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Abstract: A hybrid dual-readout calorimeter concept, comprising both electromagnetic and
hadronic sections, has recently been proposed to meet the performance requirements of experi-
ments at future e+e− colliders. The front compartment consists of a homogeneous electromagnetic
calorimeter made of high-density crystals, each coupled to a pair of Silicon Photomultipliers
(SiPMs) providing the simultaneous readout of scintillation and Cherenkov light. To efficiently de-
tect Cherenkov photons in the presence of dominant scintillation signals, an optical filter is placed
in front of one of the two SiPMs to suppress photons in the wavelength region corresponding to that
of scintillation emission. In this study, PWO, BGO, and BSO crystals with different dimensions
were tested to measure their scintillation light yield and decay time, as well as their transmission and
emission spectra. A set of ∼ 100 𝜇m-thick optical filters was also characterized by measuring their
transmittance curves. The experimental results were used to model and estimate the expected filter
performance in attenuating scintillation light for the various crystals. The performance of each filter
was experimentally validated by measuring the crystal light output with and without the filter using
a 22Na radioactive source and a LYSO:Ce crystal, confirming the accuracy of the calculations. The
results show that interference filters are unsuitable for this application because their transmittance
strongly depends on the photon incidence angle. Conversely, two absorptive long-pass filters with
cutoff wavelengths around 590 nm were found to block more than 99% of the scintillation light
from PWO crystals, satisfying the calorimeter specifications.
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1 Introduction

To continue the exploration of fundamental physics processes, including a detailed characterization
of the Higgs boson and searches for hints of new physics beyond the Standard Model, a new e+e−

collider is being considered by the high energy physics community as one of the best strategy
[1]. In this context, a novel electromagnetic calorimeter concept consisting of highly segmented
scintillating crystals readout with Silicon Photomultipliers (SiPMs) optimized for operation at such
a future collider, has been proposed [2]. In addition to an electromagnetic energy resolution
better than 3%/

√
𝐸 , the detector will feature the simultaneous readout of a scintillation (S) and a

Cherenkov (C) signal. Once combined with a fiber-based dual-readout hadronic calorimeter section
[3], this will enable the possibility to use the dual-readout method [4] to reconstruct hadrons and
jets with an energy resolution at the level of 30%/

√
𝐸 .

As proposed in [2], the implementation of dual-readout in the crystal calorimeter can be
achieved by using two separate SiPMs, one with an optical filter to shield the scintillation light and
let through only Cherenkov photons with a wavelength different than that of scintillation photons.
To achieve its performance goals the calorimeter design requires a light output of about 2000
scintillation photoelectrons (phe) per GeV of energy deposited in the crystals and about 50 phe/GeV
from Cherenkov radiation. Furthermore, simulation studies indicate that the contamination of
scintillation photons to the Cherenkov signal should be smaller than 20% for an optimal performance
of the dual-readout method.

The choice of an adequate optical filter is thus critical to isolate and detect a sufficient number
of Cherenkov photons, 𝑁𝐶 , over the typically much larger number of scintillation photons 𝑁𝑆 .
Other parameters, such as the crystal and SiPM geometry also play a relevant role in the absolute
numbers of photoelectrons detected and are being matter of optimization studies.
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We present in this paper, a detailed characterization of a set of optical filters and a measurement
of their efficiency in shielding scintillation light from three crystal candidates for this calorimeter
concept: namely lead tungstate (PWO), bismuth silicate (BSO) and bismuth germanate (BGO). A
detailed characterization of the scintillation and optical properties of the crystals is discussed in
section 2 including a discussion of the role of the crystal and SiPM dimensions on the light output.
The transmittance of the filters and their performance in shielding scintillation light is presented
in section 3 and section 4, respectively. The results demonstrate that the fraction of scintillation
light passing through a given filter can be estimated from the convolution of the crystal emission
spectrum and the filter transmittance. The filter performance estimated in this way is in agreement
with the experimental measurements within 20% as long as the wavelength dependence of the SiPM
photon detection efficiency and the angular dependence of the filter transmittance (for interference
filters) are taken into account. In particular, we confirmed that interference filters are not suitable to
shield scintillation photons which exit from the crystals with a broad angular distribution spectrum
(from 0 to 180◦) and we identified instead a set of 100 𝜇m thick absorptive long-pass filters with
cut-off wavelength around 590 nm which can filter out more than 99% of the scintillation light and
meet the requirements of the calorimeter discussed in [2].

