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The Neutrino Elastic-scattering Observation with NaI(Tl) experiment (NEON) aims to detect
coherent elastic neutrino-nucleus scattering (CEνNS ) in a NaI(Tl) crystal using reactor anti-electron
neutrinos at the Hanbit nuclear power plant complex. A total of 13.3 kg of NaI(Tl) crystals were
initially installed in December 2020 at the tendon gallery, 23.7±0.3m away from the reactor core,
which operates at a thermal power of 2.8GW. Initial engineering operation was performed from
May 2021 to March 2022 and observed unexpected photomultiplier-induced noise and a decreased
light yield that were induced by leakage of liquid scintillator into the detector due to weakness
of detector encapsulation. We upgraded the detector encapsulation design to prevent leakage of
the liquid scintillator. Meanwhile two small size detectors were replaced with large size detectors
returning a total mass of 16.7 kg. With this new design implementation, the detector system has
been operating stably since April 2022 for over a year without detector gain drop. In this paper, we
present an improved crystal encapsulation design and stability of the NEON experiment.

INTRODUCTION

The coherent elastic neutrino-nucleus scatter-
ing (CEνNS ) is a process predicted by the Standard
Model [1, 2]. Due to its potential role in enhancing
the standard model comprehension [3–5] and exploring
new physics phenomena [6–8], CEνNS has garnered the
interest of particle physicists. Numerous experiments
aiming to detect CEνNS and employing advanced
detector technologies were proposed, with some being
successfully executed [9–19]. However, they encountered
challenges arising from the minuscule deposited energy
(on the order of keV) into the nucleus.

The COHERENT collaboration reported the detec-
tion of CEνNS using a conventional CsI(Na) detector
with a stopped-pion source from the SNS accelerator in
2017 [20]. Following this, the same research team veri-
fied the process using a liquid argon detector [21]. The
resulting signal includes, in part, the incoherent scatter-
ing at the neutrino energy of ∼30MeV[15]. Therefore,
the investigation of CEνNS in the fully coherent regime
using the few MeV antineutrinos from a nuclear reactor
can provide precise information for understanding neu-
trinos. This represents a crucial avenue for exploring
non-standard neutrino interactions [10, 22–24], model-
ing supernova energy transport in astrophysics [25], and
monitoring nuclear reactors [26, 27].

In particular, reactor neutrinos with energies reach-
ing a few MeV produce visible recoils with energy less
than 1 keV, significantly lower than the typical energy
threshold of a kg-size particle detector. Extensive scien-
tific efforts are focused on the search for CEνNS in close
proximity to commercial power or experimental nuclear

reactors. Different experimental techniques are used to
detect and investigate CEνNS . Several experiments are
currently running or under construction: CONUS [19],
COHERENT [28], NUCLEUS [18], CONNIE [14], and
νGeN [12].

Neutrino elastic scattering observation with NaI
(NEON) is an experiment that aims to observe
CEνNS using reactor antineutrinos from reactor unit 6
at the Hanbit nuclear power plant complex. Utilizing
the expertise of NEOS, a short baseline reactor neu-
trino experiment [29], and the experience of developing
a high light yield NaI(Tl) detector in the COSINE-100
experiment, a dark matter search experiment [30, 31],
the NEON experiment progressed smoothly from the ini-
tial development to the installation of the reactor site
in December 2020. NaI(Tl) crystals for NEON detec-
tor are applied a novel technique of crystal encapsula-
tion that significantly increased the light collection effi-
ciency and obtained approximately 22 number of photo-
electrons(PEs) per unit keV electron-equivalent energy
(keVee) [32, 33], which was approximately 50% larger
than the light yield of COSINE-100 crystals [34]. The six
NaI(Tl) crystal detector are immersed in 800 L of liquid
scintillator (LS) for active reduction of radioactive back-
grounds [35]. The LS is surrounded by 10 cm lead, 2.5 cm
borated-polyethylene, and 20 cm polyethylene to reduce
the background contribution form external radiation [33].
To monitor the initial performance and detector stability,
the engineering operation was performed from May 2021
to Mar 2022 using 13.3 kg NaI(Tl) crystals at full reactor
unit operational power. During the engineering-run, we
found that the crystal light yield gradually decreased and
unexpected photomultiplier (PMT)-induced noise caused

ar
X

iv
:2

40
4.

