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Abstract

We herein report on the calculation of thermoluminescence (TL) kinetic pa-
rameters determined from the TL emission of synthetic GdAlO3 (GAO)
phosphors prepared by the co-precipitation method. The sample, charac-
terized by means of X-ray diffraction with an orthorhombic phase structure
(space group Pnma (62), shows complex glow curves consisting of at least
four groups of components peaked at 100, 140, 240, and 290 °C where the
two lower overlapped temperature peaks are difficult to identify using the
TM-Tstop. The coexistence of both a continuum in the trap distribution
(linked to the lower temperature peaks) and a discrete trap system (associ-
ated with the components at temperatures higher than 200 °C) can be dis-
tinguished. The estimation of the TL kinetic parameters is performed using
GlowFit, TLAnal, the spreadsheet Origin, Computing Glow Curve Decon-
volution (CGCD), and various heating rate (VHR) methods. However, only
CGCD appears as the suitable technique for such purpose since it provides
information on the TL physical process supported by mathematical models
based on a linear combination of functions related to the First Order Kinetic
approach.
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1. Introduction

Gadolinium aluminate (GdAlO3, GAO-) is a ceramic material that falls
within the ABO3 perovskite system, renowned for its remarkable optical,
mechanical, and stable physical-chemical properties [1, 2, 3]. Given these
attributes, GAO finds versatile applications, serving as an optical matrix
material [4, 5, 6, 7, 8], scintillator [9, 10], thermometric material, and re-
inforcement material in composite materials [11, 12, 13, 14]. Furthermore,
its luminescent properties make it a promising candidate for potential use in
dosimetry [15, 16]. GAO exhibits various types of defects, including intrinsic,
extrinsic, and structural, all of which play pivotal roles in luminescence.

Thus, intrinsic defects within the crystal lattice of GAO, such as vacan-
cies, interstitials, and antisites, play a crucial role in thermoluminescence
by acting as traps for charges induced by ionizing radiation. This intimate
relationship between the material’s structure and its luminescent behavior is
evident in how these defects capture the charges generated by radiation, hold-
ing them until they recombine with holes within the material. Understanding
this trapping and recombination dynamics is essential for comprehending the
light emission in the thermoluminescent process, thus directly linking GAO’s
crystal structure and its luminescent response.

Intrinsic defects within the crystal lattice of GAO result from deviations
from ideal stoichiometry, manifesting as vacancies (absence of Gd and Al sub-
lattices), interstitials (presence of atoms occupying interstitial sites within the
GAO lattice, potentially involving Gd, Al, or O atoms), and antisites (e.g.,
the substitution of Gd atoms for Al atoms or vice versa, leading to local disor-
der within the crystal structure) [17, 18]. Extrinsic defects, introduced during
GAO synthesis, typically include impurities, dopants, and vacancies resulting
from non-stoichiometric composition. Additionally, structural defects deviate
from the ideal GAO structure, primarily comprising grain boundaries (inter-
faces between neighboring crystalline grains in polycrystalline GAO samples,
potentially acting as barriers to electron transport), dislocations (deviations
from the ideal crystal lattice structure occurring during crystal growth or
as a result of mechanical deformation), and stacking faults (deviations from
the regular stacking sequence of atomic planes within the crystal lattice)
[19, 20, 21]. These defects serve as traps for the negative charges induced by
ionizing radiation, which remain trapped until recombining with holes, also
possibly hosted within defects within the material [22, 23].

The electron-hole recombination results in radiative emission, leading to
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TL emission. The wavelength of the photon emission depends on the type of
defect hosting each trapped charge, as different defects may possess varying
activation energies (Ea) for emission. These kinetic parameters, including
the activation energy (Ea), frequency factor (s), and kinetic order (b), can
be mathematically determined using various methods based on the shape of
experimental TL curves, peak position, and glow intensity [24, 25]. However,
each method employed for estimating TL kinetic parameters has its own set
of advantages and limitations.

