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ABSTRACT: The synthesis of lutetium silicate nanoparticles doped with
Ce3+ using the new salt-supported high temperature (SSHT) method is
reported. This mechanochemical−thermal method enables the synthesis of
nanoparticles without aggregation even after long calcination times of 48 h at
high temperatures. These nanoparticles are characterized by powder X-ray
diffraction (PXRD), transmission electron microscopy (TEM), energy
dispersive spectroscopy (EDS), and Fourier transform infrared spectroscopy
(FT-IR). Their optical properties, including UV luminescence and X-ray scintillation, are reported. These nanoparticles show
strong luminescent and scintillation behavior. This SSHT method is general and can be used for the synthesis of other ternary
and quaternary nanoparticle systems.

KEYWORDS: core−shell, scintillation, radioluminescence, salt supported high temperature, dispersed nanoparticles,
lutetium pyrosilicate

■ INTRODUCTION

The formation of simple binary nanoparticles such as SiO2,
Al2O3, and Fe3O4 has essentially become a routine process, as
many groups have developed numerous approaches for their
synthesis.1−5 This is not to say that for each system different
synthetic variables do not still have to be optimized, but in
general it is understood how one can obtain simple systems,
such as CdTe, on the nanoscale with a desired nanoparticle
size.6,7 The situation becomes more complicated if one targets
the synthesis of ternary nanoparticles; however, even here,
many examples exist in the literature where in a single step
ternary nanoparticles can be synthesized and their size
controlled.8,9 The synthesis of crystallographically ordered
quaternary nanoparticles, however, remains a significant
challenge due to the difficultly of combining multiple elements,
achieving chemical reactivity between the elements, and still
maintaining a product particle size at the nanoscale.
Simultaneous with optimizing nanoparticle synthesis,

numerous approaches for manipulating nanoparticles via
postsynthetic modification were developed, such as creating a
core−shell structure, which has become a general, widely used,
and highly successful process.10,11 In this paper we are
presenting our synthetic strategy to create quaternary nano-
particles, herein termed the “salt-supported high temperature
(SSHT) method”, by combining a variety of proven
approaches, including solution precipitation and formation of
core−shell structures, but adding an important new step that
enables us to create complex oxide structures by performing
high temperature solid state reactions at the nanoscale while

maintaining the nanosize of our product material. The basic
premise of the SSHT approach is to disperse preprepared
core−shell structures on salt powders, such as Cs2SO4
powders, thereby spatially isolating the core−shell nano-
particles sufficiently from each other so that they can be
heated to high temperatures (1000 °C) without leading to
particle aggregating and loss of their nanosize.12 Via this
approach, we have succeeded in preparing 100 nm scintillating
Ce3+-doped Lu2Si2O7 nanoparticles, Lu2Si2O7:Ce

3+.
Scintillatorsmaterials that can both absorb high energy

radiation and convert this energy into excited states in active
luminescence centers for light emissionhave many uses
ranging from X-ray phosphors to PET and CT scanners, X-ray
and neutron detectors, homeland security for improved nuclear
detection systems, and other diverse medical applications.13−16

Among scintillators, the lanthanide pyrosilicate compounds
(Ln2Si2O7) (Ln = lanthanide) doped with active lanthanide
ions (Ce3+, Tb3+, and Eu3+) are among some of the most
promising scintillators known.17,18 Lu2Si2O7:Ce

3+ is a promis-
ing scintillator material which has high light outputs without
afterglow, fast scintillation decay times, and stable light outputs
at high temperature.19−21 In comparison to most other
scintillating materials, such as lanthanide orthosilicates,
LnSiO5, and lanthanide aluminates, such as Ln3Al5O12 and
LnAlO3, the pyrosilicates display lower crystallization temper-
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atures and good thermal stability.22−24 Among all of the
pyrosilicate phases known, Y2Si2O7 and Lu2Si2O7 have been
the most studied phases due to their high light output under X-
ray irradiation, while Gd2Si2O7:Ce

3+ is of interest due to its
short decay time and low afterglow level.25−27 By comparison,
La2Si2O7:Ce

