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Table S1 Comparisons of energy density for different ferroelectric nanocomposites.

Nanofiller Matrix E (kV/cm) Ue (J/cm3) Reference

(3vol.%)BTnws∥E P(VDF-CTFE) 2400 10.8 Our work
(18vol.%)BZT nps PVDF 2500 7.74 1

(3vol.%)BTnws P(VDF-CTFE) 2700 8.4 2

(17.5vol.%)BTnws P(VDF-TrFE-CFE) 3000 10.48 3

(2.5vol.%)BT@SiO2nfs PVDF 3300 6.28 4

(2vol.%)BT@SiO2 nps PVDF 3400 6.28 5

(2.5vol.%)BST60 nfs PVDF 3800 6.4 6

(2.5vol.%)ST@PVP nfs PVDF 3800 6.8 7

(2.5vol.%)BST nfs PVDF 3800 6.95 8

(10vol.%)F4CBT nps PVDF 4000 9.4 9

BTOnps+BTOnfs PVDF(Multilayered) 4500 10 10

MgO PVDF 5000 10.52 11

 
Fig.S1 Comparisons of energy density for different polymer nanocomposites at different 
electric field.
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