GlowFit provides a user-friendly interface for fitting TL curves and offers
flexibility in selecting fitting models and parameters [26]. However, it may
lack advanced features for handling complex TL glow curves with overlapping
peaks and is limited in handling non-standard TL glow curve shapes. TLAnal
allows comprehensive analysis capabilities for TL glow curves, including de-
convolution and parameter determination; however, it is not user-friendly
due to the complexity of the software interface and analytical techniques
[27, 28, 29]. The spreadsheet Origin enables customized data analysis and
visualization using a familiar spreadsheet interface and extensive plotting
and graphing capabilities for presenting TL data. However, it is limited in
performing complex mathematical modeling and parameter fitting compared
to dedicated TL analysis software, and it does not consider the physical pro-
cesses leading to the TL mechanism [30, 31].

The Various Heating Rate (VHR) method allows the investigation of ki-
netic parameters under different heating rate conditions, offering insights into
the underlying TL mechanisms [33]. However, it requires careful experimen-
tal design and data interpretation to account for heating rate effects. It may
give rise to wrong estimations of TL kinetic parameters due to experimental
artifacts or uncertainties in heating rate calibration. Peak Shape provides
information on the distribution and characteristics of TL peaks, such as peak
width, symmetry, and asymmetry. It allows the identification of peak compo-
nents and peak purity assessment [34]. However, the interpretation of peak
shape may be subjective and influenced by experimental factors, and it may
require complex mathematical modeling and analysis to extract information
from complex peak shapes. Finally, Computing Glow Curve Deconvolution
(CGCD) is designed for deconvolution and analysis of TL glow curves, partic-
ularly those with overlapping peaks. It provides well-defined algorithms for
extracting kinetic parameters from complex TL data [28, 35, 36]. Although
this method requires expertise in TL analysis techniques and software opera-
tion, CGCD is the most suitable method for assessing TL kinetic parameters
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since it supports the physical processes producing TL glow peaks with math-
ematical models based on a linear combination of functions.

This study analyzes the TL kinetic parameters derived from the TL
emission of synthetic GdAlO3 phosphors synthesized via the co-precipitation
method. These TL kinetic parameters are estimated using GlowFit, TLAnal,
the spreadsheet Origin, CGCD, and VHR methods.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. Synthesis and Structural Characterization

The co-precipitation method was employed to synthesize GAO powders.
Starting materials included Al(NO3)3·9H2O (98.7% J.T. Baker) and Gd2O3

(99.9%, Alfa Aesar), which were weighed in stoichiometric ratios to ensure
proper stoichiometry. The precipitation occurred under constant stirring
and pH control using ammonia water. The precursor underwent washing
and filtration following a specific duration until gel formation was achieved.
Subsequently, the gel underwent calcination at various temperatures.

The synthesized powders underwent X-ray diffraction (XRD) analysis in
the second stage. X-ray diffraction patterns were obtained using a D8 Ad-
vance device from Bruker, utilizing Cu–Kalpha radiation with a wavelength
of 1.541. The analysis spanned a 2theta range from 20° to 70° with a time
step of 0.6 s.

TL glow curve emission was recorded using a Lexsyg Smart TL/OSL
reader system from Freiberg Instruments, featuring an internal 90Sr/90Y beta
source with a dose rate of 110 mGy/s. Prior to TL measurements, powders
were weighed at 40 µg per aliquot, with two aliquots used for each mea-
surement. Experimental data collection involved linear heating at a rate of
2°C/s from room temperature up to 350°C in a nitrogen atmosphere, except
for variations in heating rates during the VHR experiment.

2.2. Thermoluminescence glow curve analysis

The TL glow curves were investigated through a series of TL methods
summarized as follows.

