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Abstract 

  

Fast emitting polymeric scintillators are requested in advanced applications where high-speed 

detectors with large signal-to-noise ratio are needed. However, their low density implies a weak 

stopping power of high energy radiations, thus a limited light output and sensitivity. To enhance their 

performances, polymeric scintillators can be loaded with dense nanoparticles (NPs). We investigate 

the properties of a series of polymeric scintillators by means of photoluminescence and scintillation 

spectroscopy, comparing standard scintillators with a composite system loaded with dense hafnium 

dioxide (HfO2) NPs. The nanocomposite shows a scintillation yield enhancement of +100% with 

unchanged time response. We provide for the first time an interpretation of this effect, pointing out 

the local effect of NPs in the generation of emissive states upon interaction with the ionizing radiation. 

The obtained results indicate that coupling of fast conjugated emitters with optically inert dense NPs 

could allow to surpass the actual limits of pure polymeric scintillators. 
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Fast and highly emissive plastic scintillators, usually made of a polymeric scintillating matrix that 

host a fluorescent dye, are requested for many advanced applications where high signal-to-noise ratio 

is required in a short time window. For example, to detect high rate events avoiding pile up in high 

energy physics experiments at the energy and intensity frontiers to face the challenges of 

unprecedented event rate and severe radiation environment,1,2,3 or to quickly acquire high quality 

image at low dose in medical applications as in the time-of-flight positron emission tomography 

(TOF-PET) imaging technique, where tents of picoseconds time resolutions are desired.1,4-6 

Unfortunately, their low density results a low stopping power of high energy radiation and their  

scintillation light yield 𝜙𝐿𝑌, defined as the ratio between the number of emitted photons and the 

energy deposited in the system, is lower than the one of best inorganic scintillators (Supporting 

Information, Table 1). This results in a detrimental reduction of the emitted light output and 

consequently of the detector sensitivity, especially in the case where small sensors are required.7  

A common strategy to improve their 𝜙𝐿𝑌 is the use of wavelength shifting dyes, which harvest 

more efficiently the energy deposited in the host matrix by the ionizing radiation and populate the 

final emitters through several energy transfer processes.8 The emitters can be therefore used at low 

concentration, releasing from self-absorption problems with beneficial consequences on the light 

output. However, due to the multiple energy transfer steps involved, this strategy could result in a 

delay of the scintillation time response detrimental for fast applications. On the other hand, the use 

of hybrid organic/inorganic compounds 9,10,11,12,13 or the loading of polymeric hosts with optically 

inert dense nanoparticles (NPs) are alternative approaches recently proposed to enhance the stopping 

power of liquid and polymeric conjugated scintillators.14-19,20-23 In principle, the presence of dense 

NPs including high atomic number Z element would affect indeed both the Compton and the 

photoelectric interactions,24 because the interaction probability with high energy photons, such as X-

rays and -rays, quickly increases with the effective material electronic density and the effective Z 

value. Rather than to create luminescence centers, the role of these inorganic fillers is therefore to 

enhance the efficacy of the transformation of the absorbed energy into electronic excitations, which 

will then be transferred through non-radiative mechanisms to the final emitter.25,26 In particular, NPs-

loaded composites scintillators show a composition-dependent behavior,27,28,29 and trade-off 

conditions that maximize the 𝜙𝐿𝑌 can be found. 30, 31 However, a clear explanation of the effect that 

correlates the presence of NPs with the scintillation performance is still under debate.  

In order to point out the mechanism behind the 𝜙𝐿𝑌 enhancement observed in composite 

systems, we investigate here the properties of a model polymeric scintillator based on atactic 

polystyrene (PS) and doped with the scintillating dye 1,4-bis(5-phenyloxazol-2-yl) benzene 

(POPOP).32 The system has been modified firstly in a traditional way by adding the standard energy 

harvesting scintillating dye p-terphenyl (TP). In the second case, we loaded it with high density 

hafnium dioxide (HfO2) nanoparticles (NP,  = 9.68 g cm-3) - already employed to enhanced the 

sensitivity of liquid and hybrid scintillators as well as radiosensitizers in cancer treatment - 15,33-36 to 

obtain a composite material. The scintillation mechanism has been modelled considering the yield of 

the energy transfer processes involved as a function of the dyes concentration, and comparatively 

studied by means of steady state and time resolved photoluminescence and scintillation spectroscopy. 

