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Abstract	

The capability to display images containing chemical, magnetic and structural 
information and to perform spectroscopy and diffraction from a μm-sized area 
makes cathode lens electron microscopy one of the most used and reliable 
techniques to analyze surfaces at the mesoscale. Thanks to its versatility, 
LEEM/PEEM systems are currently employed to study model systems in the 
fields of nanotechnology, nanomagnetism, material science, catalysis, energy 
storage, thin films and 2D materials. In the following chapter, we will present a 
brief but complete review of this class of instruments. After an historical 
digression in the introducing section, we will show first the basic operating 
principles of a simple setup and then the elements that can be added to 
improve the performances. Later, two sections will be dedicated to LEEM and 
PEEM respectively. In both cases, a theoretical discussion on the contrast 
mechanisms will prelude to a showcase of the operating modes of the 
instrument, with clear examples that will show the best performances 
available nowadays. Finally, a brief discussion about the future developments 
of cathode lens electron microscopy will close the chapter. 
 	



1. INTRODUCTION 
Cathode lens electron microscopy is a technique that uses slow electrons as 
information carriers [1]. Differently to the case of scanning or transition 
electron microscopy, in this system electrons interact with the probe at very 
low kinetic energy, below few hundred electronvolts (eV). In such range, the 
inelastic mean free path (IMFP) ensures a probing depth of just a few atomic 
layers, making cathode lens microscopy a surface sensitive technique. It is 
therefore not surprising that its history parallels the history of surface science 
since the early years. The first example of emission microscope with slow 
electrons goes back to 1932, few years after the Davisson and Germer 
experiment [2], when Brüche and Johansson produced the first thermoionic 
emission microscope [3, 4]. They used coils as magnetic lenses to produce 
magnified images of a hot cathod's surface on a fluorescent screen. Glass 
enclosures and diffusion pumps provided the vacuum system, necessary to 
avoid dispersion of the electrons. One year later, Brüche built the first 
prototype of PhotoEmission Electron Microscope (PEEM) [5], using a cold 
cathode illuminated by UV light (Fig. 1a). These milestones and the rising of 
theoretical electron optics gave birth to a flourishing scientific community. 
Several theoretical calculation concerning magnification, chromatic and 
spherical aberration of magnetic lenses, electrostatic mirrors and einzel 
lenses, were made available [6–9]. It was soon understood [10] that the 
resolution performances could be enhanced well above light microscopy if 
electrons travel through the lens system at relatively high energies - tens of 
keV. The suggested setup was then to place the sample on a negative bias, 
i.e. using it as a cathode, in order to accelerate electrons after the takeoff. 
This grounding principle is still used nowadays for modern microscopy. The 
development of electron optics suffered then a sudden stop during the 1940s, 



not only because of World War II, but also for technological limitations of that 
age.  

	
Fig.	1:	(a)	Top:	schematic	of	Brüche’s	first	PEEM	system	and	first	PEEM	image	of	scraped	Zn	plate	
with	holes.	Reproduced	from	Ref.	[5]	with	permission,	copyright	1933	Springer	Science	+	Business	
Media.	Bottom:	scheme	of	an	ideal	PEEM	system.	(b)	Top:	picture	of	the	original	LEEM	instrument	in	
the	1960’s.	Reproduced	from	Ref.	[11]	with	permission,	copyright	2012	Elsevier.	Bottom:	scheme	of	
an	ideal	LEEM	system	with	120°	deflection. 

The renaissance period of the 1960s coincides with the development of UHV 
technology: several new solutions, such as ion pumps, Cu gaskets, valves 
and sample transfer systems, boosted the surface science and hence the 
creation of more sophisticated instruments. In 1962 Ernst Bauer conceived 
the Low Energy Electron Microscope (LEEM) [12, 13], which uses elastically 
backscattered electrons as a probe (Fig. 1b). In this system electrons 
generated by a gun are decelerated to few eV before interaction with the 
surface. Once backscattered, the outgoing electron beam is separated from 
the incoming one by a magnetic field, and then processed by the lens system. 
In the same period, emission electron microscopy reached a period of 
maturity, when the demonstrated resolution of ~10 nm made explicit new 
limitations, such as lens aberration and astigmatism, energy dispersion, 
electron detection, surface stability and cleanness. The attention of the 
microscopy community was then gradually driven away by the success of 
Transmission Electron Microscopy (TEM); during the 1970s the LEEM project 
was frozen, while the few PEEM systems were mainly dedicated to 
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first thermionic emission images and PEEM images from BaO-
coated W with the fully assembled instrument. Imaging with
elastically reflected low energy electrons, however, required
much more work such as improving the field emission for more
reliable operation or adding active AC field compensation with
large Helmholtz coils. In 1980 he got the first LEEM, mirror
electron microscopy (MEM) and secondary electron images with
about 200 nm resolution and in 1981 the first sharp LEED patterns
of the Si(111)-(7!7) structure with low background, using the
filter lens. The addition of a stigmator to correct the strong
astigmatism of the collimator lens brought a further significant
improvement so that in his Ph.D. thesis in 1983 he could finally
demonstrate all the imaging methods and LEED [13]. His first
publications two years later [14] convinced the skeptical scientific
community that LEEM was a viable surface imaging method with
a resolution of 10–20 nm capable of studying the dynamics of
surfaces processes such as phase transitions. Fig. 2 shows the
LEEM instrument in the configuration used around 1985 with
which Telieps reached 15 nm resolution.