2.2.1. Tm − Tstop Method

Two methods exist to separate overlapping TL peaks that occur due to
the proximity of a series of single trap levels or continuously distributed trap
levels. The first method involves a pre-heating treatment up to a stopping

4



temperature (Tstop) before detecting a TL curve [32, 33]. The second method
is based on exciting samples at different temperatures (Texc) and recording
the TL curve between starting and ending temperatures [13]. This approach
allows for the identification of additional peaks beneath a complex peak in
the TL glow curve. These changes may include shifts in the position of the
emission peaks, changes in the intensity of the peaks, and alterations in the
overall shape of the curve. Studying these changes can identify and charac-
terize the different TL emission peaks, allowing them to better understand
the underlying properties and processes in the material under study.

Experimental data were collected using 13.2 Gy beta irradiation with
a heating rate of 10 °C/s until the Tstop temperature was reached. The
method was repeated to generate a plot of TM vs. Tstop, increasing Tstop

from 50°C to 270°C in 10°C increments. Moreover, employing these methods
provided specific information about the TL material characteristics, such
as the number of contributions and the characteristics of each distribution
(localized or continuous trapped electron distributions).

2.2.2. Glow Curve Computational Methods

In recent decades, researchers have widely employed various Glow Curve
Computational Methods (GCCM) tools to fit experimental measurements
and to isolate individual glow peaks in the TL glow curve using the decon-
volution method [6, 34, 35]. These tools are instrumental in obtaining the
kinetic parameters for each peak comprising the entire TL curve.

GCCM tools use various algorithms to decompose TL glow curves into
their individual components. Among the most commonly used algorithms are
curve fitting methods, which model the shape of the brightness curve using
mathematical functions such as the least squares method, the weighted least
squares method, and the nonlinear regression method.

The methodologies utilized can be summarized as follows. Below are some
of the GCCM utilized in this study.

GlowFit. In this study, the GlowFit analysis software, introduced in 2006
[35], was utilized for fitting TL glow curves of GAO. The curve fitting
methods employed by GlowFit include techniques such as the least squares
method, weighted least squares method, and nonlinear regression. These
methods aim to find the optimal combination of kinetic model parameters
that minimize the difference between the experimental TL curves and those
predicted by the model.
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where I(T ) represents the intensity of TL emission at temperature T , IM
is the maximum intensity of TL emission, E is the trap centers’ activation
energy, k is the Boltzmann constant, TM is the temperature associated with
the maximum emission intensity, and α(x) is a function with constant values
generated by the program, defined by:

α(x) = 1− a0 + a1x+ a2x
2 + a3x

3 + x4

b0 + b1x+ b2x2 + b3x3 + x4
. (2)

This equation describes the TL emission rate as a function of temper-
ature and other kinetic parameters related to trap centers in the material.
Therefore, this method compares the kinetic parameters obtained with those
derived from other methods.

TLAnal. TLAnal, a program based on the general order model [26, 32, 39],
provides a robust fitting procedure. This software, referred to as the General
Approximation model, operates under the assumption that the free carrier
concentration in the conduction band and its rate of change are significantly
smaller than those of the trapped carrier concentration. Two minimization
methods were employed for fitting: the Hessian and simplex methods [36].

The Hessian method utilizes information about a function’s second deriva-
tives to rapidly converge to an optimum [55]. In contrast, the simplex method
broadly explores the search space and does not require derivative information
[56]. Both methods are widely employed in optimization and curve-fitting
problems.

TLOrigin. The TLOrigin algorithm is designed for use within Microsoft Ex-
cel spreadsheets. It employs various curve-fitting methods, including weighted
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where f(E) is the expression for the trapped electron density, which can
be written in different forms depending on the distribution of traps. For
a continuous trap distribution, f(E) can be expressed as an exponential
Gaussian shape:

f(E) =
1√
2πσ

exp

(
−(E − E0)

2

2σ2

)
, (4)

or

f(E) =
1

σ
exp

(
−E − E0

σ

)
, (5)

where E0 is the mean trap energy, and σ is the standard deviation of the
trap energies.