03
69

1v
1 

 [
ph

ys
ic

s.
in

s-
de

t]
  2

 A
pr

 2
02

4



2

by leakage of LS into the detector due to weakness of
detector encapsulation. Thus we upgraded crystal en-
capsulation design to reject PMT-induced noise and im-
prove gain stability performance. In addition, two small-
size crystals, which had relatively smaller light yield and
higher backgrounds that were NEO-1 and NEON-2 in
Ref. [33], were replaced with large-size crystals and the
total mass of the NEON experiment increased to 16.7 kg.
Under these upgraded conditions, physics-run have been
operating smoothly since April 2022. In this paper, we
describe the new encapsulation design of the NaI(Tl)
crystals and the stable operational status following the
encapsulation upgrade of the NEON experiment.

NEON ENCAPSULATION DESIGN

The NEON experiment utilized six commercial-grade
NaI(Tl) crystals manufactured by Alpha Spectra Inc.
(AS). In engineering run, a total of 13.3 kg of NaI crystals
were employed: four with a 3-inch diameter and 4-inch
length, and two with a 3-inch diameter and 8-inch length.
To maximize the measured light yields while safeguarding
NaI(Tl) from moisture due to its hygroscopic property,
we applied a novel technique for crystal encapsulation to
NEON detectors [32]. This design minimizes the optical
interface between the crystal and PMT by utilizing an
optical pad (silicon rubber EJ-560 from Eljen technol-
ogy) to efficiently collect scintillation photons. Crystals
and PMTs are encapsulated within a copper case, expos-
ing only the PMT pins to tightly seal the PMT neck, as
illustrated in Fig. 1.

FIG. 1. NaI(Tl) crystal encapsulion desine used for the NEON
engineering run

For active reduction in radiogenic backgrounds, the
NEON detector is installed inside of linear alkylbenzene-
based LS [33]. However, this encapsulation design, where
the PMT pins and PMT bases are exposed to LS directly,
caused the unexpected PMT-induced noise distributed at
low energy region. Figure 2(b) visually represents this
unexpected noise as an example waveform. It is popu-
lated below 10 keV but, broadly distributed upto 50 keV.
It is different shape with typical PMT-induced noise due
to cherenkov radiation in the PMT galss that generate

fast-decaying noise [34, 36]. Due to its broad range mean-
time distribution as shown in Fig. 2(c), these kinds of
events are difficult to discriminate from the scintillation
events especially at low-energy region below 5 keV.
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FIG. 2. (a) A waveform of typical scintillation events from
NaI(Tl) crystal. (b) An example of the PMT-induced noise
events when PMT-base exposed to LS directly. (c) The mean
time distribution with the PMT-induced noise when PMT
bases are exposed LS.

In addition to unexpected PMT-induced noise events,
we found that LS can penetrate into the encapsulation in
a time scale of a few months. Because of glass structure of
the PMT neck, pressure to seal the PMT necks was lim-
ited. We also found that each PMT had slightly different
geometric shape making hard to seal this part perfectly.
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FIG. 3. The DET-4 light yield monitoring while receiving
engineering data. The light yield calculation method is de-
scribed in chapter and didn’t take into account low gain of
photoelectrons. The colored time periods in the figure rep-
resent the time periods during which calibration data was
received.During the time of receiving the engineering run, the
light yield decreased over time, indicating that the encapsula-
tion design used in the engineering run was not stable enough
to maintain light yield.

As a time of a few months in the LS, LS continuously
leaked into the encapsulation and defected the crystal
surface. Smearing into the optical interface detached the
optical coupling as well. All this affected to reduced light
yield as a function of time as shown in Fig. 3. Therefore,
new encapsulation to protect LS leak into the crystal and
the PMT base was necessary.