This success brought suddenly generous support for the field,
which previously had been struggling with financial problems.
A grant from the Volkswagen-Foundation allowed us to embark
on the next step of instrument and method development –
spectroscopic imaging. I had planned long before we had the first
LEEM images to add chemical imaging to the structural imaging
provided by LEEM. I presented the possibility of Auger electron
emission microscopy (AEEM) in the same instrument in a collo-
quium organized by Heinz Bethge in Halle (at that time GDR) [15],
whose proceedings never got published because Bethge could not
get the necessary paper for it. It was obvious from the calculations
that AEEM would be feasible only with an imaging energy filter
and the VW grant allowed us to build a LEEM with such a filter.
Telieps had already installed an auxiliary electron gun for this
purpose in 1984 and gotten good secondary electron images with
it. However in the meantime synchrotron radiation had made
considerable progress and undulator sources, which produce
sufficient photon flux density for XPEEM imaging, were on the
horizon. A comparison of AEEM and XPEEM indicated that XPEEM
was much more promising [16] and was, therefore, the main
subject of the VW project. However shortly after the project was

approved it was interrupted by the tragic death of Telieps in a car
accident. The search for a successor on this project led to Lee
Veneklasen, who was ideally suited for it, having worked in his
Ph.D. thesis on field emission guns and subsequently in industry
building scanning electron microscopes. In addition, collaboration
with the Institute for Scientific Instruments in Brno made major
contributions to the design and production of the electron-optical
components of the instrument. Jaroslav Chmelik did extensive
lens calculations, in particular of the immersion objective lens,
which led to the replacement of the original three-electrode
objective by an optimized four-electrode objective and alternately
by a magnetic triode objective (Fig. 3) [17]. Marian Maňkoš and
Vladimir Kolařik worked with Lee Veneklasen on beam separa-
tors, one of them allowing different energies in illumination and
imaging column [18], which is needed if the same illumination
system is to be used for LEEM and AEEM. Stimulations came also
from occasional meetings in Clausthal with other interested
colleagues such as Wilfried Engel and Harald Rose, from which
later the aberration correction project [19,20] grew.

For the first instrument more mundane problems had to be
solved. All the trouble spots of the original instrument were
eliminated: the collimator and filter lenses as well as the speci-
men tilt mechanism were eliminated and, most importantly, the
field emission gun was replaced by a LaB6 gun and several
condenser lenses, based on Lee Veneklasen’s experience. The
close packing of all lenses, customary in transmission microscopy,
eliminated the need of AC field compensation by Helmholtz coils.
In addition, all the controls of lens and deflector currents were
changed from manual to computer control. In 1989 a prototype of
the instrument [21] without energy filter was finished and
exhibited at the International Vacuum Congress in Cologne.
Design and construction of the energy filter, initially a 901, later
an 1801 filter, took more time but by 1994 the instrument with
the first analyzer version produced AEEM images and XPEEM
images with core shell photoelectrons [22]. XPEEM was strongly
limited due to the necessity to shuttle the microscope between
Clausthal and the next synchrotron radiation source (BESSY I) in
Berlin for short beamtimes. XPEEM became viable only after
installation of the instrument for an extended period at the
synchrotron radiation source Elettra in Trieste in 1996 [23]. In
the early 1990s two copies of the instrument without energy filter
(Fig. 4) were built on a collaboration basis between Clausthal and

Fig. 1. The original LEEM instrument in the 1960s before shipment to Germany.
The illumination column (left) consisted only of the field emission gun and two
sets of quadrupoles, which were used for focusing, deflection and correction of the
astigmatism of the 601 beam separator.

Fig. 2. The LEEM instrument in the 1980s [14]. The functions of focusing,
deflection and astigmatism correction in the illumination column were separated.
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Abstract
This retrospective sketches the evolution of emission electron microscopy, low energy electron
microscopy and related methods from the early stages up to the present state and gives a brief
outlook on the future possibilities of these cathode lens electron microscopy techniques. It is
concerned mainly with instrumentation, discusses some little known work and emphasizes
important steps in the evolution of the field instead of attempting to review it in detail.

1. The early years of emission microscopy

This year photoelectron emission microscopy (PEEM) is 75
years old. It was in 1933 that Brüche used a simple instrument
(figure 1) to produce the first PEEM image [1]. It showed at
10 times magnification holes in a Zn plate that was irradiated
with UV light. In the same year Zworykin showed that also
secondary electrons could be used for surface imaging [2] and
a year earlier both Brüche and Johannson [3] and Knoll et al [4]
had demonstrated imaging with thermionic emitted electrons.

Thus, emission electron microscopy was born in the early
1930s. In the following years, the simple first instruments were
increasingly improved and the first studies of electron mirrors
were made [5, 6]. The terms cathode lens and immersion
lens were introduced and first elementary calculations of
the resolution limit of these lenses were made [7, 8] but it
was not until the early 1940s that detailed calculations were
performed. Recknagel’s geometric–optical calculations [9] of
the resolution δ for emitted electrons resulted in the famous
Recknagel formula δ = 4ε/F . Here ε is the emission energy
divided by the charge of the electron and F is the field strength
at the cathode. This formula was later also generally applied
to faster electrons, which caused significant problems with
the acceptance of the possibility of high resolution imaging
with reflected electrons. Subsequent wave optical calculations
for the homogeneous acceleration field [10] addressed the
various factors affecting the resolution of emitted electrons and
came up with the expression δ = λk(ε/λk F)1/4, where λk is
the wavelength corresponding to the emission energy of the
electron from the cathode.