In the case of a localized trap distribution, f(E) can be expressed using
the Dirac delta function:

f(E) = δ(E − E0) (6)

which indicates that the trapped electron density is concentrated at a single
energy level E0. This means that all trapped electrons have the same energy
E0, with no spread or variation in energy levels. In physical terms, this
localized trap distribution represents a situation where only one type of trap
has a specific, well-defined energy level E0. This is in contrast to a continuous
trap distribution where the trap energies can vary over a range.

All fittings are performed using the Levenberg-Marquardt algorithm [57,
58, 27], in order to obtain the kinetic parameters E, s, and b from the original
TL glow curve of the sample beta-irradiated at an absorbed dose of 13.2 Gy,
using any of the previously mentioned mathematical models. The kinetic
parameters obtained for each peak at this irradiation dose are presented
in Table 1. To compare the quality of the computational fittings, we also
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measured the FOM according to equation [46]:

FOM[%] =
n∑

i=1

∣∣∣∣yi − ŷi
A

∣∣∣∣× 100%, (7)

where yi are the experimental values, ŷi are the corresponding fitted values,
A is the area of the fitted glow curve, and n is the number of fitted data
points.

2.2.3. Peak Shape Method

Grossweiner [59] established the first peak shape approach for first-order
peaks, defining:

E = 1.51
kTmT1

τ
, (8)

where Tm is the temperature at maximum intensity, T1 is the temperature
at half maximum intensity on the low-temperature side, and τ = Tm − T1.
Lushchik [60] further developed this method, using the high-temperature
half-width δ = T2 − T1 for first-order peaks:

E = k
T 2
m

δ
, (9)

and for second-order peaks:

E = 2k
T 2
m

δ
. (10)

The method used here is based on the modification of the equation for
Chen [47], which is used to verify trapping parameters within the crystal. The
following shape parameters are determined using points depicted in Figure
1: total half-intensity width (ω = T2 − T1), high-temperature half-width
(δ = T2 − Tm), and low-temperature half-width (τ = Tm − T1), where Tm is
the peak temperature at maximum intensity, and T1 and T2 are temperatures
on either side of Tm corresponding to half peak intensity. These parameters
help calculate the kinetic parameters E, s, and b.

The order of kinetics (b) is determined by calculating the glow peak’s
symmetry factor (µ), using the known shape parameters:

µg =
T2 − TM

T2 − T1

(11)
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The activation energy (E) was calculated using the Chen equations, pro-
viding the trap depth in terms of τ , δ, and ω. A general formula for E was
given by Chen [47] as follows:

Eα = Cα

(
kT 2

M

δ

)
− bα(2kTM), (12)

where

Cτ = 1.510 + 3.0(µg − 0.42) bτ = 1.580 + 4.2(µg − 0.42)

Cδ = 0.976 + 7.3(µg − 0.42) bδ = 0

Cω = 2.520 + 10.2(µg − 0.42) bω = 1

(13)

The symmetry factor of the geometric shape, µg =
δ
ω
, indicates the order

of the TL glow peak. If µg = 0.42, the TL glow peak is first order; if
µg = 0.52, it is second order.

The frequency factor s can be calculated using the following equation:

s =
βE

kT 2
M

exp

(
E

kTM

)
[1 + (b− 1)∆M ]−1 (14)

where β is the heating rate, k is the Boltzmann constant, and ∆M is the
peak width parameter.

The Peak Shape Method is used to determine the kinetic parameters of
thermoluminescent peaks by analyzing their shape. However, when the TL
glow curves exhibit a high degree of overlap between peaks, the application
of this method becomes problematic. The difficulty in distinguishing indi-
vidual peaks compromises the precision in the identification of their char-
acteristics and, therefore, the kinetic parameters. Consequently, the Peak
Shape Method will be analyzed in this study solely for comparative purposes
with other methods. While this method offers a straightforward approach
to determining kinetic parameters based on the shape of TL glow peaks,
it may not be suitable for curves with highly overlapping components. By
including this method in the analysis, the study aims to highlight its limita-
tions and contrast its effectiveness with more advanced techniques, ensuring
a comprehensive evaluation of the kinetic parameters.

