previous measurements of the intrinsic resolu-
tion yielded very high values (14% FWHM), not com-
patible with our current measurement. Our result also
questions the notion that there is an intrinsic resolution
at all associated to scintillation in liquid xenon, as pro-
posed by [28].

Furthermore, our work opens new possibilities for ap-
paratus using liquid xenon scintillators and scintillation
only. In particular it suggests that SSBs using LXe as a
scintillator can be very competitive as building blocks in
segmented calorimeters, with applications to nuclear and
particle physics as well as PET technology. While there
is ample room for technological development (maximis-
ing the light collection efficiency of the SSB and eventu-
ally increasing the PDE of the SiPMs), our measurement
clearly suggests that a LXe-SSB can compete and even-
tually outperform, in terms of energy resolution, those
using other scintillators.
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