The scintillation enhancement of +100% achieved in the composite material, under both soft X-rays 

and -rays irradiation (see Supporting Information, SI, section 6), is comparable to the one obtained 

using the intermediate dye TP as energy harvester/transporter, but leaving unchanged the scintillator 

time response. Notably, this happens despite the average density of the material is substantially 

unchanged upon a low NPs loading. We provide a possible interpretation of this sensitization effect, 

based on the local effect of the presence of NPs in the radiation-matter interaction dynamics, which 



confirms that a finely controlled loading with optically inert dense NPs could be effective to control 

the properties of a new generation of fast polymeric scintillator and metascintillators. 

 Figure 1a depicts the absorption and photoluminescence spectra of the PS host matrix, of the 

POPOP and the TP scintillating conjugated dyes.8 The sample thickness is 1 mm (SI, section 2). The 

reference PS:POPOP scintillator contains 0.05% of weight fraction (%wt) of POPOP. The second 

full organic sample PS:TP:POPOP contains 0.6%wt of TP and 0.05%wt of POPOP. The 

nanocomposite sample PS:NP:POPOP contains 1%wt of NPs and 0.05%wt of POPOP. The NPs were 

prepared via photo-induced synthesis, based on the reaction of dissolved salts with products of water 

photolysis (SI, section 2).37 Powder X-rays diffraction and Raman experiments indicates that upon 

annealing at 1000 °C the NPs show a pure monoclinic crystalline phase with space group P21/c 

(Supporting Figs. S1-S3).38-40  

 

 
Figure 1.  (a) Absorption and photoluminescence (PL) spectra of PS, POPOP and TP in tetrahydrofuran diluted solution 

(10-6 M). (b) High resolution transmission electron spectroscopy (TEM) images of the synthesized HfO2 nanoparticles 

(NPs). (c) Digital pictures of the investigated plastic scintillators under daylight and UV excitation at 365 nm. The NUVIA 

logo is reproduced under permission, copyright@2024 Nuvia a.s. (d) PL spectra of the scintillator series under cw 

excitation at 340 nm. The inset shows the PL intensity decay in time recorded at 420 nm under pulsed excitation at 340 

nm (pulse width 500 ps). Solid lines are the fit of data with a single exponential decay function of characteristic decay 

time t. (e) High resolution TEM image of sample PS:NP:POPOP. The circles mark the loaded NPs. (f) Magnification of 

the blue larked area of panel e.  

 

The NPs show a negligible photoluminescence and radioluminescence (Fig.S5). Importantly, their 

size of 25 nm (Fig.1b and Fig.S1) is small enough to allow all the energy deposited by primary or 

secondary interactions with high energy radiations within the NPs to escape from the particle in the 

surrounding PS where they are dispersed (Fig. 1e,f).41 Under UV excitation all samples, except for 

the PS scintillator, emit blue light (Fig.1c). Figure 1d shows the photoluminescence spectra of the 

samples series investigated under direct excitation of POPOP molecules at 340 nm, where TP and PS 

are transparent. Given their low amount (1.6×10-7 M) and their wide bandgap, the NPs absorption is 

negligible at this wavelength (Fig.S6). The samples photoluminescence intensity is constant within 

the experimental uncertainty of ±10%. The POPOP emission lifetime  = 1.32 ns is identical in all 

samples (Fig.1d, inset) and matches the one in diluted solution.31 These findings demonstrate that 



upon direct optical excitation, the POPOP photoluminescence properties are preserved in the PS host, 

including its high photoluminescence quantum yield 𝜙𝑝𝑙 = 0.93.42-44  

 The photoluminescence efficiency is only one of the parameters that set the scintillation 

efficiency. Specifically, in a multicomponent material designed for sensitized scintillation, the 

scintillation emission intensity 𝐼𝑠𝑐𝑖𝑛𝑡 can be expressed as a function of the sensitizer and emitter 

concentration, 𝐶𝑆 and 𝐶𝐸, respectively, by  

 

𝐼𝑠𝑐𝑖𝑛𝑡(𝐶𝑆, 𝐶𝐸) ∝  𝜅𝜙𝐿𝑌(𝐶𝑆, 𝐶𝐸)  = 𝜅[𝑁𝜒(𝜀𝜙𝑆 + 𝜙𝐸)𝜙𝑝𝑙],     Eq. 1 

 

where 𝑁 is the number of charge carrier pairs generated in the material upon interaction with the 

ionizing radiation and 𝜅 is the instrumental detection efficiency. All the other parameters are 

efficiency indicators that varies from 0 to 1. The factor 𝜒 measures the conversion efficiency from 

plasma states of free charge carriers to optical photons, while the parameters 𝜙𝑆 and 𝜙𝐸  are the 

efficiencies of the energy harvesting ability of the sensitizer and emitter, respectively. Lastly, 𝜀 marks 

the efficiency of the energy transfer from excited sensitizers to emitters.27 As shown in Fig.2a, in the 