3+ is used significantly less frequently as a host
matrix due to synthetic challenges.28,29 Recently, its photo-
luminescence properties were explored by doping it with Ce3+,
Tb3+, and Eu3+, which resulted in strong X-ray luminescence, a
fast decay time, and good thermal stability.30,31

These pyrosilicate compounds have been synthesized using a
variety of methods, including single crystal growth, sol−gel,
hydrothermal, solid state, and ceramic methods as well as
nanocrystallization methods for glass.17,32−36 The major
drawback of most of these procedures is the long time
required for calcination, and in addition, this long calcination
time results in large, aggregated, sintered particles.37 The field
of nanoscience focuses on the synthesis of nanoparticles for
applications where either large particles cannot be used or
where the desired properties, often optical, are specific to the
nanosize of the particle and different from the bulk.38 This has
led to the use of nanomaterials for medical applications where
large particles cannot be used.39−41 These nanoparticles are
specifically designed for the use of optogenetic studies.
Herein we describe the development of a method for the

preparation of Ce3+-doped Lu2Si2O7 nanoparticles using a
facile core−shell method, which gives substantial control over
size and the morphology of the nanoparticles, followed by the
SSHT method to create fully reacted crystalline nanoparticles.
The paper focuses on this methodology, the effect of annealing
temperature on the crystallinity of these nanoparticles, and the
effect of the dopant concentration (Ce3+) on the luminescence
and the scintillating properties.

■ RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
The ability to create complex nanoparticles relies on our ability
to (1) create nanosized precursor particles, (2) react these
particles under conditions where the constituent elements can
react and form the product phase, and (3) avoid sintering of
the nanoparticles. To achieve this, we combined the core−shell
approach with the “salt-supported high temperature” (SSHT)
method to enable the formation of complex quaternary oxide
structures by performing high temperature solid state reactions
at the nanoscale while maintaining the nanosize of our product
material.12 Sintering was avoided by dispersing the preprepared
core−shell structures on Cs2SO4 powders, thereby spatially
separating the core−shell nanoparticles sufficiently to avoid
sintering and aggregation while they were heated for extended
times at 1000 °C. This combined approach enabled us to
obtain 100 nm sized scintillating Ce3+-doped Lu2Si2O7
nanoparticles.
The core−shell method is a powerful approach to tailor the

properties of nanoparticles by coating one nanoparticle with an
outer shell consisting of a different chemical composition. The
assembly of this core−shell architecture can be performed
using very mild conditions, thereby exerting control over the
core−shell particle size and morphology.10,42 Depending on
the composition, very little to very much heat is needed to
react these core and shell compositions to give rise to one
single phase. If only little heat is required, sintering of the
nanoparticles is minimal and the spherical nanoparticle
morphology can be retained. If, however, significant heat is
required, typically sintering and aggregation take place. This is

the case for lanthanide silicates, where the reaction between
the SiO2 core and the lanthanide coating requires substantial
thermal energy.
The SiO2 core consists of so-called Stober particles. In the

synthesis of the Stober silica nanoparticles, the basic medium
provided by the ammonium hydroxide hydrolyzes the TEOS,
which is the silicon source. There are multiple factors that
control the particle size, including the reaction temperature,
time, and reagent concentration. When the temperature of the
reaction is high, the amount of nucleation is high, which gives
rise to many smaller particles. After an initial burst of
nucleation that creates the “nucleus”, the reaction is aged for
2 h to allow the monomers from the hydrolyzed silicon source
to react with the surface of the existing “nucleus” and grow
these particles. The mixture of water and methanol utilized as
the solvent system slows down the hydrolysis of TEOS, which
enables a tight control over the particle size.43 By adjustment
of the temperature, aging time, solvent system, and the amount
of TEOS in the reaction mixture, sub-100 nm particles are
created. A schematic representation of the synthesis of
nanoparticles is given in Figure 1.