2.2.4. Various Heating Rate Method

The method of various heating rates VHR for evaluating the activation
energy of a TL glow peak is based on the expression of first-order kinetics
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Temperature (K)

Intensity (a.u.)

Tm

T1 T2
ω

δτ

Im

Im/2

Figure 1: Schematic representation of a thermoluminescence (TL) glow curve. The peak
intensity (Im) and half maximum intensity (Im/2) are indicated, along with the temper-
atures at these points: Tm (the temperature at maximum intensity), T1 (the temperature
at half maximum on the low-temperature side), and T2 (the temperature at half maximum
on the high-temperature side). The parameters τ , δ, and ω represent the low-temperature
half-width, high-temperature half-width, and total half-width, respectively.

introduced by Randall and Wilkins [49]. This method relates the linear
heating rate (β) to the maximum intensity in the TL glow peak. Although
VHR methods were initially developed for first-order glow peaks only [34],
they can be used to determine activation energy regardless of the kinetic
order and yield good results in more general situations [47, 48].

The position of the glow peak temperature Tm is obtained by differen-
tiating the Randall-Wilkins equation with respect to temperature T , given
by:

βE

kT 2
M

= s exp

(
− E

kTM

)
. (15)

Applying natural logarithms to the last equation, we can rewrite it as
follows:

ln

(
β

kT 2
M

)
= ln

( s

E

)
− E

kTM

(16)

A linear relationship is established between ln
(

β
kT 2

M

)
and 1

TM
, where the

activation energy (in eV ) of each peak can be obtained from the slope. This
relationship has been demonstrated in TL glow curves measured using dif-
ferent heating rates [33].

The activation energy derived from TM for two different heating rates is
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given by [36]:

E = k

(
TM1 · TM2

TM1 − TM2

)
ln

[
β1

β2

(
TM2

TM1

)2
]
, (17)

where TM1 and TM2 are the maximum peak temperatures corresponding to
heating rates β1 and β2. The frequency factor s can be calculated using the
following equation:

s =
E

k
exp

TM2 ln
(

T 2
M2

β2

)
− TM1 ln

(
T 2
M1

β1

)
TM1 − TM2

 . (18)

To analyze TL glow curves using this technique, TL measurements were
collected, and VHR experiments were conducted, as shown in Figure 2. The
TL glow curves were obtained with various VHRs in the range of 1°C/s to
20°C/s for 13.2 Gy beta irradiation.

Figure 2: Thermoluminescence glow curves of GdAlO3 after being exposed to 13.2 Gy
beta radiation using different heating rate values (0.5 – 10 K/s).

3. Results

3.1. X-ray diffraction Analysis

The structural characteristics of GdAlO3 powders were analyzed using
XRD, as shown in Figure 3. The XRD pattern reveals that the sample ex-
hibits a single-phase structure consistent with the standard JPCDS card no.
48-0310, corresponding to an orthorhombic crystal structure in the Pnma
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(62) space group. The prominent (132) and (231) diffraction peaks are nar-
row and sharp, indicating good crystallization characteristics of the prepared
sample. These sharp peaks suggest a well-defined crystalline structure, con-
firming the successful synthesis of GdAlO3 powders via the co-precipitation
method.

Figure 3: X-ray diffraction pattern of GdAlO3 powders. The diffraction peaks corre-
spond to an orthorhombic crystal structure in the Pnma (62) space group, consistent with
JPCDS Card No. 48-0310. The narrow and sharp (132) and (231) peaks indicate good
crystallization characteristics.

3.2. TL Glow Curve and Peaks Characterization

The TL glow curve obtained from GdAlO3 powders previously exposed
to beta radiation at a dose of 13.2 Gy is presented in Figure 4. The TL
glow curve shows well-defined peaks under beta irradiation. The curve is
dominated by a main TL peak near 140°C, with two additional low-intensity
peaks observed at higher temperatures (246°C and approximately 300°C).
The TL glow curve was collected by heating the sample up to 350°C at a
rate of 10°C/s after beta irradiation.