2 Crystal characterization

A set of fully polished BGO, BSO and PWO crystals with different dimensions was manufactured by
SICCAS (Shanghai Institute of Ceramics, China) and underwent a detailed optical and scintillation
characterization. The crystals featured different lengths and transverse sections, as reported in table
1, to provide an evaluation of intrinsic light absorption and light collection efficiency as a function
of the crystal dimensions.

Table 1. List of crystals tested.

Crystal type Manufacturer Available lengths Section
BGO SICCAS 50 mm 8 × 8 mm2

BGO SICCAS 50 mm 12 × 12 mm2

BGO SICCAS 10 / 50 / 130 / 160 mm 10 × 10 mm2

BSO SICCAS 10 / 50 / 130 mm 10 × 10 mm2

PWO SICCAS 10 / 50 / 130 mm 10 × 10 mm2

2.1 Transmittance

The transmittance of each crystal was measured using a focused light beam passing through the
sample along its longitudinal axis provided by a Perkin Elmer Lambda 650 UV/VIS spectropho-
tometer. While Fresnel losses at the surface are the same for each crystal length, the comparison of
the transmittance of crystals with different lengths can provide an estimate of the intrinsic absorption
coefficient as:

𝜇(𝜆) = 1
𝐿1 − 𝐿2

ln
(
𝑇1(𝜆)
𝑇2(𝜆)

)
(2.1)

– 2 –



0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1

 T
ra

ns
m

itt
an

ce

BGO emission

L = 1 cm

L = 5 cm

L = 13 cm

BGO

300 400 500 600 700 800

 [nm]λ 

2−10

1−10

1

10

]  
-1

 [mµ 

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1

 T
ra

ns
m

itt
an

ce

BSO emission

L = 1 cm

L = 5 cm

L = 13 cm

BSO

300 400 500 600 700 800

 [nm]λ 

2−10

1−10

1

10

]  
-1

 [mµ 

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1

 T
ra

ns
m

itt
an

ce

PWO emission

L = 1 cm

L = 5 cm

L = 13 cm

PWO

300 400 500 600 700 800

 [nm]λ 

2−10

1−10

1

10

]  
-1

 [mµ 

Figure 1. Transmittance curves are shown for BGO, BSO and PWO crystals of different length and their
respective absorption coefficients are calculated using equation 2.1. The emission spectra of BGO, BSO and
PWO are also reported with dashed lines respectively on the left, central and right panel.

where we used 𝐿1 = 0.13 m, 𝐿2 = 0.01 m and 𝑇1 and 𝑇2 represent the transmittance of the
corresponding crystal at a certain wavelength, 𝜆. As shown in figure 1, for PWO and BGO
crystals, we observe a comparable absorption coefficient at the emission peak (420 nm and 450 nm,
respectively) of about 0.3 m−1. We noticed instead a much larger absorption in BSO crystals (about
8 m−1 at 450 nm) which has been attributed to the presence of impurities in the raw material used
for the crystal growth and suggests the need of additional R&D on the production process of this
scintillator.

2.2 Scintillation time profile

The scintillation emission kinetics of the 1 cm3 BGO, BSO and PWO samples have been measured
using a Time Correlated Single Photon Counting (TCSPC) method [5]. The crystals were excited
using X-rays generated from the excitation of an X-ray tube with a pulsed laser diode for 2 hours,
which also provided the start signal. A hybrid photomultiplier (HPM 100-07 Becker Hickl) located
at one end of the crystal was used to count the time of arrival of single scintillation photons and to
provide the stop signal. The measured time profiles of the scintillation were fitted using the equation
2.2, that includes one exponential rise time component, 𝜏𝑟 , and two exponential decay components,
𝜏1, 𝜏2 with relative intensities 𝜌1, 𝜌2, as shown in figure 2.