The new encapsulation comprises two key components:
an inner structure dedicated to maintaining a stable cou-
pling between PMT and crystals, and an copper case de-
signed to prevent the infiltration of outside air and LS.
A schematic design of the inner structure is shown in
Fig. 5(a). The NaI(Tl) crystal is positioned within a
polytetrafluoroethylene(PTFE) flanged pipe, enveloped
by a soft PTFE film. PMTs are attached to both sides
of the crystal using 3-mm thick optical pads. The PTFE
flanges are securely fastened to the flanged-pipe by press-
ing the PMT neck, utilizing six stainless steel bolts on
each side. The stainless steel bolts are tightened using
a torque wrench to apply same pressure that ensure and
maintain optical contact between the PMTs and the crys-
tal. The assembled crystal with PMTs are encapsulated
using copper case as one can see in Fig. 5(b). The copper
case is consist with a flanged pipe shaped encapsulation
body and two disk shaped covers. When closing the cop-
per covers, 6 stainless steel bolts in each side are used
with a fluorine O-ring. The three cables (anode, dynode
signal readouts and high voltage input) in each PMT
come out to the outside through waterproof cable glands
(AGM6-3) fastened on the cover using fluorine O-ring

(a)

(b)

FIG. 4. Updated design of the NaI(Tl) detector encapsula-
tion. (a) Inner structure for a mounting between the crystal
and PMTs. (b) Encasement of the crystal-PMTs structure in
the copper case.

and nuts shown in Fig. 5(c). Cable glands are commer-
cial products featuring high waterproofing capabilities,
effectively preventing the ingress of LS and external air
through the cable exit holes. The crystal detector assem-
bly is shown in Fig. 5.

The entire process of the detector assembly was per-
formed in a glovebox, where the humidity was maintained
at less than 10 ppm (H2O) using Ar gas and a molecular
sieve trap. All assembly parts were cleaned to diluted
Citranox solution with sonication, baked in a vacuum
oven for 12 h, and dryed in the glovebox for 2 days be-
fore the assembly process.

All detector assembly with the new encapsulation de-
sign were completed by March 2022. During upgrade of
detector assembly, we replaced two 4-inch length crys-
tals (NEO-1 and NEO-2 [34]) with 8-inch length crys-
tals. NEO-1 and NEO-2 had internal cracks from initial
crystal machining resulting reduced light yields and had
relatively higher internal backgrounds. The new 8-inch
crystals have similar qualities with other 8-inch length
crystals, such as NEO-4 and NEO-5 in Ref. [34], in points
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 5. Picture of 4-inch length crystal assembly. (a) Inner structure of 4-inch long crystal and PMTs assembly. (b) Encapsu-
lated detector with copper case and cable grands. (c) Zoomed picture of cable grands to secure detector.

of light output and internal backgrounds. Consequently,
a total mass NaI(Tl) crystals were increased from 13.3 kg
to 16.7 kg. The crystals relabeled as DET-1 to DET-6
for operational purpose and the physics run started since
April 2022.

LIGHT YIELD MEASUREMENT

When measuring light yield, we utilize the 59.54 keV
gamma peak from the 241Am source or the internal
46.6 keV gamma plus x-rays or auger electron peak from
210Pb . Light yield is obtained in units of PEs/keV by
dividing the total charge at the peak point of the gamma
line using corresponding energies with the charge value of
the single photoelectron (SPE). To determine the charge
value of SPEs, we collect isolated clusters at 2–5 µs from
the starting point of the selected gamma line events, min-
imizing the presence of multiple PE clusters. Although
this window reduced the multiple PE clusters, we count
up to three SPE merged clusters for the isolated charge
distribution modeling.