A TL material can be characterized by analyzing its TL glow curves
(Figure 4). However, it is essential to use a coherent mathematical model that
links the glow curves with the number and type of contributions (localized
or continuous) and their corresponding kinetic approach. The TMax − TStop

method becomes fundamental to achieve this.
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Figure 4: TL glow curve of GdAlO3 powders exposed to beta radiation at 13.2 Gy. The
curve features a dominant peak near 140°C and two lower-intensity peaks at 246°C and
300°C. The sample was heated up to 350°C at a rate of 10°C/s after beta irradiation.

3.3. TMax − TStop results

The TMax − TStop results, shown in Figure 5, indicate the presence of at
least three distinct contributions to the thermoluminescence glow curve. This
means that the glow curve is composed of multiple overlapping peaks, each
corresponding to different types of trapped electrons within the material.

The first contribution is associated with a continuous distribution of
trapped electrons. This suggests that electrons are trapped in a broad range
of energy levels, leading to a more spread-out glow peak.

The last two contributions, on the other hand, are compatible with local-
ized distributions of trapped electrons. This implies that these peaks arise
from specific, discrete energy levels where electrons are trapped, resulting in
sharper, more defined peaks in the glow curve.

A mathematical model based on a linear combination of at least three
peaks is employed to accurately fit the experimental TL data. This model
follows the First-Order Kinetic approach, which helps identify and quantify
the different contributions to the overall glow curve.

3.4. Deconvolution Results

The deconvolution method is one of the most efficient mathematical tech-
niques for obtaining all kinetic parameters related to each contribution com-
prising the entire TL glow curve, especially when these contributions exhibit
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where the mathematical functions are related to equations (??), (4),
(5), and (6). Figure 6(A) shows the results obtained using this decon-
volution method.

2. GlowFit. This free software implements a mathematical model based
on a linear combination of five functions related to the General Order
Kinetics approach. Figure 6(B) shows the results obtained using this
deconvolution method.

3. TLANal. This uses a mathematical model similar to the previous
one, but the peak centered at 246°C is divided into two contributions.
This division is justified by the shape of the TL glow curve, suggesting
overlapping peaks that require separate components for a more accurate
fit. Figure 6(C) shows the results obtained using this deconvolution
method.

4. SpreadSheet Origin software. This uses a mathematical model
similar to the previous ones. Figure 6(D) shows the results obtained
using this deconvolution method. The differences observed between the
values of the kinetic parameters obtained when fitting experimental
curves using deconvolution methods (Table 1) are within the range
of the degeneration of the merit function used for the evaluation [?
]. These discrepancies will be amplified by using different numerical
methods implemented by each application to perform said adjustment,
whose common characteristic is their convergence to low FOM.

The deconvolution results shown in Figure 6 demonstrate the high poten-
tial of numerical fitting methods, which converge towards a solution almost
independently of the mathematical model used. Therefore, it is impera-
tive to correlate the mathematical model with other techniques. One of the
most clarifying techniques in this context is the TMax − TStop method. The
TMax − TStop method (Figure 5) shows that the mathematical model must
be based on at least three components, each with corresponding analyti-
cal functions of at least three variables (E, Tm, Im). If the adjustments to
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Figure 5: TMax − TStop results of the glow curves of GdAlO3 obtained using a heating
rate of 2 K/s. The results show the presence of at least three distinct contributions: the
first is related to a continuous distribution of trapped electrons, indicating a broad range
of energy levels, while the last two are compatible with localized distributions, suggesting
discrete energy levels.

the experimental data are made using linear combinations by adding more
expressions, the zones of degeneration increase in size, and the numerical
method risks falling into these regions.