Ten years after the first low magnification images,
thermionic emission electron microscopy (THEEM) achieved
a better resolution than that of the light microscope [11–14]
after Boersch realized that the resolution could be improved

Figure 1. Schematic of Brüche’s first PEEM system and first PEEM
image of a scraped Zn plate with holes. Magnification 6× and 2×.
Reproduced from [1] with permission. Copyright 1933 Springer.

significantly by limiting the angular aperture in the back
focal plane [11]. However, it took 25 years before PEEM
reached a resolution in the 100 nm range [15, 16]. Shortly
before that, emission microscopy with secondary electrons
(SEEM) produced by ion bombardment had already reached
a resolution in the 10 nm range [17]. Another 10 years
later, Engel reached in PEEM a point resolution of 12 nm,
in SEEM 27 nm and in THEEM 40 nm [18]. Engel not
only achieved the best well-documented resolution to date but
also made a comparative study of the contrast formation in
the various imaging modes (figure 2), including the influence
of the wavelength of the light in PEEM. Unfortunately none
of his results were published but some images can be found

0953-8984/09/314001+10$30.00 © 2009 IOP Publishing Ltd Printed in the UK1
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investigate biologic system [14] and test additional light sources, such as 
lasers and synchrotron radiation [15]. Only in the following decade cathode 
lens electron microscopy manifested itself as one of the principal surface 
science tools. Many upgrades were introduced, enhancing the versatility and 
the power of such systems in the investigation of surfaces at the mesoscale. 
The microscopy approach was combined with other investigation methods 
such as spectroscopy and diffraction, already known for their successful 
application in surface science. In 1981 LEED patterns were displayed in 
LEEM systems using the backfocal plane of the objective lens [16–18], giving 
the possibility to spatially select the probing area. Tonner et al. demonstrated 
the feasibility of PEEM with synchrotron radiation in the late 1980s [19], while 
Ertl's group at the Fritz Haber Institute raised the interest in the chemistry 
community for PEEM showing the oscillatory behavior of gas adsorption on 
active surfaces during catalytic reactions [20]. Few years later, the first 
cathode lens system equipped with a hemispherical energy analyzer 
(Spectroscopic PhotoEmission and Low Energy Electron Microscope, 
SPELEEM) was planned and later hosted at BESSY and Elettra synchrotrons. 
The first XPEEM image, i.e. made with core-level electrons photoemitted by 
X-rays, was published in 1998 [21]. In the same years, two LEEM systems 
were equipped with spin-polarized electron gun [22, 23], pioneering magnetic 
imaging. Magnetic contrast was achieved also in PEEM using circular and 
linear dichroism of polarized light [24]. The development of new operation 
modes continues nowadays, with the construction of aberration-free systems 
towards the ultimate spatial resolution [25–27], the use of pulsed light to 
enable time-resolved dynamic microscopy [28], and the design of special 
sample holders to modify the mechanic, electric and magnetic properties of 
the probe in operando [29]. Moreover, firms started to create commercial 
versions of LEEM and PEEM systems. The most notable examples are 
Elmitec GmbH in 1995 (based on Ernst Bauer's design) and SPECS GmbH 
(based on Ruud Tromp's design) [30, 31]. 

Although the cost of such systems is relatively high compared to other 
microscopes, the openness of the labs to external users, e.g., at the 
synchrotron endstations, helped to create a vast and heterogeneous user 
community. Nowadays, cathode lens microscopy is widely appreciated by 
surface scientists. Thanks to its multidisciplinarity and to the interplay between 
microscopy, spectroscopy and diffraction, it has become an essential 
technique for the overall comprehension of surface phenomena. 

 

2. Cathode lens microscopy 

2.1 Operating principles 

The first optical element electrons run into after the takeoff from the sample 
surface is also the most important. The cathode lens, often integrated with 
other refocusing elements and called objective lens, must both accelerate the 



electrons emitted from the sample and form a first magnified image. To do so, 
the sample is placed at negative potential !of about 10-50 kV to act as a 
cathode. The first electrode is grounded and attracts the electrons towards its 
central aperture, where they pass through the other magnetic or electrostatic 
elements of the objective lens. An equipotential plot of a lens is displayed in 
Fig. 2a. The overall focal length is determined by two opposite contributions, 
one divergent generated by the anode aperture and one convergent 
generated by the other elements of the lens [32, 33]. Figure 2b helps to 
explain the relevant physics in detail. 

	
Figure	2:	(a)	Field	contour	plot	of	a	tetrode	objective	lens.	The	equipotential	lines	are	1250	V	apart.	
Reproduced	from	Ref.	[34]	with	permission,	copyright	2002	AIP	Publishing.	(b)	Scheme	of	the	
cathode	immersion	lens.	For	explanation	see	text. 