𝑓 (𝑡 | 𝜃) =
2∑︁
𝑖=1

𝜌𝑖 ·
exp

(
− 𝑡−𝜃

𝜏𝑑,𝑖

)
− exp

(
− 𝑡−𝜃

𝜏𝑟

)
𝜏𝑑,𝑖 − 𝜏𝑟

· Θ(𝑡 − 𝜃) + 𝜀 (2.2)

The results of the fit are reported in table 2. All crystals feature a rise time in the range
0.4-0.7 ns, most likely dominated by the transit time of photons inside the crystal. An effective
decay time (defined in the equation 2.3) of 210.7, 76.4 and 4.5 ns was measured for the BGO, BSO
and PWO samples, respectively.
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Figure 2. Scintillation decay time profile of 10 × 10 mm2 for BGO, BSO and PWO crystals (from left to
right). The red curves represent the result of a fit using eq. 2.3. The residuals of the distribution with respect
to the red curve are reported in the bottom panels.

Table 2. Scintillation kinetics parameters measured for the 1 cm3 BGO, BSO and PWO crystals.

Crystal 𝜏𝑟 [ns] 𝜏𝑑,1 [ns] 𝜌1 [%] 𝜏𝑑,2 [ns] 𝜌2 [%] 𝜏d,eff [ns]
BGO 0.6 26.4 5.0 351.3 95.0 217.4
BSO 0.5 17.1 8.7 114.6 91.3 76.4
PWO 0.7 3.1 60.6 9.9 39.4 4.2

𝜏−1
d,eff =

𝑛=2∑︁
𝑖=1

𝜌𝑖

𝜏d,i
(2.3)

2.3 Light output

The light output of each crystal was measured by coupling one end of the crystal to a photomultiplier
tube (PMT) with a circular photocathode of approximately 3 cm in diameter, using optical grease
(Rhodorsil 55), ensuring that the entire crystal face was read out. All the other crystal surfaces were
fully wrapped with several Teflon layers. The PMT signal was measured with a CAEN DT5720
digitizer, integrated over a 4 𝜇𝑠 gate, calibrated in number of photoelectrons and then divided for
the PMT quantum efficiency weighted over the emission spectrum of the corresponding crystal to
obtain a light output in terms of photons per unit of energy (ph/MeV). As shown in figure 3, all
crystals feature a decrease of the light output of about 50% from 10 to 130 mm length. On the other
hand, varying the crystal cross section has no impact on the light output as long as the PMT active
area is always larger than the crystal face so that all light coming out of the crystal is detected. For
130 mm long BGO, BSO and PWO crystals with 1 × 1 cm2 section, a light output of (3500 ± 390),
(950 ± 110) and (110 ± 10) photons/MeV, respectively, was measured. The error on the absolute
light output was estimated as the combination of a 5% uncertainty on the single photoelectron
calibration and a 10% uncertainty on the PMT quantum efficiency.

In the calorimeter concept proposed in [2], the crystal readout is performed using SiPMs with
an active area smaller than the crystal face. Therefore, it is crucial to assess how the light output of
a given crystal scales with the fraction of its surface covered by the photodetector. We performed
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Figure 3. Left: Light output of PWO, BGO and BSO crystals with 1 × 1 cm2 section and different lengths
measured with a PMT (brand). Right: light output of 5 cm long BGO crystals with different sections.
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Figure 4. Light output of BGO crystals readout with a 4 × 4 mm2 SiPM measured with a 22Na source and
compared with prediction from Geant4 ray-tracing simulation. Results are shown for 10 × 10 mm2 section
crystals of different lengths (left panel) and for 5 cm long crystals of different sections (right panel).

this study using the three 5 cm long BGO samples with different sections (8× 8 mm2, 10× 10 mm2

and 12×12 mm2) and different lengths and by reading them out with a silicon photomultiplier from
Advansid (NUV-HD, 40 𝜇m cell size) with an active area of 4 × 4 mm2. As shown in figure 4,
the results are in good agreement with the Geant4 ray-tracing simulation of the setup and provide
a quantitative means to determine the minimum SiPM size required for each crystal to ensure a
scintillation signal above 2000 phe/GeV.