Although the TMax − TStop results show at least three components, the
first contribution overlaps. Thus, the mathematical model best linked to
the TMax − TStop results is represented by Equation (??), as the contribu-
tions related to the low-temperature area show a continuous electron trap
structure.

The analysis of the experimental results focuses on the activation energy
value E of the prominent peaks, as determined by the computational meth-
ods summarized in Table 1, followed by the analysis of the frequency factor
s. Significant disparities have emerged in the E values derived from differ-
ent methodologies. Acknowledging that the peak shape and VHR methods
exhibit exceptionally high sensitivity to overlapping distributions is crucial.
Consequently, caution must be exercised when considering the results for
peaks 1 and 2 due to this sensitivity. In this case, only a deconvolution study
can provide optimal results. However, the E values still show significant dif-
ferences, indicating that mathematical models are essential for developing an
exhaustive deconvolution fitting.
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Figure 6: Fitted experimental TL glow curves of the TL glow peaks of GdAlO3, irradiated
with 13.6 Gy of beta radiation, using (A) CGDC, (B) GlowFit, (C) TLAnal, and (D)
TLOrigin.

3.5. Various Heating Rate Method

Kinetic parameter values obtained using VHR techniques can be strongly
altered in TL Glow curves with many overlapping components. This explains
the substantial deviation in the activation energy value of peak 3 compared to
the average values obtained by other analysis techniques (Table 1). Similarly,
although less pronounced, it is observed in the values obtained for peak 5
using VHR.

With increasing heating rates, the TL glow curves of undoped GAO phos-
phor shift to higher temperature values. This shift is illustrated in Figure
2, which shows the changes in the TL glow curves with varying heating
rates. The temperature lag effect, mentioned in numerous studies, explains
the discrepancies in the locations of the maximum peak temperatures (TM)
[35, 27, 47]. Considering the data, it is essential to account for the tempera-
ture lag effect.

Based on the shape of the TL peak, several expressions have been derived
to estimate the activation energy [50, 51, 52]. These methods are crucial for
obtaining the activation energy E (eV) by considering the position of the
glow peak as heating rates increase [53, 54]. These data were used to derive
the activation energy and frequency factor values for TL glow signals at both
the lowest and highest temperatures.
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4. Discussion

The TL glow curves of GdAlO3 irradiated with 13.6 Gy of beta radiation
have been analyzed using various computational methods to obtain kinetic
parameters. The results of these analyses are summarized in Table 1.

The deconvolution results reveal that each method offers distinct advan-
tages and reveals different aspects of GAO’s TL behavior.

The GlowFit method yields relatively high activation energies (E) and
frequency factors (s) across all peaks. This method is particularly useful for
identifying high-energy traps but may overestimate these values due to its
sensitivity to overlapping peaks. The high E and s values indicate deep traps
with high recombination rates, consistent with the main TL peak observed
around 140°C.

The TLAnal method shows significantly lower activation energy for Peak
1 compared to GlowFit, suggesting that it may be better at resolving shallow
traps. The TLA method’s frequency factors are also quite varied, indicating
that this method can more effectively differentiate between traps of differ-
ent depths. This variability is crucial for understanding GAO’s complete
trapping and recombination process.

The TLOrigin results are intermediate between GlowFit and TLA, offer-
ing a balanced view of shallow and deep traps. This method provides a good
compromise, showing moderate activation energies and frequency factors. It
demonstrates the importance of using multiple methods to comprehensively
understand the TL properties.

The Peak Shape methods (τ , δ, ω) show consistent results for Peak 1,
with lower activation energies compared to GlowFit and TLOrigin but higher
than TLA. These methods are highly sensitive to the shape of the glow curves
and are particularly useful for identifying the symmetry and width of the TL
peaks. The consistent results across different peak shape methods indicate
the reliability of these techniques in analyzing the symmetry and geometrical
properties of the TL peaks.

The VHR method shows the lowest activation energy for Peak 1, indicat-
ing its high sensitivity to shallow traps. However, the method’s effectiveness
diminishes with higher-order peaks due to its reliance on heating rate varia-
tions, which can introduce anomalies and errors in the presence of overlapping
peaks.