When electrons are emitted from the surface at a distance L from the 
entrance aperture of the microscope with kinetic energy "# and angle $#, the 
acceleration in the quasi-homogeneous electric field in the cathode lens 
imposes a parabolic trajectory (in blue). This real situation can be converted 
to a virtual frame, in which electrons assume a linear trajectory and appear to 
be originated from a virtual image plane located at a distance 2L from the 
anode (green trajectory). Since in the real case the anode aperture distorts 
the electric field, the optical effect is to create a thin diverging lens with focal 
length -4L, called "aperture lens" [35]. The final virtual image is then placed at 
a distance 4L/3 from the anode (red trajectory), magnified by a factor 2/3. 
After the aperture, the field of the other elements of the objective lens 
magnifies the electron beam by a factor MM. 

This conversion can be defined as a change of relative coordinates, from real 
spatial and angular coordinates at the takeoff (%#,	$#,) to virtual coordinates 
(%, $) [36]. Given the overall lateral magnification of the objective lens M and 
defined the immersion factor as ' = "/"#, one has the following relations: 

 

*	 = 	
2
3
*-,			*/ = 0'

1
2	*3

41

	 

%
%#
= *,					

$
$#
	= */,				

5#
5
= *, 

L

4L/3

2L

Sp
ec

im
en

Vi
rtu

al
 im

ag
e

ca
th

od
e 

+ 
ap

.

Vi
rtu

al
 im

ag
e

ca
th

od
e

Ap
er

tu
re

O
bj

ec
tiv

e 
le

ns

Ba
ck

fo
ca

l
pl

an
e

Im
ag

e 
pl

an
e

-V-20 kV -15.2 kV

!r!
2L
U "!E0"!E cos#$!E sin# . "2$

Assuming that the diverging aperture lens is very weak
so that the acceleration field can be simplified as a planar
emission cathode, the aberration formulas for the accelera-
tion field are as given in Eqs. "1$and "2$. However, due to
the high resolution we ultimately desire, these formulas have
to be modified to include the effect of relativity as follows:
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where c is the speed of light, e is the electron charge, me is
the electron mass, P is the momentum.

The spherical aberration coefficient Cs and chromatic
aberration coefficient Cc of a unipotential lens can be ex-
pressed as7

Cs!%
z0

z1& 116 !54 "U!
U # 2# 5

24 "UU # 4$r4# 14
48 "U"

U # 3r"r3
"
3
32 "U"

U # 2r"2r2'!U0 /Udz , "4$

Cc!%
z0

z1" U"
2U rr"#

U!
4U r2#!U0 /Udz , "5$

where r and r" are the electron displacement and angle along
path direction, U is the local potential, and U", U! are first
and second derivative of potential along the beam direction,
respectively. U0!E0 /e is related to the electron energy E0 ,
and all aberration coefficients are referred to the object side.

Equations "4$ and "5$ were originally derived by
Scherzer.8 Since they do not contain any undesirable higher
derivatives of the axial potential and flux density distribu-
tions, they are the form most commonly used for practical
calculations of the electrostatic lens aberration coefficients.
The importance of these equations is that they allow one to

calculate aberrations that describe the performance of an op-
tical system when transmitting a range of angles and ener-
gies, even though they are derived from the calculation of
one trajectory; this is a tremendous simplification over ray
tracing where each electron is treated individually. The re-
striction is in the complexity of system that can be handled,
limited by the presence of higher order aberrations.

Image formation in PEEM utilizes secondary, photo and
Auger electrons emitted from the sample by incident x ray.
The energy distribution of emitted secondary electrons is
well modeled by a function of the form E/(E#Wf)4, where
E is the electron energy and Wf is the work function of the
materials.1 The probability per unit solid angle and unit en-
ergy of an electron being emitted with (# ,E) is
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To reduce aberrations to an acceptable level, an aperture
is put in the back focal plane of the acceleration#objective
lens. Watts et al.6 derived an equation to express how this
aperture limits the transmission of a ray with angle # and
energy E

E(
a2U

"f i*$2 sin2 #
, "7$

FIG. 1. Field contour plot of tetrode lens. The equipotential lines are 1250
V apart.
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whereas 5# = $#/6# and 5 = $/6 are the spatial frequencies parallel to the 
surface in the real and virtual plane respectively, and */ is the angular 
magnification. In the case of low energy electrons, i.e. if "# is just a few eV, 
the application of a potential of few tens of kV guarantees a large immersion 
factor. 

In the simplest configuration, the objective lens displays the magnified image 
to the electron detector, e.g., a fosforescent screen. In this case, only a limited 
magnification can be reached: the overall lateral magnification of the modern 
objective lens ranges typically between 15 and 40. To increase the 
performances of the microscope, a series of magnetic and electrostatic lenses 
can be added, to constitute the so-called imaging column. The focal length of 
the lenses can be controlled by changing the current of magnetic lenses, or 
the potential of electrostatic lenses. Electrons travel through the imaging 
column with kinetic energy equal to " = "# + 8!. Since usually electrons can 
escape from a surface with different E0 simultaneously, their trajectory in the 
imaging column can differ considerably from the optimum one. To guarantee 
that electrons with a selected initial kinetic energy pass through the lenses 
along the optimal trajectory, a tunable bias must be subtracted from the 
potential ! between sample and aperture. The bias value, also called start 
voltage (!# ), imposes the optimal trajectory and speed to only the electrons 
with initial kinetic energy "# = 8!#. For them, the final kinetic energy will be 
" = 8!. Electrons with different kinetic energy still pass through the objective 
lens, but can be easily filtered on a later stage due to their different 
trajectories. Moreover, the fixed trajectory and speed of the electrons allow to 
set the lenses of the imaging column once and for all. This not only improves 
the usability of the instrument, but permits to place apertures and slits to 
mould the image in a convenient plane. 