The Stober particles are coated with cerium and lutetium in
a second step to create the core−shell structure. The silica
samples are sonicated to ensure that the nanoparticles are
homogeneously dispersed in the solution. This step is essential
to form a homogeneous thin coating in the samples. NH4OH
provides the basic medium in this system, which gives the
necessary pH under which the metal nitrates precipitate onto
the surface of the nanoparticles.42 As the solution conditions
are very dilute, this gives rise to a very thin shell coating of the
lanthanides on the silica nanoparticle surface. As shown in the
TEM images of the as coated particles before calcination, very
small aggregates can be seen on the surface of the nanoparticles
as opposed to the original smoothness of the Stober
nanoparticles (Figure 2B). To obtain individual nanoparticles
that are not aggregated, the metal nitrate concentrations and
the silica nanoparticle concentration were varied, and the
optimum concentrations were determined as listed in Table 1.
The cerium concentration was adjusted to the optimum

concentration at which these nanoparticles scintillated but
remained as individual particles. We observed that with
increasing cerium concentration the particles began to
aggregate, and therefore the minimum concentration of
cerium, to create scintillating nonaggregated nanoparticles,
was used. It is important to point out that in all cases a final
heating step is required to create the scintillating product
phase. The core−shell structure neither luminesces nor
scintillates as the structure and composition of the scintillating
Ce3+-doped Lu2Si2O7 nanoparticles needs to be created first.
Initial experiments focused on using very high temperatures,
1200 °C, for very short times, 15 min, to complete the reaction
while avoiding sintering. Two complications with this approach

Figure 1. Schematic representation of the experimental procedure.
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were observed. Heating these particles in air results in the
oxidation of Ce(III) to Ce(IV) (formation of CeO2) and
adjacent particles tend to neck together (Figure 2G). The first
was avoided by heating the samples in a vacuum, while the
second persisted. Nonetheless, the calcination process resulted
in the successful reaction between the silica core and the rare
earth shells of the particle react to form the orthosilicate phase.
Figure 3 shows the relationship between luminescence,
scintillation, and calcination time as a function of the amount
of cerium incorporated into the nanoparticles when the
precipitation of Lu and Ce onto the Stober silica nanoparticles
was done in a single step. Lu2Si2O7 was used for this study to
establish the optimum doping concentration.
It was observed that sequential coating gave the best results

not only in terms of dispersed nanoparticles but also in terms
of their scintillating ability as the amount of dopant (cerium)
on these nanoparticles could be controlled in this way. The
particles needed to be coated first with the cerium and then
with lutetium. If the nanoparticles were coated first with
lutetium and then cerium, it was found that the lutetium shell
redissolved and was replaced with cerium. If, on the other
hand, the nanoparticles were coated first with cerium and then

with lutetium, based on EDS measurements, the lutetium
deposited on top of the cerium shell.
The amount of cerium added to the solution to prepare the

core−shell structure was also found to be an important factor
in the scintillating property of the fully reacted nanoparticles.

Figure 2. (A) TEM image of Stober nanoparticles. (B) TEM image of nanoparticles sequentially coated with lutetium and cerium. (C) TEM image
of Lu2Si2O7:Ce

3+ nanoparticles calcined at 1000 °C with Cs2SO4 as the salt support. (D) TEM image of Lu2Si2O7:Ce
3+ nanoparticles calcined at

1000 °C with Cs2SO4 as the salt support and washed with 1 M HCl showing a change in the spherical morphology. (E) TEM image of
Lu2Si2O7:Ce

3+ nanoparticles calcined at 1000 °C with Cs2SO4 as the salt support and washed with saturated NaCl showing etching of the
nanoparticles. (F) TEM image of Lu2Si2O7:Ce

3+ nanoparticles calcined at 1000 °C with Cs2SO4 as the salt support and washed with 1 M NaCl.
(G) TEM image of lutetium silicate:Ce3+ nanoparticles calcined at 1200 °C illustrating the aggregation of particles.