3 Optical filter transmittance

A set of optical filters designed to separate Cherenkov and scintillation light by absorbing photons
in the wavelength region around the scintillation emission peak was tested. We compared the
performance of two types of optical filters – interference and absorptive filters – as summarized in
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Figure 5. Picture of the filters tested. From left to right: Everix-Int-560, Everix-Int-650, Eve-Abs-580,
Hoya-U330, Hoya-O56, Kodak-8, Kodak-22, Kodak-24, Kodak-25, Kodak-29. Side views of the Kodak-24
(absorptive) and the Everix-Int-560 (interference) filter being warped.

Table 3. List of filters tested.

Filter label Manufacturer Thickness Cut-off range Type
Hoya-U330 Hoya 1.00 mm 400 < 𝜆 < 680 nm Absorptive
Hoya-O56 Hoya 2.50 mm 𝜆 < 560 nm Absorptive
Kodak-8 Kodak 0.10 mm 𝜆 < 490 nm Absorptive
Kodak-22 Kodak 0.10 mm 𝜆 < 565 nm Absorptive
Kodak-24 Kodak 0.10 mm 𝜆 < 590 nm Absorptive
Kodak-25 Kodak 0.10 mm 𝜆 < 595 nm Absorptive
Kodak-29 Kodak 0.10 mm 𝜆 < 620 nm Absorptive
Eve-Abs-580 Everix 0.26 mm 𝜆 < 580 nm Absorptive
Eve-Int-560 Everix 0.26 mm 370 < 𝜆 < 580 nm Interference
Eve-Int-650 Everix 0.26 mm 370 < 𝜆 < 650 nm Interference

Table 3. Interference (or dichroic) filters are intrinsically thin because they rely on thin-film inter-
ference to transmit a selected wavelength band while reflecting or suppressing other wavelengths.
However, their transmittance curve inevitably depends on the angle of incidence, since the phase
difference between the incident and reflected waves varies with angle [6]. The latter filters instead
typically consist of colored glass or pigmented gelatin resin and absorb optical photons in a specific
range of wavelength with a nearly angular-independent behavior. The probability of absorbing
photons depends on the amount of pigmentation or dye on the filter and also on the filter thickness.
Furthermore, due to the materials used to manufacture these filters, they can produce fluorescence
photons [7].

While a broad variety of filters is available off-the-shelf we have focused on filters with thickness
below 0.3 mm which are best suited for integration in a full scale calorimeter concept because of
two main reasons: they could potentially be integrated within (or in place of) the SiPM protective
window and they provide a better light collection efficiency compared to thicker filters (> 1 mm)
for which more Cherenkov photons would escape from the sides, in the gap between the crystal and
the SiPM.

The two interference filters tested (Eve-Int-560, Eve-Int-650), were custom designed by Everix
to cut off the wavelengths corresponding to the PWO and BGO/BSO scintillation emission, respec-
tively in the range of [380–580] nm and [380–660] nm at normal incidence. The six thin long-pass
absorptive filters tested (5 from Kodak and 1 from Everix) were instead selected with a cut-off
wavelength optimal for PWO crystals. For comparison, we also tested two more conventional and
thicker absorptive glass filters produced from Hoya: the O56 and the U330.
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Figure 6. Left: transmittance curves of the Kodak absorptive filters at normal incidence. Right: transmittance
curves of the Hoya and Everix absorptive filters at normal incidence and of the Hoya-O56 filter measured at
20◦ incidence angle (green dots). PWO and BGO emission spectra are superimposed for comparison.

The filter transmittance was measured with a spectrophotometer (Perkin Elmer Lambda 650
UV/VIS) for different incidence angles of the optical beam. The results are reported in figure 6
for the Everix, Hoya and Kodak absorptive filters measured at normal incidence. Hoya-U330 filter
and K29 appear as more suitable to filter out the scintillation from BGO and BSO crystals while
the other filters are better matched to the PWO emission. For all these filters, we did not observe
any change in the cut-off wavelength when changing the impact angle of photons. We report for
illustration an example of the Hoya-O56 filter measured at 20 degrees incidence angle in figure 6.
In absorptive filters photons are absorbed by the material (and in some cases re-emitted at a random
angle) and the probability of a photon to be absorbed does not show a significant dependence on
the photon angle. Conversely, and as expected, we observed a strong angular dependence of the
transmittance curves for interference filters as shown in figure 7. This effect is intrinsic to the
functional principle of thin-film interference, in which light is reflected by layers with different
refractive indices, giving rise to destructive interference depending on the phase difference between
the incident and reflected waves. When the angle of incidence changes, the effective optical path
length between two layers varies, which in turn modifies the phase difference and leads to a shift
in the wavelength at which destructive interference occurs. A recent detailed optical model was
presented in [6].