The advantage of having an imaging column is twofold. Besides the improved 
magnification, it gives access to the angular distribution of the emitted 
electrons. In optics, for objects a finite distance away, rays that leave the 
object with a given angle (Fig. 2b, orange trajectory) cross at a precise point 
in the backfocal plane of the objective lens. There, the image maps the 
distribution of electrons as a function of their emission angle, i.e. in the 
reciprocal space. In the case of electrons backscattered or photoemitted from 
a crystalline surface, this plane contains the diffraction pattern. The imaging 
column can then be set to display a magnification of the backfocal plane on 
the screen instead of the image plane. 

At the end of the imaging column, it is possible to place an energy filter, that 
exclude electrons with different kinetic energy. By knowing the displacement 
as function of energy, one can filter out the electrons by placing a slit of given 
size. Typically, the energy analyzers is optically neutral, i.e. the entrance 
plane is displayed in the dispersive plane at the exit with unit magnification. 
Finally, another series of lenses project the desired plane onto the detector. 



In conclusion, three different operation modes can be defined: 

• In the Microscopy mode (Fig. 3a) the image plane is displayed on the 
screen. In the imaging column the backfocal plane is reproduced and 
an aperture (called contrast aperture) can be inserted to limit the 
acceptance angle of the electrons. If an energy analyzer is installed, 
the imaging column is set to display the reciprocal plane at its 
entrance. The energy slit is placed at the dispersive plane and lets 
pass only electrons with a selected kinetic energy. The projector 
displays back the image plane onto the detector. Since the apertures 
are inserted on diffraction planes, the real image is still fully available. 

• The Diffraction mode (Fig. 3b) displays the distribution of electrons in 
the reciprocal space. In this case no contrast aperture has to be 
placed. Nonetheless, an aperture in the image plane of the objective 
lens, called field limiting aperture, can filter the electrons in the real 
space: the diffraction image is then made only from electrons emitted in 
a particular area. The imaging column transfers the image plane to the 
entrance of the energy filter: the slit at the dispersive plane does not 
influence the reciprocal image. The projector converts the image plane 
at the exit of the analyzer to the diffraction plane. 

• In the Spectroscopy mode (Fig. 3c) the projector magnifies the 
dispersive plane at the end of the energy filter. In this case both the 
contrast aperture and the field limiting aperture can be inserted, to limit 
conveniently the acceptance angle and the probed area. At the 
entrance of the energy analyzer the reciprocal plane is usually 
displayed. The dispersive plane looks then as a line with modulated 
intensity. The intensity line profile over the spreaded electron beam 
reveals the energy distribution of the electrons. 

	
Figure	3:	Scheme	of	PEEM	optics	with	energy	filtering.	Three	main	operational	modes	are	presented:	
(a)	Microscopy	mode,	(b)	Diffraction	mode,	(c)	Spectroscopy	mode.	The	hexagon	represents	the	
image	plane,	while	the	blue	dots	the	diffraction	plane.	Rainbow	colors	symbolize	the	dispersive	
plane. 

The easy switch between the three operational modes is at the origin of the 
versatility of cathode lens microscopy. In addition, the insertion of apertures 
and slits in the convenient planes allows to combine microscopic, 



spectroscopic and diffraction information in a single experiment: the active 
filtering in real space, reciprocal space and kinetic energy can be 
simultaneously activated to obtain a unique characterization of the probed 
surface. 

2.2 Instrumentation 

The simplest setup, with objective lens, imaging column and electron detector, 
is already capable of performing microscopy and diffraction measurements on 
surfaces. Over the years, cathode lens microscopes have become more 
sophisticated, with the addition of multiple optical elements. This section will 
show the most common components available today, with brief discussion on 
the working principles and the experimental advantages introduced. 

2.2.1 Beam separator 

The beam separator is a magnetic element that imposes different trajectories 
to electron beams with opposite direction by using the Lorentz force. While in 
standard PEEM it has no practical use, it is an essential element in LEEM and 
in aberration-corrected instruments equipped with an electrostatic mirror. The 
decoupling between incident and reflected electrons allows a separate 
treatment of the two beams, i.e. in LEEM a full-field detection of the 
illuminated area, with no shadows casted by the electron gun (like for 
standard LEED optics). The beam splitter is usually placed after the objective 
lens, so apertures and slits can be introduced along the incident or the 
reflected path separately. 