PS matrix the free charge carriers recombine to create an excimer state PSD* with emission peaked at 

320 nm.45, 46 The POPOP luminescence is activated by homo-molecular diffusion-mediated Förster 

energy transfer from PSD*, in agreement with the concentration of conjugated rings in the PS matrix 

(~10 M) that makes them by far the most effective charge capture center. Given the long PSD* lifetime 

𝜏𝑃𝑆
𝐷∗

 = 7 ns (Fig.S7), the diffusivity of PS excitons and the concentration of POPOP,47 the PS→POPOP 

energy transfer process occurs in the rapid diffusion limit. The corresponding total energy transfer 

rate 𝑘𝐹𝑠
𝑃𝑆→𝑃𝑂𝑃𝑂𝑃 is then given by  

 

𝑘𝐹𝑠
𝑃𝑆→𝑃𝑂𝑃𝑂𝑃 =

4𝜋(𝑅𝐹𝑠
𝑃𝑆→𝑃𝑂𝑃𝑂𝑃)

6
𝐶𝑃𝑂𝑃𝑂𝑃

3𝜏𝑃𝑆
𝐷∗

𝑎3
  ,    Eq. 2 

 

where 𝑎 = 1.1 nm is the minimum center-to-center distance between the PS conjugated ring and the 

POPOP molecule.48, 49 As shown in Fig.2b, the PS→ POPOP energy transfer efficiency calculated as  

 

𝜙𝐸𝑇
𝑃𝑆→𝑃𝑂𝑃𝑂𝑃 =

𝑘𝐹𝑠
𝑃𝑆→𝑃𝑂𝑃𝑂𝑃

𝑘𝑃𝑆+ 𝑘𝐹𝑠
𝑃𝑆→𝑃𝑂𝑃𝑂𝑃       Eq. 3 

 

reproduces the experimental data obtained as a function of the POPOP concentration (Fig.S8) by 

considering a Förster radius 𝑅𝐹𝑠
𝑃𝑆→𝑃𝑂𝑃𝑂𝑃= 3.2 nm, in agreement with the expected value of 2.8 nm 

calculated from the PS and POPOP emission and absorption properties (Fig.1a and SI, section 4).50 

This demonstrates that the excitation of POPOP by direct recombination of diffusing charges on the 

dye is a negligible pathway. This conclusion is further supported by looking at Fig. 2b showing the 

direct charge capture yield 𝜙𝑒−ℎ
⬚ . This efficiency, calculated considering a typical charge capture 

radius of 𝑅𝑒−ℎ
⬚ = 15 nm in a polymeric host,51,52 should be close to unit at POPOP concentration of 

10-6 M, far below the experimental condition where all the investigated samples contains 1.4×10-3 M 

of POPOP. At this concentration, the experiemental 𝜙𝐸𝑇
𝑃𝑆→𝑃𝑂𝑃𝑂𝑃 results 0.95, with a total transfer rate 

of 𝑘𝐹𝑠
𝑃𝑆→𝑃𝑂𝑃𝑂𝑃= 2.8 GHz derived from Eq.3. The system measured 𝜙𝐿𝑌 under soft X-rays is as high 

as 1340±250 ph MeV-1 (vide infra Fig.4a and SI).  

The classical strategy to improve 𝜙𝐿𝑌  for polymeric scintillators is to use a second 

scintillating dye as energy collector and transporter,53 to better harvest the deposited energy from the 

matrix while avoiding self-absorption effects. We opted here for the TP, whose absorption spectrum 

is resonant with the PSD* emission at 320 nm (Fig.1b) resulting a PS→TP Förster radius as large as 

𝑅𝐹𝑠
𝑃𝑆→𝑇𝑃= 16.2 nm (SI, section 4). The TP concentration in the sample is 2.7×10-2 M, which implies  