4 Filter performance in shielding scintillation light

Based on the emission spectra of scintillation light, EM(𝜆) and crystal transmittance, 𝑇𝑐 (𝜆),
presented in section 2 and the transmission curves of optical filters, 𝑇 𝑓 (𝜆), discussed in section 3, it
is possible to estimate the fraction of scintillation light that is expected to pass through the filter as:

S
S0

=

∫ 800 nm
300 nm EM(𝜆) · Tc(𝜆) · Tf (𝜆)d𝜆∫ 800 nm

300 nm EM(𝜆) · Tc(𝜆)d𝜆
(4.1)
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Figure 7. Left: transmittance curves of the Everix interference filter (Eve-Int-560) for different angles of
incident light beam, compared with PWO emission spectrum. Right: transmittance curves of the Everix
interference filter (Eve-Int-650) for different angles of incident light beam, compared with BGO emission
spectrum.

Table 4. Expected fraction of scintillation light (𝑆/𝑆0) passing through a certain optical filter at normal
incidence angle (𝜃 = 0).

Filter label BGO/BSO PWO LYSO
Hoya-U330 8.8% 26.8% 14.8%
Hoya-O56 12.8% 0.3% 1.5%
Kodak-8 40.7% 7.9% 9.2%
Kodak-22 11.2% 0.1% 1.2%
Kodak-24 6.2% <0.1% 0.6%
Kodak-25 5.5% <0.1% 0.5%
Kodak-29 2.7% <0.1% 0.3%
Eve-Abs-580 8.1% <0.1% 0.8%
Eve-Int-580 7.0% 1.4% 0.8%
Eve-Int-650 1.1% 2.5% 0.7%

The expected fraction of light passing through a certain filter is shown in table 4, calculated for
BGO/BSO, PWO and LYSO crystals which feature an emission spectrum close to that of PWO,
peaking at 425 nm [8].

To verify the validity of these predictions, which rely on the experimental measurements of the
crystal scintillation emission spectrum and the filter transmittance, an experimental method based
on a 22Na radioactive source was devised. A 3 × 3 × 5 mm3 LYSO:Ce crystal was used as a test
sample because its light output is much higher than that of the other crystals, thus facilitating the
measurement of the light yield with low-energy sources. Furthermore, its emission spectrum is
very similar to that of PWO, making it a good proxy for these crystals in terms of filter performance.

The LYSO sample was wrapped in Teflon and read out at the two opposite ends with two
different SiPMs, as illustrated in figure 8. One SiPM (“reference”, model HPK S12572-015C)
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Figure 8. Left: schematics view of the experimental setup used for filter performance evaluation using
radioactive 22Na source. Right: correlation of the 22Na source signal (integrated charge) between the
reference and main SiPM.

was glued to the crystal and used to tag gamma-ray interactions and estimate the deposited energy.
The second SiPM (“main”, model HPK S13360-6050CS) was used to measure the amount of
scintillation light detected without a filter and with different types of filters placed between the
crystal and the SiPM. The main SiPM was operated at 53 V (2 V above the breakdown voltage),
corresponding to a peak PDE of 32% at 450 nm. No glue or other optical coupling was used for
the main SiPM to minimize systematic uncertainties.

The SiPM signals were amplified using two trans-impedance amplifiers mounted on Advansid
evaluation boards, and the waveforms were recorded with an oscilloscope. The right panel of
figure 8 shows the correlation between the integrated charge measured by the reference and main
SiPMs without filter.