	
Figure	4:	Scheme	of	beam	separators	(top)	and	energy	filters	(bottom)	used	in	cathode	lens	
microscopy.	(a)	Diagram	of	the	Magnetic	Prims	Array	used	in	Tromp’s	IBM	LEEM-II	system.	The	
orange	boxes	around	the	MPA	indicate	the	position	of	diffraction	planes.	Intermediate	image	planes	
are	located	on	the	MPA	diagonals.	Reproduced	from	Ref.	[26]	with	permission,	copyright	2010	
Elsevier.	(b)	Layout	of	Mankos’	Magnetic	Prism	Array	with	four	pairs	of	rectangular	sectors.	
Reproduced	from	Ref.	[37]	with	permission,	copyright	2007	Elsevier.	(c)	Midsection	view	of	the	
twofold-symmetric	beam	separator	that	equips	SMART.	Vertical	cross	section	along	A-A	is	
represented	below.	Symmetry	plane	S1	and	S2	are	highlighted.	Reproduced	from	Ref.	[25]	with	
permission,	copyright	1997	Elsevier.	(d)	Diagrams	of	energy	filtering	with	a	double	MPA.	The	
induced	dispersion	is	depicted	with	dashed	lines.	Reproduced	from	Ref.	[26]	with	permission,	
copyright	2010	Elsevier.	(e)	Schematic	layout	of	the	NanoESCA	instrument	equipped	with	Imaging	
Double	Energy	Analyzer.	The	three	path	of	electrons	are	indicated:	(1)	PEEM	mode,	(2)	selected-area	
spectroscopy	and	(3)	energy-filtered	ESCA	imaging.	Reproduced	from	Ref.	[38]	with	permission,	
copyright	2005	IOP	Science.	(f)	Schematic	layout	of	the	Omega	filter	equipping	SMART.	Dipoles	(D),	
quadrupoles	(4P),	hexapoles	(6P)	and	dodecapoles	(12P)	are	highlighted.	The	introduction	of	a	Field	
Aperture	(FA)	and	a	Selection	Slit	(SS)	enables	the	filtering.	Reproduced	from	Ref.	[25]	with	
permission,	copyright	1997	Elsevier. 

The first separator installed in the original LEEM was a simple Archard-
Mulvey type with 10° deflection [39]. Very soon it became clear that the 
magnetic field strongly impacts the image quality [16], therefore more 
sophisticated and multipolar magnetic prism arrays were developed. Over the 
years, two geometries emerged as standard: 120° deflection (Bauer/Elmitec) 
and 90° deflection (Tromp/SPECS, SMART, PEEM3 and others). For the first 
case, unfortunately no detailed information has been published. In the other 
case, several solutions have been employed. In the square magnetic prism 
array (MPA) used by Tromp (Fig. 4a) a large central squared and four 
rectangular magnetic field segments provide the deflection and a stigmatic 
refocus of the electron beam [26, 40], so that the images produced at the 
entrance and exit plane are equivalent. The lenses of the microscope are set 

NanoESCA: a novel energy filter for imaging XPS S1331

Figure 1. Schematic layout of the nanoESCA instrument. The three paths of the electrons are
indicated: (1) PEEM-mode, (2) selected area spectroscopy, (3) energy-filtered ESCA imaging. The
grey box envelops the elements of the PEEM mode.

2. Description of the instrument

2.1. Basic concept

The instrument developed—called NanoESCA—is derived from an electrostatic photoemis-
sion electron microscope (PEEM) column and a twin hemispherical energy analyser (HSA).
Figure 1 shows a schematic view of the electron optical layout. The path of the electrons
for the three modes of operation are indicated: (1) direct non-energy-filtered PEEM imaging,
(2) selected area spectroscopy and (3) energy-filtered ESCA imaging for kinetic energies up
to 1.6 keV.

The PEEM column is used as the entrance lens of the analyser. It consists of an immersion
objective lens with exchangeable and adjustable contrast apertures, an electrostatic octopole
stigmator and two projective lenses. A continuously adjustable iris aperture in the first
intermediate image plane is used to select a defined field of view for selected area spectroscopy.
The field of view can be chosen and defined in size and position using the direct PEEM imaging
mode. The projective lenses are either used to project the first intermediate image onto the
screen for direct non-energy-filtered imaging or to adapt the electron beam to the pass energy
of the analyser.

The analyser of the nanoESCA (called the imaging double energy analyser, IDEA) is a
new development [16] essentially consisting of two hemispherical analysers. The action of
the two hemispheres is illustrated in figure 2. In the spherical electrostatic field, similarly to
planetary motion (Kepler ellipses), the trajectories of the electrons coincide after a complete
revolution, independent of the start energy and start angle, i.e. a perfect achromatic image
without aberrations is generated. The second half of the elliptical orbit compensates the
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aberration correction function can be retrofitted. The resulting
instrument has a small, compact footprint, a vertical column
geometry, and it adds only a modest number of electron-optical
components to the uncorrected instrument. There is a straight
line of sight from the electron gun to the detector screen,
simplifying instrument alignment. Alignment of the objective
lens and electron mirror paths can be accomplished piecemeal,
again simplifying instrument operation.

In the following sections we will describe the instrument as
follows: (A) overall microscope design philosophy and layout;
(B) electron optical calculations of microscope properties
and performance; (C) mechanical and vacuum design; and
(D) electronics.