Table 1. Synthesis Conditions for the Experimental
Procedure

sample
nanoparticle (np)
concn (mg/mL)

Ce(NO3)3 or
Lu(NO3)3 (g)

urea
(g)

water
(mL)

Ce-coated
Stober silica

Stober np: 1 Ce(NO3)3: 0.10 0.746 50

Lu-coated
Stober silica

Ce-coated np: 3.33 Lu(NO3)3: 0.4 0.337 15

Figure 3. Optical images of the nanoparticles under UV irradiation.
The luminescence intensity changes as a function of the amount of
Ce3+ added. The rows indicate the amount of Ce3+ added in the
coating procedure when utilizing a coprecipitation method. The
columns indicate the optimum calcination time. Samples with a red
mark did not scintillate under X-ray irradiation (Cu Kα, wavelength
1.5405 Å).
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Figure 3 shows how the scintillation and luminescence
properties change with the amount of cerium incorporated in
the system. When the cerium content is low around 2% in the
solution, the particles luminesced at longer calcination times
but did not scintillate. When the amount of cerium was
increased to 6% in the solution at longer calcination times, the
samples luminesced and scintillated. At even higher cerium
content at 18% the samples luminesced and scintillated. But it
was not the ideal cerium concentration, as the increased
cerium concentration gave rise to aggregation of particles.
Further experiments were conducted with a concentration of
6% cerium. When the coprecipitation method was used, where
cerium and lutetium were precipitated onto the silica
nanoparticles in a single step, the addition of 6 wt % cerium
with respect to lutetium concentration in the solution resulted
in an ∼3% incorporation of cerium into the final product
which, according to reports in the literature, is the optimum
dopant concentration.44,45 When the amount of cerium
incorporated into the system was too low or too high,
scintillating behavior was not observed. When a sequential
coating procedure was used, the amount of Ce added in the
first step was increased to 20 wt % with respect to Stober
nanoparticles to obtain ∼3% incorporation in the final
structure. When calcined in air, these nanoparticles also
formed the CeO2 phase, which leads to a decrease in available
cerium for incorporation into the host orthosilicate structure,
resulting in a decrease in the luminescing and scintillating
ability of the nanoparticles. To avoid the formation of the
CeO2 phase, the unreacted, coated core−shell nanoparticles
were sealed inside an evacuated silica tube during heating. This
avoided the oxidation of Ce3+ to Ce4+, thus increasing the
scintillating ability of the particles for a given cerium
concentration. EDS was used to obtain the approximate
elemental composition of the nanoparticles which, after
heating in vacuum and washing, were found to be Lu ∼
15%, Ce ∼ 3%, Si ∼ 17%, and O ∼ 62%. The EDS spectrum
and the data are shown in Figure S2 and Table S1, respectively.
The calcination temperature was also varied to understand

how this affected aggregation and phase formation. The
calcination temperature was varied from 800 to 1200 °C,
where 1200 °C was found to be the temperature at which the
nanoparticles completely reacted to form the desired phase in
only 15 min. This process, however, gave rise to some
aggregation. To avoid particle aggregation, the use of a water-
soluble salt support was explored. The goal was to identify a
salt support that is water-soluble and stable at high
temperatures. One material that meets these criteria is
Cs2SO4, which has a melting point of 1010 °C. Utilizing
Cs2SO4 as the salt support at 1000 °C was found to be the
optimum temperature at which the particles remained as
individual particles, sintering was not observed, and the desired
cerium doped lutetium silicate phase was obtained. Complete
conversion to the target phase required calcination times of 48
h.
The particle size of the calcined nanoparticles was obtained

from the powder X-ray diffraction patterns (Figure 4) using the
Scherrer equation. The instrumental broadening was deter-
mined using the NIST LaB6 standard and was used to obtain
an accurate crystallite size using crystal diffraction (Figure S3).
Based on peak broadening, the calcined nanoparticle had an
average size of 81 nm.46 Typically, PXRD only determines the
crystalline size and not the particle size; however, in the case of
nanosized particle, the crystallite and particle size tend to be

the same. As a second method, the TEM data show that the
particles are ∼80 ± 10 nm in size. Both of these measurements
account for the fact that the SSHT method is suitable for the
production of nanoparticles in a nonaggregated form.
The zeta-potential values (Figure S1) for the Stober silica

nanoparticles become negative and increase as the pH of the
solution increases because of the deprotonation of the surface
hydroxyl groups at this pH, which accounts for the stability of
the nanoparticles in aqueous media. After calcination the
surface charge remain largely negative as expected and
indicates that even after the SSHT treatment not all surface
hydroxyl groups were removed. This can be useful in the
functionalization of these particles for future biomedical
applications such as optogenetics.47,48