Events in which a 1275 keV 𝛾-ray deposited its full energy via the photoelectric effect were
selected using the reference SiPM, in order to maximize the light signal and thus the sensitivity of
the measurement. The performance of each filter was then evaluated by computing the ratio of the
measured light output with and without the filter at the main SiPM. An example of typical spectra
measured by the main SiPM are shown in figure 9 without filter (left panel) and with a Kodak-24
filter (central panel). Without filter a light output of about 1480 phe/MeV (1888 phe at the 1275 keV
photopeak) is measured while this drops to about 14 phe/MeV (20 phe at the 1275 keV photopeak)
when a Kodak-24 filter is used. The contribution to the measured charge originating from SiPM
dark counts that randomly occur within the signal integration window was estimated to be about
0.5 phe and is subtracted from the measured light outputs. Furthermore a correction to account
for the SiPM saturation effect was applied as described in [9]. The magnitude of this correction is
about 5% for the measurements without filter and negligible for the measurements with filter. As an
example the light output without filter after correction was estimated to be 1560 phe/MeV (instead
of 1480 phe/MeV).
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A measurement using a double layer of Kodak-24 filters was also performed to assess whether
a thicker filter could further improve the performance. A further reduction in the number of
photoelectrons—from 20 to 15 at the 1275 keV peak—was observed, corresponding to a 25%
relative decrease (from 1.1% to 0.8%) in the transmitted scintillation light. For comparison, an
additional measurement was carried out using optical grease, yielding about 2700 phe/MeV (a
factor of ∼ 1.73 higher) without the filter and 24 phe/MeV (a factor of ∼ 1.71 higher) with the
Kodak-24 filter. These results indicate that the presence of optical grease (refractive index 1.55)
between the crystal and the filter, and between the filter and the SiPM, does not significantly affect
the filter performance.

The results were then compared with calculations based on the crystal, filter and SiPM prop-
erties. Compared to the simple convolution of the emission spectrum with the filter transmittance
in equation. 2.2, the following additional effects must be taken into account:

• Photon angular distribution: The optical photons exit the crystal with a broad angular
distribution due to the refractive index mismatch between the crystal and air. Figure 10
shows the angular distribution of photons emerging from the crystal surface for LYSO, PWO,
and BGO crystals, as simulated with Geant4. For interference filters, whose transmittance
depends on the angle of incidence, this effect has been taken into account.

• SiPM Photon Detection Efficiency (PDE): The measured light output must also account
for the photon detection efficiency (PDE) of the SiPM, 𝑃𝐷𝐸 (𝜆), which depends on the
wavelength distribution of the photons incident on the SiPM. This distribution changes
when an optical filter is applied. The photon detection efficiency of the SiPM used in this
measurement is shown in figure 10.

• Cherenkov photons background: electrons produced by the photoelectric effect of 1.275 MeV
𝛾-rays in LYSO:Ce have a mean range of 1.20 mm and can therefore generate Cherenkov
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Figure 10. Left: photon angular distribution at the exit of the crystal (angle with respect to the normal to the
filter surface). Middle: illustration of scintillation and Cherenkov photons emission wavelength compared
to the crystal and (Kodak-24) filter transmittance. Right: measured drop in light output depending on the
thickness of a transparent Plexiglass sample (black dots) compared to Geant4 simulation prediction (green
band).

photons along their tracks. These photons are emitted in random directions on average, since
the initial electron direction is random and the track undergoes scattering at each interaction.
Our Geant4 simulation predicts that, on average, 51 Cherenkov photons are produced in the
wavelength range 350–1000 nm, following the usual 1/𝜆2 distribution (figure 10). Of these,
about 15 photons exit the crystal end face and, when accounting for the SiPM PDE, about 4.5
photoelectrons are detected without filter and 0.5–1.5 with filter.

• Filter thickness: due to the large photon angular distribution, the presence of a thick filter
between the crystal and the SiPM can lead to a loss of detected photons due to Fresnel
refraction and pure geometrical effects. This effect, which is non-negligible for the Hoya
filters, has been simulated with Geant4 and evaluated experimentally by measuring the relative
drop in light output using a set of∼ 1 cm2 cross section samples of Plexiglass fully transparent
to scintillation emission and with variable thickness. Results are shown in the right panel of
figure 10 and are used to calculate a correction factor, 𝑘𝑡 , in eq. 4.2.
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Figure 11. Left: Fraction of light output measured (black crosses) compared with the expected value at
normal incidence (green dots), expected value accounting for filter angular dependence (yellow dot) and
expected value when the contribution from Cherenkov photons is also included (blue circles). Right: ratio
between the measured and expected fraction of light output with (black dots) and without (blue circles)
accounting for the contribution from Cherenkov photons. The blue band indicates a 20% uncertainty.

