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Electron Holography Surmounts Resolution Limit of Electron Microscopy
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(Received 8 August 1994)

In high resolution electron off-axis holography, the complete information about amplitude and phase
of the complex electron image wave is captured in a single hologram, fed to a computer, numerically
reconstructed, and analyzed using methods of wave optical image processing. Specifically, the blurring
effect due to the aberration of the objective lens of the electron microscope is corrected under
reconstruction. The presented first results, achieved with a Philips CM30FEG electron microscope
specially developed for the needs of high resolution electron holography, reveal that the point resolution
of modern electron microscopes is significantly improved.

PACS numbers: 61.16.—d, 42.30.Rx, 42.40.—i

In contrast to the light optical case, in electron mi-
croscopy the lateral resolution is not limited by the
diffraction error, i.e., by the wavelength of the electrons,
but instead is governed by the spherical aberration of the
objective lens. As shown by Scherzer [1]already in 1936,
this error cannot be avoided as long as common rotational
symmetric lens designs are used. For example, in the case
of the Philips CM30FEG high resolution electron micro-
scope applied in this work, the best point resolution is
0.198 nm, about 2 orders of magnitude worse than the
diffraction limit of the A = 1.98 pm wavelength, 300 keV
electrons.

In electron microscopy we deal with a complex elec-
tron wave o(r) = a(r) exp[i'(r)] modulated in both am-
plitude and phase due to the interaction with the object.
During the imaging process from this object wave to
the recordable image wave, the aberrations of the objec-
tive lens lead to a blurring of the available information.
The backpropagation from the aberration-corrupted image
wave b(r) = A(r) exp[i@(r)] to the level of the object is
possible following the wave laws given by the Kirchhoff
diffraction integral. Prerequisites are the registration of
the image wave amplitude and phase as well as a sufh-
cient knowledge of the lens aberrations. This approach—
called holography —was proposed by Gabor already in
1948 [2] but it took nearly 50 years until electron holog-
raphy finally achieved this goal.

From the various forms of electron holography [3] un-

der investigation, the off-axis technique has proven to be
most promising [4]. Using a Moellenstedt biprism, the
image wave is coherently superimposed with a plane ref-
erence wave, and the resulting interference pattern —the
hologram —reveals a cosinusoidal intensity distribution,

I(r) = 1 + A(r) + 2A(r) cos(2rrq, . r + &b(r)). (1)
Amplitude A and phase 4 of the image wave are captured
as a contrast modulation and a bending of the hologram
fringes, respectively. The spacing of the hologram fringes
1/q, can be adjusted by the tilt angle between the image
and reference waves. In addition to the cosinusoidal
fringes, a conventional high resolution image is found in

x(q) = 27T l 4 4 1

4 2
—C, W4q4 + —n, W'&' (3)

with defocus D, and coeNcient of spherical aberration t", .
This representation implies isoplanacy, i.e., independence
of the aberrations from the image coordinates. Restriction
of spatial and temporal coherence occurring even with
modern highly coherent field emission guns leads to a
damping of high resolution information by the envelope
functions of spatial coherence E, (q, D, ) and chromatic
aberration E, (q). The spatial frequency at which damping
below noise level occurs represents the "information
limit" beyond which no object information is found,
neither in a conventional image nor in a hologram.

Mainly because the effective phase plate g(q) is a
strongly varying function of spatial frequency, object and
image wave usually do not agree. The upper part of
Fig. 1 shows the sing function that is responsible for the
transfer of the object wave phase into the image wave
amplitude (the square of which only can be recorded
in conventional microscopy) in the so-called "Scherzer
condition. " This condition is conventionally used in
high resolution microscopy, when the "weak phase object
approximation" applies, since a broad range of spatial
frequencies is transferred with the ideal "Zernike phase
shift" of g(q) = —~/2 well known from light optics

the hologram represented as the squared amplitude of the
image wave A(r) (Fig. 3). Since the hologram fringes
act as carrier wave for amplitude and phase, the image
wave can numerically be extracted from the hologram
using an according separation technique in Fourier space
(see, e.g. , [4]). The reconstructed image wave still is
distorted by the aberrations of the electron microscope.
The description is best performed in Fourier space, where
the complex image wave spectrum is given as

~(q) = O(q) exp[ —tA(q)] &..(q. D,.) &, (q) (2)

The different frequency components q of the object wave
spectrum O(q) are shifted differently in phase by the wave
aberration y(q) which is—in the rotationally symmetric
case —given by
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FIG. 3. Hologram of Si [110] taken at the CM30FEG. The spacing of the hologram fringes amounts to 0.05 nm. The Fourier
spectrum of the hologram reveals that the sideband used for the holographic reconstruction contains the (111), (220), (113), and

[004) reflections corresponding to lateral information of 0.136 nm.

resolution image. The (004) rellections are available for
reconstruction. Amplitude and phase of the aberration
corrected object wave are shown in Fig. 4: Because of
the correction, the information previously spread out in
the intensity distribution of the hologram is reconcentrated
at the atom columns. The white dumbbell contrast in the
phase image, that directly represents the atom positions,
becomes visible and the amplitude image shows a dark
"figure-eight"-shaped contrast with faint white dots at the
atom columns; for a better visualization, some noise re-
duction (Fourier filtering of the nonperiodic background
in the spectrum) has been applied [16]. To confirm the
proper correction, a simulated thickness-defocus tableau

for C, = 0 and a residual error in defocus correction in the
range of —10 to 10 nm has been calculated for different
object thicknesses (Fig. 5). It reveals that already small
deviations of about 5 nm in defocus drastically change the
image contrast of amplitude and phase. Comparing the
corrected object wave amplitude and phase from Fig. 4
with the correction tableau reveals a satisfying agreement
with the simulations [17]. The asymmetry visible in am-

plitude and phase of the corrected wave as well as in
the corresponding spectrum suggests a residual crystal or
beam tilt, revealing that electron holography is a valuable
tool for the analysis of such effects: investigations based
on comparison with simulations are in progress.

amplitude phase

FIG. 4. Aberration-corrected amplitude and phase of electron object wave reconstructed from Fig. 1. (Parameters: C, = 1.23 mm,
D, = —115 nm, C, = —3 nm, and P, = 120*.) The deviation from optimum focus is not severe in this case, because the phase
plate used for correction is properly sampled up to the desired frequency. Because of correction, the characteristic Si-dumbbell
structure is clearly visible.
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FIG. 5. Simulated thickness-defocus tableau of Si [110] for
reconstructed object wave from Fig. 4 reveals a satisfactory agr

a correction to C, = 0. The comparison with the experimentally
cement with the simulation for D, = 0.
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FIG. 6. Spectrum of image wave reconstructed from a Si
[110] hologram containing information up to 0.104 nm. The
331, 224, and 115 rejections present correspond to lateral
information of 0.124, 0.111, and 0.104 nm, respectively.

Using the wave optical backpropagation to the level of
the object wave, the off-axis holographic technique there-
fore shows it to be able to retrieve interpretable information
from the domain far below the Scherzer resolution limit.
Following Eq. (5), the full use of the information down
to 0.1 nm, as it is given by the CM30FEG, can only be
made when CCD detector systems with 2048 X 2048 pix-
els are applied for the detection of the holograms; such
camera systems are now commercially available. Mean-
while, Fig. 6 demonstrates the capability to record the ac-
cording information at the example of the image wave
spectrum obtained from a Si [110]hologram: The maxi-
mum resolution in the sideband is represented by the in-
cluded 115 reflection that corresponds to a lateral spacing
of 0.104 nm.
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