Figure 4 shows the powder X-ray diffraction (PXRD)
patterns of the nanoparticles prepared using the SSHT
method, and for comparison, Figure 5 shows the PXRD
patterns of the nanoparticles heated at 1200 °C without the
use of a salt support and of the sample prepared by solid state
method at 1400 °C. As can be seen from Figure 4, the
nanoparticles synthesized using the SSHT method at 1000 °C,
the characteristic diffraction patterns confirm the presence of
the Lu2Si2O7 phase and indicate the presence of only minimal
amounts of CeO2 and unreacted silica. The important result is
that the product nanoparticle consists of a single silicate phase,
Lu2Si2O7. By comparison, when the nanoparticles were
calcined at 1200 °C, without the use of a salt support at
significantly higher temperatures than the SSHT method,
complete phase formation occurs in only 15 min. However, the
product nanoparticles consist of a mixture of cerium-doped
Lu2Si2O7 and Lu2SiO5. These results are illustrated in Figure 5.
Clearly, the ability of the SSHT method to allow heating the
samples for longer times at lower temperature enables the
selective synthesis of only a single silica phase nanoparticle
product. For the sample prepared by solid state method at
1400 °C, the particles consisted of two phases: Lu2Si2O7 and
Lu2SiO5. Based on XRD peak broadening, the powder had
crystallite sizes of 360 nm.49

Figure 4. Powder X-ray diffraction patterns of standards CeO2
(black) (04-003-2611), SiO2 (blue) (04-016-2556), Lu2Si2O7
(green) (04-010-9417), and the experimental scintillating
Lu2Si2O7:Ce

3+ nanoparticles by SSHT at 1000 °C (red).
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The luminescence of all nanoparticles was checked by
irradiating them with 365 nm UV light. Samples that displayed
luminescence were checked for scintillation using the Cu X-
rays of the powder diffractometer. As can be seen from Figure
6, these nanoparticles both scintillated and luminesced in a
bright blue color. Sintered particles synthesized by the
traditional solid state technique were also checked for
luminescence and scintillation. Figure 7 illustrates the observed
bright blue luminescence and scintillation.
Quantitative luminescence data for nanoparticles as well as

for a sample prepared by solid state synthesis were obtained on
a PerkinElmer S55 fluorometer as shown in Figure 8. The
commercial sample by phosphor technology required the use
of a 1% attenuator after a 10 times dilution with pure KBr to
decrease the intensity of the signal to a measurable level. This
data is shown in Figure S4. The sample synthesized by the
solid state route required the use of a 10% attenuator to
decrease the intensity of the signal to measurable levels. The
fluorescence emission spectrum featured a large peak at 358
nm. The intensity as well as the visual luminescence was more
intense in the sample prepared by solid state compared to the
nanoparticle sample. It is likely that the samples prepared via
the solid state synthesis at 1400 °C contain lower amounts of
surface hydroxyl groups, which helps to decrease a non-
radiative relaxation process.50 Nanoparticles usually have a

higher surface area, which gives rise to larger amounts of
unsaturated and dangling bonds in these particles as well as a
high level of surface hydroxyl groups.51 This is the likely reason
for the lower luminescence intensity of the nanoparticle phase
compared to the sample prepared by the solid state synthesis
method. The photoluminescence excitation spectra of the solid
state powder as well as the Lu2Si2O7 sample shows an
asymmetric broad peak around ∼400 nm, which corresponds
to the electron transitions from 4f ground state to a 5d
transition state of Ce3+. The scintillation mechanism consists of
primary and secondary processes. The primary process is the
transfer of energy from ionizing radiation (X-ray) to the Ce3+

luminescent centers.52 Literature precedent suggests that in the
lattice of the Lu2Si2O7:Ce