Considering all these aspects, we can calculate the expected ratio between the light output measured
with and without filter as:

LOfilter
LO

=
kt
∫ 𝜋/2
−𝜋/2

∫ 800 nm
300 nm [(𝛼sEM(𝜆) + 𝛼cC(𝜆)] · Tc(𝜆) · PDE(𝜆) · Tf (𝜆, 𝜃)𝜉 (𝜃)d𝜃d𝜆∫ 800 nm

300 nm [(𝛼sEM(𝜆) + 𝛼cC(𝜆)] · Tc(𝜆) · PDE(𝜆)d𝜆
(4.2)

A comparison of the experimental results with calculations is shown in figure 11.

The agreement between the measured and expected fraction of light output is overall satisfac-
tory, considering that the actual number of photons measured spans almost two orders of magnitude
(from 0.4 to 20%). It is clear that the angular dependence of the interference filter must be taken
into account to reproduce the measured values. This also implies that such filters are not effective at
shielding optical photons emitted at broad angles from the crystal. It can also be noted that account-
ing for Cherenkov photons becomes important when the number of detected scintillation photons
is very small. For example, with the Kodak-29 filter, a total of about 10 photons is measured, of
which roughly 1.5 are Cherenkov photons.

Two additional observations were made during the measurements. First of all, from a compar-
ison of the measured waveforms with and without filters, it emerged that only when the Hoya-O56
filter is used the average waveform features a longer decay time, as shown in the left panel of
figure 12. This can be attributed to delayed photons originating from absorption of scintillation
photons and re-emission of delayed photons at a longer wavelength by the filter itself. The second
observation is that when the two interference filters were tested a systematic net increase of the
light output at the reference SiPM occurred, as shown in the right panel of figure 12. This suggests
that such filters, contrarily to absorptive ones, actually act as mirrors, reflecting inside the crystal a
substantial fraction of the photons.
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Figure 12. Left: Average waveforms recorded from the 3 × 3 × 5 mm3 LYSO:Ce crystal under 22Na source
excitation with and without optical filters. The Hoya-O56 filter is the only that shows a slower signal
suggesting the presence of delayed photons due to fluorescence. Right: relative light output measured at the
reference SiPM while changing the filter at the opposite side of the crystal.

5 Conclusions

A set of scintillating crystals and optical filters representing technological candidates for a novel
dual-readout electromagnetic calorimeter concept were studied in this work. The performance of
the filters in shielding the SiPM from scintillation light emitted by BGO, BSO, PWO, and LYSO
crystals was calculated based on the measured crystal emission spectra and filter transmittance. The
filter performance was also evaluated by directly measuring the light output from a LYSO crystal
sample, with and without optical filters. Comparison of the measurements with expectations shows
good agreement within 20%.

The measurements indicate that interference (dichroic) filters are not suitable for this applica-
tion, as their transmittance is angular-dependent and does not effectively filter photons emitted at
large angles from the crystal. Among the absorptive filters tested, the Hoya-O56 shows signs of
delayed fluorescence, i.e. re-emission of scintillation photons at longer wavelengths [7], which rep-
resents an unwanted feature for calorimetry applications. Furthermore, thick filters cause an overall
wavelength-independent reduction of light output due to geometrical effects that also negatively
affects the amount of Cherenkov photons collected at the SiPM.

Among the 100 µm filters tested, the Kodak-24 and Kodak-25 samples, with cut-off wavelengths
around 590 nm, show good performance for PWO crystals, filtering out more than 99% of the light.
The Kodak-29 sample, with a cut-off wavelength at 620 nm, can be used to block more than 97%
of the scintillation photons from BGO and BSO crystals, provided that additional discrimination
between scintillation and Cherenkov photons based on their time distribution is applied.
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