When a scintillation photon strikes the photocathode
of the PMT, it can generate a photoelectron , which un-
dergoes amplification through ten stage dynode structure
that typically achieve full amplification, comprising nor-
mal gain (NG) processes. Nonetheless, on occasion, a
photon may traverse the photocathode and directly strike
the first dynode, or a dynode stage may be bypassed due
to the back-scattering of the photoelectron at the ini-
tial stage of dynode, leading to the production of under-
amplified PEs as discussed in Ref. [37]. This phenomenon
is referred to as low gain (LG) process.

We developed a fit function to account for both LG
characteristics and the presence of multiple PE clusters
as described in Ref. [38]. We can obtain the mean charge
of NG SPE and a fraction of LG SPE as an example
shown in Fig. 6. Typical LG fractions are vaied from 5%
to 10% similar with Ref. [37].

Due to its relatively low charge of LG SPE events, re-
constructions of all LG SPEs from pedestal background
are not achievable but approximately an order of 10% of
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FIG. 6. The charge distribution of the isolated clusters in one
PMT of DET-4 is fitted by multiple PE and LG SPE. The
SPE mean value resulting from the fitting is 572.8ADC and
the fraction of LG is about 6.8%.

the LG SPEs can be isolated with simple height threshold
discrimination depending on PMTs. If we can improve
LG SPE reconstruction method from the pedestal, which
can be easily improved by accounting shape of the iso-
lated cluster, the effective light yield can be enhanced. In
this reason, we account light yields of the NaI(Tl) crys-
tals for both without LG SPEs and with LG SPEs as
presented in Table I.

The measured light yields of the NaI(Tl) crystals used
in the NEON experiment show mostly above 22PEs/keV
although we do not account LG SPEs. If we can recon-
struct 100% of LG SPEs, this yield effectively increase
to above 23.5PEs/keV. The maximum light yield is mea-
sured with DET-2 as a 25.6±1.1PEs/keV without LG
SPEs and 27.8±1.4PEs/keV with LG SPEs. The light
yields of each crystals are monitored using the internal
peaks of 210Pb decay and stable light yields over one year
operation are observed as one can see n Fig. 7. This light
yield is well above our initial assumption to achieve more
than 3-σ sensitivity for CEνNS observation discussed in
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Detector Mass size Light yield Light yield
w/o LG w/ LG

(kg) (inch, D×L) (PEs/keV) (PEs/keV)
DET-1 1.67 3× 4 22.0±0.4 25.3±0.6
DET-2 3.34 3× 8 25.6±1.1 27.8±1.4
DET-3 1.65 3× 4 21.8±0.5 23.3±0.9
DET-4 3.34 3× 8 23.7±0.4 25.4±0.7
DET-5 3.35 3× 8 22.4±0.5 23.6±0.8
DET-6 3.35 3× 8 25.0±0.5 27.9±0.7

TABLE I. The light yields of the NEON detector were cal-
culated using two methods. The first method involved using
the SPE mean, taking into account only NG SPEs. The sec-
ond method, on the other hand, consider LG SPEs to account
light yield.

Ref. [33]

FIG. 7. The DET-4 light yield monitoring while receiving
physics data. The colored periods in the figure indicate peri-
ods when data collection was interrupted due to power out-
ages and breakdown of high-voltage modules. The light yield
of the detectors did not decrease over time during the period
of receiving physics data, indicating that the new encapsula-
tion design was stable enough to maintain the light yield.

CONCLUSION

In the article, we introduce a new NaI(Tl) crystal en-
capsulation for the NEON experiment. High light yield
up to 25.6PEs/keV for a large-size NaI(Tl) crystal with a
dimension of 3-inch diameter and 8-inch long cylindrical
shape is maintained for approximately one year physics
operation. This may allow us to anticipate CEνNS ob-
servation with reactor antielectron neutrinos from the
NEON experiment. Similar technique is now applied for
the upgrade of the COSINE-100 experiment to enhance
light collection efficiency. This encapsulation technique
can be applicable for the next generation dark matter

search and CEνNS experiments using the NaI(Tl) crys-
tals.
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