3+ phase the Ce3+ ions only
substitutes for one crystallographic site.27 The larger Ce
centers which substitute for the smaller Lu sites act as the
luminescence centers. The secondary process is by which the
electron transitions from the lowest 5d level (5d1) to the two
sublevels of spin−orbit split of Ce3+−2F5/2 and

2F7/2 gives rise
to the asymmetry on the photoluminescence spectra as seen in
Figure 8.27,53 The energy level diagram for this phenomenon is
depicted in Figure S5. This asymmetry as well as the shoulder
peak is more prominent in the radioluminescence spectra as
shown in Figure 9 for the Lu2Si2O7:Ce

3+ SSHT nanoparticle
system. The radioluminescence of the Lu2Si2O7:Ce

3+ SSHT
nanoparticle system is red-shifted 117 nm compared to the
photoluminescence spectra and the commercial powder from
phosphor technology red-shifted 129 nm compared to the
photoluminescence spectra. This could be because of the
internal absorption of the host system of the nanoparticles.53,54

The quantum yield of these nanoparticles is 20 ± 9%.
Structural defects and dangling OH− bonds act as and limit the
quantum yield of the nanoparticles. This is comparable to and
even better than some other luminescent nanoparticles.55−57

FTIR spectra for the as synthesized as well as for the
calcined nanoparticles are shown in Figure 10. As is typical in
the formation of nanoparticles, a large peaks around ∼1100
and 1200 cm−1 can be attributed to Si−OH and Si−O−Si
vibrations, respectively. The two bands at ∼760 and ∼850
cm−1 are ascribed to the symmetric and asymmetric vibrations
of the Si−O bonds. The band at around ∼900 cm−1

corresponds to the free Si−O− moieties.58

The SSHT method enables the synthesis of single phase
scintillating nanoparticles but does add an additional
processing step. The water-soluble Cs2SO4 needs to be
removed, and the nanoparticles need to be isolated. This
requires repeated washings to ensure that the Cs2SO4 is fully
removed from the nanoparticle surface. To achieve complete
removal of Cs2SO4, as it is toxic to cells and therefore not
appropriate for biomedical application, the Cs+ ions that
remained electrostatically attached to the surface were
removed by an ion exchange step using a dilute acid (1 M

Figure 5. Powder X-ray diffraction pattern of standards Lu2Si2O7
(black) (04-010-9417), Lu2SiO5 (red) (04-013-1146), and the
experimental scintillating lutetium silicate:Ce3+ nanoparticles calcined
at 1200 °C (blue) and the experimental scintillating Lutetium
silicate:Ce3+ sample prepared by solid state method at 1400 °C
(green).

Figure 6. Lu2Si2O7:Ce
3+ nanoparticle sample prepared using the SSHT method calcined at 1000 °C under visible (left) and X-ray irradiation (Cu

Kα, wavelength 1.5405 Å) (middle) and UV irradiation (right).
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HCl) or dilute salt solution (1 M NaCl). TEM images revealed
(Figures 2D and 2E, respectively) that when the nanoparticles
were treated with 1 M HCl or saturated NaCl, they did not

retain their morphology. However, ion exchange using a 1 M
NaCl solution left the nanoparticles unchanged; they retained
their morphology and their scintillation and luminescing
abilities. This can be seen very clearly in the TEM image in
Figure 2F. EDS still detects a small amount of cesium on the
surface, and consequently, future studies are planned to
develop a simple technique to remove all the cesium from the
surface of the nanoparticles.

■ CONCLUSIONS
This study details a new methodology that utilizes a facile
core−shell approach combined with the salt-supported high
temperature method (SSHT) to prepare compositions that
would otherwise be difficult to synthesize on the nanoscale.
These findings show that the key to obtaining isolated
nanoparticles of the lutetium orthosilicate phase is to utilize
a salt support, such as Cs2SO4, that functions to spatially
isolate the nanoparticles, thereby preventing them from
aggregating when heated to 1000 °C for 48 h. This SSHT
method allows for longer calcination times at high temper-
atures without the issue of particle aggregation or necking and,
moreover, gives rise to the formation of single phase Lu2Si2O7
nanoparticles that could not otherwise be obtained by calcining
at higher temperatures for brief time periods.
Nanoparticles could be readily isolated by dissolving and

thus removing the Cs2SO4 and by exchanging any remaining
Cs+ ions electrostatically bonded to the surface by using 1 M
NaCl. These nanoparticles display very strong luminescence