2. Overall design philosophy and layout

To start the discussion on aberration correction it is helpful to
consider the design of an uncorrected instrument. Fig. 1a shows
the IBM LEEM-II instrument [13], commercially available from
SPECS GmbH (Berlin) as the FE-LEEM P90. A cold field emission
gun emits an electron beam at 15 keV electron energy and
!250 meV energy width. A magnetic gun lens is followed by a
condenser lens to vary the magnification of the illumination
system, and to focus the electron beam in the entrance plane of a
square magnetic prism array (MPA) [14]. The MPA, consisting of
five rectangular field segments, deflects the electron beam by 90
degrees, and stigmatically refocuses the electron beam in a
symmetrically located exit plane in the objective lens arm of the
instrument. A transfer lens refocuses the beam in the backfocal

plane of the cathode objective lens [13–15]. After deceleration, a
well-defined, collimated low energy electron beam (with the
electron energy determined by the potential difference between
the electron gun and the sample) impinges on the sample. On a
crystalline sample the low energy electrons undergo diffraction,
and after reflection and re-acceleration a low energy electron
diffraction (LEED) pattern is formed in the backfocal plane of the
objective lens. The objective lens also forms a real-space image of
the sample at a larger distance. In a PEEM experiment the
backfocal plane contains the angular distribution of the emitted
photoelectrons. The transfer lens refocuses the LEED pattern in
the entrance plane of the MPA, and forms a further magnified
real-space image on the diagonal plane of the MPA. The MPA
again deflects the electron beam by 90 degrees. The LEED pattern
in the exit plane of the MPA is placed in the center of a magnetic
transfer lens P1, where a contrast aperture can be used to select
the diffracted beam used for image formation. Both bright field
and dark field imaging conditions are possible. Lens P1 also
transfers the real-space image from the diagonal plane of the MPA
to the object plane of projector lens P3. A real space image of
variable magnification is formed on the final screen by the
combination P3 and P4A/B. Alternatively, lens P2 can be activated
to place the LEED pattern in the object plane of P3, in which case
the LEED pattern can be inspected on the image screen.

As will be clear from Fig. 1a, the MPA plays a key role in the
instrument. It separates the illumination and projector optics,
which coincide in the objective arm of the instrument. It transfers
stigmatic images at unit magnification of both the diffraction
plane, located outside the MPA, and of the image plane, located on
the MPA diagonal. Furthermore, because the MPA is a magnetic
sector deflector, it displays chromatic dispersion for electrons
transferred from the entrance diffraction plane to the exit
diffraction plane. Thus, by inserting a narrow slit in the diffraction
plane on the objective lens side of the MPA, an energy-dispersed
electron distribution is obtained in the diffraction plane at the
center of P1, with a dispersion of 6 mm/eV at a column energy of
15 keV [15]. This dispersion is sufficient to utilize the MPA as a
simple, yet powerful energy filter for both real-space and
reciprocal space spectroscopic studies, as discussed in an earlier
paper [15]. The real space image located on the MPA diagonal is
transferred achromatically. We will see in the following that
chromatic dispersion of the MPA affects the design of an
aberration corrected instrument.

The microscope shown in Fig. 1a has been in use for many
years, and has shown a high degree of reliability, ease of use, and
consistent performance. The highest spatial resolution observed
with this instrument, 4.1 nm at 3.5 eV electron energy, is in good
agreement with theoretical predictions and is the highest
resolution obtained with an uncorrected LEEM instrument. The
resolution is limited by three dominant factors: (1) diffraction; (2)
chromatic aberration; and (3) spherical aberration. The dominant
aberrations occur in the cathode objective lens, while subsequent
lenses contribute only negligibly to the image resolution. It was
shown by Rempfer [9], and also by the SMART [10] and PEEM3
[11] designs that the chromatic aberration coefficient Cc and the
spherical aberration coefficient C3 can be matched and compen-
sated by the chromatic and spherical aberrations of an electron
mirror that reflects the electron beam in the optical path
following the objective lens. A simple schematic design of such
a corrected system is shown in Fig. 2a. The electron gun
illuminates the sample with the use of an MPA, as before. After
reflection from the sample, the MPA directs the electron beam to
an electron mirror that corrects the objective lens aberrations,
and reflects the beam back to the MPA. The MPA in turn directs
the electron beam into the projector column which forms
an aberration-corrected image onto the image screen. The
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Fig. 1. (a) Schematic diagram of the uncorrected IBM LEEM-II system
(b) Schematic diagram of the newly designed LEEM system with Cc/Cs correction
optics The orange ‘boxes’ around the magnetic prism arrays (MPA) show the
positions of the symmetrically located diffraction planes. Intermediate image
planes are located on the MPA diagonals (orange crosses). (For interpretation of
the references to colour in this figure legend, the reader is referred to the web
version of this article.)
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the boundaries of the beam separator facing the objec-
tive lens and the mirror, respectively. After the first
passage through the beam separator the electrons are
reflected by the tetrode mirror which simultaneously
compensates for the chromatic and the spherical aber-
rations of the objective lens. At the end of the subse-
quent second passage the electron bundle forms an
image with negligibly small aberrations at the exit
plane (before the limiting aperture) of the beam
separator. By the installation of an electron source at
the other side of the beam separator (see Fig. 4), one
can alternatively illuminate the object with electrons
[20].

4.5.2. Beam separator
The beam separator consists of two quadratic plane

pole plates separated from each other by a distance of
7 mm. Four coil triplets are placed into grooves on the
inner surface of each pole piece, as shown in Fig. 5.
The currents I1 = I, I2 = − 2I and I3 = I of each coil
triplet produce two regions with opposite magnetic
field B and −B, respectively. Each of the grooves
contains a main coil and two adjacent tuning coils.
The inner and the outer tuning coils can be excited
independently for aligning precisely the required path
of rays.