 
Figure 2.  (a) Sketch of the scintillation mechanism in standard polymeric scintillator composed by polystyrene (PS) as 

host for the scintillating dye POPOP (2.4×10-2 M). The diffusing charges generated upon interaction with the ionizing 

radiation recombine to form PS excimers, PSD* (step 1). The POPOP dyes are subsequently excited by non-radiative 

Förster energy transfer from the PSD* states (step 2). (b) Black lines show the calculated Forster energy transfer efficiency 

for different energy donor/acceptor pairs present in the sample investigated (PS:POPOP, PS:TP, TP:POPOP) as a function 

of the acceptor concentration. Black dots mark the efficiency of the PS→POPOP energy transfer measured a function of 

the POPOP concentration with has been fitted with Eq.3 using an interaction radius 𝑅𝐹𝑠
𝑃𝑆→𝑃𝑂𝑃𝑂𝑃= 3.2 nm. The green line 

shows the calculated charge capture yield as a function of the hafnia NPs concentration considering a charge capture 

radius of 𝑅𝑒−ℎ = 15 nm. The red vertical lines mark the POPOP, TP and NPs concentrations employed in the investigated 

samples for a comparative analysis. (c) Sketch of the scintillation mechanism in a polymeric scintillator made of PS, TP 

(2.7×10-2 M), and POPOP (1.4×10-3 M). After steps 1 and 2 towards TP molecules, the POPOP dye is excited by re-

absorption of the TP emission. (d) Sketch of the scintillation mechanism in a polymeric scintillator made of PS, POPOP 

(1.4×10-3 M) and NPs (1.6×10-7 M). The POPOP dyes are excited by non-radiative Förster energy transfer from the PSD* 

through steps 1 and 2 and by exploiting an improved interaction with the ionizing radiation mediated by NPs.  

 

that that the energy stored in the PSD* states is completely and quickly transfered to TPs, with a rate 

𝑘𝐹𝑠
𝑃𝑆→𝑇𝑃 >>𝑘𝐹𝑠

𝑃𝑆→𝑃𝑂𝑃𝑂𝑃 in the THz range, instead of being directly trasferred to POPOPs (Fig.2b). The 

subsequent excitation of POPOP molecules occurs by re-asborption of the TP luminescence (Fig.S5), 

given the poor efficiency of the TP→POPOP non-radiative transfer (Fig.1c).   

As alternative to TP, we loaded the PS:POPOP scintillator with dense HfO2 NPs in order to 

promote the interaction with high energy photons. The NPs amount is as low as 1.6×10-7 M in order 

to preserve the material optical quality (Fig.S5), thus the average density of the PS:NP:POPOP 

scintillator matches the one of the PS:POPOP and PS:TP:POPOP samples. Nevertheless, the system 

shows an improved 𝜙𝐿𝑌 = 2460±300 ph MeV-1 under soft X-rays, twice the reference system (Fig.4a).  

Considering that i) the low concentration of NPs limits the yield of diffusing charges capture to < 0.1 

(Fig.2b) and ii) their poor emission properties prevent energy transfer to POPOP molecules, we 

ascribe the observed 𝜙𝐿𝑌 enhancement to a peculiar sensitization effect.  



We investigate more in detail the properties of the scintillators to shed light on this point and 

highlight possible different activation mechanisms in the nanocomposite with respect to the TP-

loaded system. By means of a Monte Carlo simulations of the radiation-matter interaction, we 

evaluate how the energy is released in the samples (SI, section 1).54, 55 Figure 3 shows the simulated 

distribution of the energy loss events. The total fraction of the energy Etot released by 7 keV photons 

is ~96% in all the three cases, thus enabling quantitative comparisons. Notably, only with soft X-rays 

we can be sure of the amount of energy deposited in these thin plastic scintillators, thus corroborating 

the reliability of the following discussion. Conversely, the correct estimation of the energy deposition 

in a thin polymeric scintillator is quite difficult with higher energy photons, implying an intrinsic 

uncertainty that would affect the quantitative absolute comparisons. Interestingly, the events 

distribution for the full organic systems PS:TP:POPOP and PS:POPOP is identical, with the majority 

of the events matching the photoelectric peak at 7 keV. On the other hand, despite their low 

concentration, the presence of NPs generates a broader distribution of events at lower energies, down 

to 5 keV. The simulations suggest therefore a different interaction of high energy photons with dense 

and high-Z NPs, which induces a different distribution of the total energy in the nanocomposite 

volume. 