Figure 7. Sample prepared by solid state method at 1400 °C under visible (left) and X-ray irradiation (Cu Kα, wavelength 1.5418 Å (middle) and
UV irradiation (right)

Figure 8. Photoluminescence spectra (black and blue) and photo-
luminescence excitation (red and green) spectra of lutetium
silicate:Ce3+ sample prepared by solid state reaction at 1400 °C
(red and black) and the Lu2Si2O7:Ce

3+ nanoparticles prepared by the
SSHT method and calcined at 1000 °C (blue and green).

Figure 9. Radioluminescence spectra of Y2Si2O7:Ce
3+ commercial

powder by phosphor technology (black) and Lu2Si2O7:Ce
3+ nano-

particles prepared by the SSHT method and calcined at 1000 °C
(red).

Figure 10. FTIR spectra of as synthesized Lu2Si2O7:Ce
3+ nano-

particles (black) and calcined nanoparticles (red).
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and scintillation abilities. Coupled with their size, 100 nm,
these nanoparticles could be suitable for biomedical
applications. The chemical insights discussed in this study
can be used to guide the development of other scintillating
nanoparticles as well as the synthesis of other ternary or
quaternary phases at the nanoscale. This “solid state chemistry
at the nanoscale” opens up a whole new synthetic approach for
preparing complex phases as nanoparticles.

■ EXPERIMENTAL SECTION
Materials. Tetraethyl orthosilicate (TEOS, Fisher Scientific, 99+

%), ammonium hydroxide (VWR, 28−30%), cerium nitrate (Reacton,
99.99%), lutetium nitrate (Fisher Scientific, 99.9%), urea (Fisher
Scientific, 100%), methanol (99.9%, Sigma-Aldrich), deionized double
distilled water (ACS reagent grade), cesium sulfate (Fisher Scientific,
99.99%), sodium chloride (Fisher Scientific, 99.99%), hydrochloric
acid (Fisher Scientific, 99.99%), Lu2O3 (Fisher Scientific, 99.999%),
SiO2 (Fisher Scientific, 99.999%), and CeO2 (Fisher Scientific,
99.999%) were utilized in this study. CeO2, SiO2, and cesium sulfate
were prefired at 260 °C. Lu2O3 was prefired at 1000 °C.
Synthesis of Stober Silica Nanoparticles. Stober silica

nanoparticles were synthesized following the methods found in the
literature.43 In brief, water (13.85 mL) and ammonium hydroxide
(23.65 mL), 28% by weight, were added to a round-bottom flask, and
the mixture was heated at 60 °C, at which point tetraethyl
orthosilicate (TEOS) (3.80 mL) was added. To allow for the
hydrolysis and the polycondensation of the silicon source, the mixture
was aged for 2 h. The nanoparticles were isolated by centrifugation at
8000 rpm. The nanoparticles were washed and centrifuged 4−5 times
until the ammonia had been removed from the system and the pH of
the water remained unchanged. The isolated nanoparticles were dried
at 90 °C overnight, and their size and uniformity were checked by
TEM.
Coating of Nanoparticles with Cerium and Lutetium;