The CGDC method provides a comprehensive analysis by resolving over-
lapping peaks and distinguishing between continuous and localized trap dis-
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tributions. The deconvolution results from CGDC indicate multiple contri-
butions to the TL glow curves, with distinct activation energies and frequency
factors for each peak. This method’s ability to handle complex glow curves
makes it particularly suitable for materials like GAO, where multiple trap-
ping sites and recombination processes coexist.

In summary, the results from different methods highlight the complex-
ity of the TL behavior in GAO. The variation in activation energies and
frequency factors across methods underscores the need for a multi-faceted
approach to TL analysis. The CGDC method stands out due to its robust
handling of overlapping peaks and detailed resolution of kinetic parameters.
However, each method contributes unique insights, and their combined use
provides a more comprehensive understanding of the TL properties of GAO.
This comprehensive analysis is crucial for optimizing the material’s applica-
tions in dosimetry and other fields.

The TMax−TStop results support these findings by demonstrating at least
three distinct contributions, with the first related to a continuous distribution
of trapped electrons and the last two corresponding to localized distributions.
The sensitivity of peak shape and VHR methods to overlapping distributions
necessitates caution when interpreting these results, particularly for peaks 1
and 2. The deconvolution study, particularly through the CGDC method,
provides a more accurate and detailed understanding of the activation ener-
gies and trapping mechanisms, highlighting the importance of mathematical
models in the exhaustive fitting of TL glow curves.

These findings underscore the importance of using a combination of com-
putational methods to fully characterize the TL properties of GAO. By lever-
aging the strengths of each method, a more accurate and detailed picture of
the material’s trapping and recombination processes can be achieved, which
is essential for its effective application in various scientific fields.

5. Conclusions

The study demonstrates that both computational and conventional meth-
ods can be effectively applied to analyze individual energy peaks of different
kinetic models. By subtracting the residual signal and accurately tracing the
initial guess values of kinetic parameters, the fitting of TL glow curves can
be optimized for speed and accuracy.

The observed increase in TL intensity with higher heating rates highlights
the temperature lag effect. The TMax − TStop method was employed to un-
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derstand the behavior of the TL maximum position, showing that its values
increased with higher stopping temperatures. This indicates the presence of
a quasi-continuous distribution of trapping centers.

Although a TL Glow curve generated by a continuum of traps can po-
tentially be fitted using a quasi-continuous model, the advantage of using
expressions associated with first-order kinetics with continuous trap distri-
butions lies in their comparative simplicity. Quasi-stationary models employ
linear combinations of functions with at least three parameters per function,
while continuous trap distributions require only a single analytical expression
to define their width.

Furthermore, a comprehensive characterization of thermoluminescent ma-
terials can be achieved by analyzing their TL glow curves. Estimation of TL
kinetic parameters can be performed using various mathematical models,
including GlowFit, TLAnal, and the spreadsheet Origin. Among these, the
CGCD method emerged as the most suitable technique for the current study.
CGCD provided a detailed description of the TL physical process, supported
by mathematical models based on a linear combination of functions related
to the First Order Kinetic approach.

The study’s findings underscore the importance of using a combination
of methods to fully characterize the TL properties of GdAlO3 phosphors.
The variation in activation energies and frequency factors across different
methods emphasizes the need for a multi-faceted approach to TL analysis.
The CGCD method, in particular, proved effective in resolving overlapping
peaks and providing detailed kinetic parameters, offering significant insights
into the trapping and recombination processes within the material.

Overall, this research contributes to a deeper understanding of the TL
properties of GdAlO3 phosphors and demonstrates the value of advanced de-
convolution techniques in thermoluminescence analysis. Future work should
continue to explore and refine these methods, incorporating machine learning
algorithms to potentially enhance the accuracy and precision of TL charac-
terization in various scientific and technological fields.
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