 

 
 

Figure 3. Energy loss events probability calculated by a Monte Carlo simulation for the three scintillators investigated 

(PS:POPOP, PS:TP:POPOP, PS:NP:POPOP) for 7 keV photons. Etot is the fraction of energy released in the material 

with respect to the intensity of the source employed in the simulation.  

 

Equation 4 shows how the relative scintillation yield 𝜂 in different materials can be expressed 

as a function of the parameters that define the efficiency of the energy-to-photon conversion in a 

multicomponent scintillator (Eq. 1) as:  

 

𝜂 =
𝜙𝐿𝑌

𝑋 (𝑃𝑆:𝑋:𝑃𝑂𝑃𝑂𝑃)

𝜙𝐿𝑌(𝑃𝑆:𝑃𝑂𝑃𝑂𝑃)
=  

𝜒𝑋𝑁𝑋(𝜀𝜙𝑋+𝜙𝑃𝑂𝑃𝑂𝑃)

𝜒𝑁𝜙𝑃𝑂𝑃𝑂𝑃

𝜙𝑝𝑙
𝑋

𝜙𝑝𝑙
  .    Eq. 4 

 

Here, the PS:POPOP scintillator is the reference, while X marks the comparative system. In the 

PS:TP:POPOP scintillator, dealing with a fully organic system where diffusing charge recombine 

mainly forming the PS excimers as in the reference, we can consider 𝜒𝑇𝑃 =  𝜒. The parameter 𝜙𝑃𝑂𝑃𝑂𝑃 

is zero, because the energy is harvested by TP molecules with 𝜙𝑇𝑃 = 1 (Fig.2b) and 



  

Figure 4.  (a) Radioluminescence (RL) spectra of PS:POPOP, PS:TP:POPOP, PS:NP:POPOP scintillators vs. pure 

polystyrene (PS) under excitation with soft X-rays (7 keV). (b) Rise time of the scintillation emission measured for the 

scintillator series under ultrafast excitation with soft X-rays (14.5 keV, pulse width 120 ps). Solid lines are the fit of the 

data with a multi-exponential decay function convoluted with the instrumental response function (IRF) employed to 

estimate the signal rise times. (c) Scintillation pulse recorded at 420 nm recorded under ultrafast excitation with soft X-

rays. (d) Sketch of the diffusing free charges recombination mechanism in absence (top) and in presence (bottom) of 

dense nanoparticles (NP). Even if the total number of free charges is the same, in the surrounding of NPs the density of 

charges is higher, thus the probability that they diffuse and thermalize to an intermolecular distance shorter than the 

recombination Onsager radius RONS to form emissive molecular excitons is higher. 

 

subsequently transferred radiatively to POPOP with yield 𝜀 = 1 (Fig.S6). Conversely, at the 

denominator we have 𝜙𝑃𝑂𝑃𝑂𝑃 = 1, thus    

 

𝜂𝑇𝑃 =
𝜙𝑠𝑐𝑖𝑛𝑡

𝑇𝑃 (𝑃𝑆:𝑇𝑃:𝑃𝑂𝑃𝑂𝑃)

𝜙𝑠𝑐𝑖𝑛𝑡(𝑃𝑆:𝑃𝑂𝑃𝑂𝑃)
=  

𝑁𝑇𝑃

𝑁

𝜙𝑝𝑙
𝑇𝑃

𝜙𝑝𝑙
=

𝜙𝑝𝑙
𝑇𝑃

𝜙𝑝𝑙
.      Eq. 5 

 

From the data in Fig. 4a we know that 𝜂𝑇𝑃= 2.8, and the full-organic composition of the materials 

means that 𝑁𝑇𝑃 =  𝑁 (Fig.3). Thus, Eq. 5 suggests that the improved 𝜙𝐿𝑌 of the PS:TP:POPOP 

sample is due to a better emission efficiency. The data in Fig.4 support this view. Figures 4b and c 

show the scintillation kinetics recorded at 420 nm for the samples investigated under pulsed soft X-



rays. The PS:POPOP emission intensity rises up in 𝜏𝑟𝑖𝑠𝑒 = 250 ps (Fig.4b). This means that the 