Formation of the Orthosilicate Phase. The nanoparticles were
sequentially coated with cerium and lutetium by using a dilute coating
procedure. Ce(NO3)3 (0.1 g) and urea (0.0674 g) were added to the
Stober silica particles (50 mg) in water (50 mL), sonicated to ensure
homogeneity, and stirred at 90 °C for 6 h.10,42 The particles were
isolated via centrifugation, washed with water, and dried at 90 °C
overnight. The dry particles were redispersed in water (3.33 mg/mL),
sonicated, and coated with Lu(NO3)3 (0.4 g) and urea (0.0337 g)
using the same procedure and isolated via centrifugation. To react the
SiO2, Lu2O3, and Ce3+ to create the scintillating crystalline phase,
these particles were ground with 100 times their weight of Cs2SO4.
The mixture was placed inside a silica tube that was evacuated and
sealed. The tube was heated for 2 days at 1000 °C to obtain the
desired phase, as determined by powder X-ray diffraction. The
Lu2Si2O7:Ce nanoparticles were sonicated and washed with water to
dissolve the Cs2SO4 and isolated via centrifugation. The process was
repeated twice to ensure that all of the Cs2SO4 is removed. In the final
step, the nanoparticles were washed with 1 M NaCl/1 M HCl to
ensure that any surface adsorbed Cs is exchanged with the Na+/ H+

and removed.
Powder X-ray Diffraction (PXRD). PXRD patterns were

collected on a Rigaku Ultima IV diffractometer using Cu Kα radiation
(λ = 1.5418 Å) and a D/Tex high-speed detector. Patterns were
collected in the angular range of 5°−65° 2θ with a step size of 0.02°.
Optical Properties. Fluorescence data were collected on ground

samples of Lu2Si2O7:Ce nanoparticles using a PerkinElmer LS55
luminescence spectrometer. Excitation spectra were collected at
emission wavelengths of 358−356 nm, and emission scans were
collected at excitation wavelengths of 409−413 nm for the
nanoparticle sample prepared by SSHT and solid state methods.
Radioluminescence (RL) was measured with a Amptek Mini-X Ag

source at 40 kV and 99 μA, a Horiba JY Synapse CCD camera, and a
Horiba JY microHR monochromator with a grating of 300 grooves/
mm, a blaze of 600 nm, and a slit width of 1 mm. Light was collected
from a 600 m Ocean Optics fiber. The integration time was adjusted

to 1 s. Samples were packed in a 3D printed 10 mm × 1 mm round
washer made from clear ploy lactic acid lament. All optical properties
were compared to commercial YSO:Ce and performed at ambient
conditions. Quantum yield measurements were acquired on an
Edinburgh FS5 fluorescence spectrometer equipped with a 150 W
continuous wave xenon lamp source for excitation.

Scintillation images of Lu2Si2O7Ce nanoparticles were obtained
using a digital camera placed inside a Rigaku Ultima IV diffractometer
equipped with a Cu Kα source (λ = 1.54056 Å). As a qualitative
indicator of intensity, a scintillation image of LuSiO5:Ce

3+ (0.5 atom
% Ce in Lu) was also taken. This sample was prepared via the solid
state reaction of Lu2O3, CeO2, and SiO2 and heated at 1400 °C for a
total of 6 days with intermittent grindings every 2 days.

Infrared spectroscopy was performed using a PerkinElmer
spectrum 100 FT-IR spectrometer with a diamond ATR attachment.
IR spectra were recorded in the spectral range of 4000 to 650 cm−1.
Final IR spectra consist of 32 total averaged scans.

Energy-Dispersive Spectroscopy (EDS). EDS was performed
on a nanoparticle product using a Tescan Vega-3 SEM equipped with
a Thermo EDS attachment. The SEM was operated in low-vacuum
mode. The powders were mounted on an SEM stub with carbon tape
and analyzed using a 20 kV accelerating voltage and an 80 s
accumulating time.

Transmission Electron Microscopy (TEM). TEM measurements
were performed on a Hitachi H-7800 TEM and analyzed using a 120
kV accelerating voltage at various magnifications. To prepare samples
for the TEM, nanoparticle samples were diluted in ethanol and
sonicated for 15 min to ensure homogeneity. A drop of dilute sample
suspended in ethanol was placed on a copper grid with a thin Formvar
polymer coating and completely dried at room temperature prior to
the measurement.

Zeta-Potential Measurements. These measurements were
conducted on samples in the appropriate pH solutions (pH 2−6).
The samples were prepared by placing a small amount of sample into
a disposable plastic centrifuge tube and sonicating the tube for 5 min
(1510 Sonicator, Branson). The suspension was then tested for zeta
potential using a Zetazizer nanoZS (Malvern).
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