POPOP emissive state is populated with a rate  𝑘𝑟𝑖𝑠𝑒 = (𝜏𝑟𝑖𝑠𝑒)−1 = 4.0 GHz, in agreement with the 

experimentally-derived predicted PS→POPOP Förster transfer rate and therefore supporting the 

scintillation mechanism proposed (Fig.2a). On the other hand, the scintillation emission intensity 

decays as multi-exponential function with a characteristic  decay time of 𝜏𝑠𝑐𝑖𝑛𝑡= 3.3 ns, calculated as 

the time at which the time-integrated emission intensity is reduced to a factor 1/e (Fig.4c). This value 

is more than twice than the intrinsic POPOP emission lifetime, confirming the behavior previously 

observed for PS-embedded POPOP molecules upon X-rays.31 We ascribe this behavior to a possible 

exciplex formation between the excited PS and POPOP molecules,56 but further studies are still 

ongoing. Nevertheless, usually exciplexes are not efficient emitters and their photoluminescence 

efficiency is lower with respect to the single molecule one, so it is realistic to assume that the system 

photoluminescence quantum yield 𝜙𝑝𝑙 is lower than 0.93 under high energy excitation. On the other 

hand, the PS:TP:POPOP scintillation shows a slow rise time 𝜏𝑟𝑖𝑠𝑒
𝑇𝑃  = 1.5 ns, matching the TP emission 

lifetime of 1.2 ns (Fig.S7), thus demonstrating the activation of the POPOP emission by re-absorption 

of TP luminescence (Fig.2c). This is confirmed by the scintillation decay time value, which is as fast 

as 𝜏𝑠𝑐𝑖𝑛𝑡
𝑇𝑃 = 1.7 ns. This value is very similar to the one of the optically-activated POPOP emission 

(Fig.1d, inset), i.e. the condition where the POPOP shows its best luminescence properties. Thus, we 

can assume here 𝜙𝑝𝑙
𝑇𝑃= 0.93. These findings demonstrate that i) in the PS:TP:POPOP system the 

scintillation light is activated mostly by the TP→POPOP radiative energy transfer, and that ii) 

𝜙𝑠𝑐𝑖𝑛𝑡
𝑇𝑃 > 𝜙𝑠𝑐𝑖𝑛𝑡 because 𝜙𝑝𝑙

𝑇𝑃 > 𝜙𝑝𝑙. 

A different picture can be envisaged for the nanocomposite PS:NP:POPOP. The scintillation 

intensity decays with a kinetic similar to that one of the reference with  a similar decay lifetime 𝜏𝑠𝑐𝑖𝑛𝑡
𝑁𝑃 = 

3.0 ns (Fig.4c). The scintillator emission properties are therefore basically the same with and without 

NPs, thus 𝜙𝑝𝑙
𝑁𝑃 = 𝜙𝑝𝑙. Given the NPs low amount and their low photoluminescence efficiency, both 

𝜙𝑁𝑃 and 𝜀 in Eq. 4 equal zero. Therefore, with NPs we have 

 

𝜂𝑁𝑃 =
𝜙𝐿𝑌

𝑁𝑃(𝑃𝑆:𝑁𝑃:𝑃𝑂𝑃𝑂𝑃)

𝜙𝐿𝑌(𝑃𝑆:𝑃𝑂𝑃𝑂𝑃)
=  (

𝜒𝑁𝑃

𝜒
) (

𝑁𝑁𝑃

𝑁
).      Eq. 6 

 

From the data in Fig.4a we have 𝜂𝑁𝑃= 1.8. Eq. 6 suggests therefore that in the composite the improved 

𝜙𝐿𝑌 is due to the generation of a larger number of free charge carriers or to their more efficient 

conversion to emissive excitons. It is worth noting that the scintillation signal rises up still in the sub-

nanosecond time scale with 𝜏𝑟𝑖𝑠𝑒
𝑁𝑃  = 647 ps, but slightly slower that the reference systems. This 

suggests a more complex process of generation of emissive states, however, as demonstrated by 

simulations (Fig.3), we do not expect an extraordinary interaction with the ionizing radiation in 

presence of NPs, so again 𝑁𝑁𝑃 = 𝑁. Therefore, the obtained results propose that the sensitization of 

composite scintillation could be due to a local effect that results a 𝜒𝑁𝑃 > 𝜒. 

Figure 4d shows a sketch of a simplified physical modelling of the scintillation mechanism in 

nanocomposites that can support this picture. The key point is to consider the punctual interaction of 

high energy photons or secondary electrons with a dense NP.57 On average, the total energy released 

in the material is the same with or without NPs (Fig.3), but the local distribution can be significantly 

due to the nine time larger density of NPs with respect to PS and to the presence of high-Z elements 

such as hafnium. After interaction, around the NPs we have therefore an initial larger density of 

diffusing free charges with respect to a pure polymeric system. Thus, in agreement with the Onsager 

theory,58,57 the cumulative probability that diffusing charges recombine to form molecular excitons is 

larger because they thermalize most likely at intermolecular distances shorter than the recombination 

capture radius, i.e. the Onsager radius 𝑅𝑂𝑁𝑆 (Fig.4d). We can explicit the formal relationship between 

𝜙𝐿𝑌 and its linear electron energy deposit 𝑑𝐸/𝑑𝑥 as 

 



𝜙𝐿𝑌 ∝ ∫
1−𝑁exp(−

𝑑𝐸/𝑑𝑥

(𝑑𝐸/𝑑𝑥)𝑂𝑁𝑆
)

1+𝑘𝐵(𝑑𝐸/𝑑𝑥)

𝐸𝑡𝑜𝑡

0
𝑑𝐸.      Eq.7 

 

Here 𝐸𝑡𝑜𝑡 is the total energy deposited in the scintillator, constant in our experiments. The parameter 

𝑘𝐵 = (𝑑𝐸/𝑑𝑥)𝐵𝑖𝑟𝑘𝑠
−1  is the empirical Birks factor that accounts for the bimolecular quenching 

processes appearing when high densities of charge carriers are produced. Specifically, the Birks term 

indicates the dE/dx value for which the average electron-electron spacing is shorter than their 

diffusion length during thermalization, thus activating a bimolecular collisional quenching 

mechanism. This term points out the origin of the sub-linear behavior of 𝜙𝐿𝑌 vs. energy of the ionizing 

beam when >100 keV photons are employed with dense materials.59 In polymeric scintillators, it can 

be considered negligible when < 20 keV photons are used.58  

On the other hand, the Onsager term (𝑑𝐸/𝑑𝑥)𝑂𝑁𝑆 in the numerator dominates at low 𝐸𝑡𝑜𝑡 

values as in our experiments. It marks the dE/dx value at which the average electron-hole spacing 

equals 𝑅𝑂𝑁𝑆. According to Eq.1, a too small dE/dx reduces the fraction 𝜒 of charge carrier pairs 

converted to emissive excitons with respect the initial value N, because of a non-efficient electron-

hole recombination. This term could in principle describe the mechanism of the non-linear response 

of plastic scintillators to low energy photons beams.60 In the nanocomposite, the local dE/dx value 

abruptly rises up where the interaction with NPs happens. Thus, even if the total number of generated 

free charge carriers is the same, in this case they are created in a smaller volume in the NPs 

surroundings (Fig.4d). In other words, we have locally a larger density of diffusing charges, which 

implies a final average electron-hole spacing more probably below 𝑅𝑂𝑁𝑆 after thermalization. This 

condition can therefore mitigate the effect of the Onsager loss inducing the observed enhancement of 

𝜙𝐿𝑌 in the nanocomposite, but without affecting the emission decay time. This picture, even if not 

supported by a detailed computational simulation tools, could tentatively describe the behavior of 

scintillating nanocomposites justifying both the efficiency increment and the preservation of the 

scintillation pulse kinetics. 

In conclusion, the spectroscopic investigation performed on a series of polymeric composite 

scintillators enables to shed light on the effect of their composition on the scintillation efficiency and 

kinetics. Several strategies can be pursued to enhance the scintillation yield of a polymeric material, 

but with different mechanism involved and different outcomes also affecting the system time 

response. The obtained results say that the traditional way to employ a multiple dye doping of the 

polymeric matrix, enables a scintillation yield increment due to the maximization of the system global 

emission efficiency. However, the system time response is worsened, because of the slow energy 

transfer steps involved. Conversely, in the system loaded with dense NPs the scintillation efficiency 

enhancement is due to the locally-sensitized generation of diffusing free charges, which enables their 

more effective recombination into emissive molecular excitons leaving substantially unchanged the 

scintillation time response. These results are particularly interesting because they demonstrate how 

the NPs presence has a huge effect on the system performance even at a very low concentration that 

preserves the optical and light transport properties of the material. The fine control of the composition 

at the nanoscale is therefore experimentally confirmed as a key tool to manage the properties of 

polymeric scintillators, in order to overcome the actual limitations. The obtained results open the way 

to additional explorations where also the effect of NPs size and electronic properties on the 

scintillation performance of composite systems can be investigated. 
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