Fig. 4. Corrected imaging system consisting of an electromagnetic
immersion lens, a twofold-symmetric beam separator and a tetrode
mirror. The beam-limiting aperture is shown enlarged.

Fig. 5. Midsection view of the beam separator and the vertical
cross-section A–A. The direction of the y coordinate is perpendi-
cular to the pole plates.

Fig. 6. Upper left quarter of the beam separator with the symmetry
planes S1 and S2. The axial rays 6 xa , the field rays 6 xg and the
dispersion ray x k propagate in the midsection which is chosen as
the x,z-plane of the curved x,y,z coordinate system.

241R. Fink et al./Journal of Electron Spectroscopy and Related Phenomena 84 (1997) 231–250

of the illumination optics, in particular for the mirror
mode. In the mirror electron microscopy imaging mode,
when the wafer is biased near the potential of the electron
source, the illuminating electrons are reflected above the
surface, without hitting the surface. In order to obtain high
spatial resolution, the electrons must turn around just sev-
eral nanometers above the surface. In a magnetic immer-
sion objective lens, this can be achieved at points near
the optical axis. However, at points further from the opti-
cal axis, the electrons acquire a ‘twist’, i.e. the electrons’
angular velocities in the magnetic field cause them to have
circumferential kinetic energies at the turning point, which
are proportional to the square of their off-axis distances.
The total energy of the electron is conserved, so the axial
energy component is reduced. As a result, the distance of
the turning point from the substrate increases, causing a
serious degradation of resolution, particularly for large
fields of view.

In systems with rotationally symmetric magnetic fields,
an electron beam typically has an angular velocity inside
the lens magnetic fields, and zero angular velocity outside
the magnetic field. However, this situation can be reversed
if we can arrange for the beam to have an angular velocity
when it is outside the magnetic field. This situation can be
produced by immersing the cathode of the electron gun in a
magnetic field. In this case, the electrons are emitted nor-
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Fig. 4. Layout of the magnetic prism array.

Fig. 5. Experimental photoemission image after 90! deflection by the
magnetic prism array. Note: the field of view is 670 lm, and the two
parallel dashed lines are meant to aid the assessment of distortions in the
image. The intensity variations across the field of view are due to the non-
symmetric laser spot, sample: aluminum-coated Si substrate with periodic,
100 nm thick SiO2 structures.
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microscope may include an energy filter, as schematically
indicated. This is the basic design of the SMART and PEEM3
instruments. However, there is a complication. For this design to
work (as recognized in both the SMART and PEEM3 designs), the
MPA must be free of chromatic dispersion. If the MPA disperses
electrons of different energies (unlike the case shown in Fig. 1a),
the combination of this dispersion with the electron mirror gives
rise to combination aberrations that are larger than the
aberrations that we seek to correct. The SMART instrument
was the first to incorporate an MPA free of chromatic dispersion.
This was accomplished at the cost of considerable complexity.
The MPA is now no longer composed of simple rectangular coils,
but consists of an increased number of coils of complex shapes, at
precisely prescribed non-square angles. It was shown in the
SMART machine that such a system can work, and that it is indeed
free of chromatic dispersion. The downside is that the MPA can no
longer be used as a convenient and inexpensive energy filter, as in
Fig. 1a. Experience in the PEEM3 project has also shown that it
is very difficult to construct such a non-dispersive MPA, due to
the complex coil geometries. Indeed, the PEEM3 instrument was
subsequently re-designed to incorporate a much simpler (but no
longer achromatic) MPA [16]. The energy filter schematically
indicated in Fig. 2a was realized by an omega-type filter in the
SMART instrument, while PEEM3 does not include an energy
filter.

An alternative design [17], arrived at several years after the
SMART instrument was built, is shown in Fig. 2b. The electron gun
illuminates the sample through an MPA, as in Fig. 2a. After
reflection from the sample the electrons are again deflected by the
MPA, which is now assumed to display chromatic dispersion.
Therefore, the electron beam cannot be directed to an electron
mirror without incurring deleterious combination aberrations.
Instead, a rotation-free electron lens (either an electrostatic lens,
or a rotation-free magnetic doublet), is placed in the exit
diffraction plane to transfer the real-space image from the

diagonal plane of the first MPA onto the diagonal plane of a
second, identical MPA. This second MPA deflects the beam by 90
degrees, and after deflection, by symmetry, the chromatic
dispersion in the exit diffraction plane is removed. In fact, there
is a double symmetry in this system: the diagonal planes of the
two MPAs act as symmetry planes, as does the diffraction plane
between the two prisms. Such a double symmetry is highly
advantageous as it removes aberrations of the deflection system
up to second order [1]. Now we can place an electron mirror to
correct the objective lens aberrations, without having to worry
about combination aberrations due to chromatic dispersion. After
returning from the mirror the electron beam is deflected again by
MPA2, recovering the chromatic dispersion so that MPA2 can be
used as a high resolution in-line energy filter. Of course, passing
through MPA2 for the second time also introduces second-order
aberrations such as image tilt and off-axis astigmatism. However,
with the relatively high image magnification on the MPA2
diagonal (38! ), these effects are minimized and are not expected
to affect image resolution at the 1 nm level. Calculations which
explicitly include both MPA1 and MPA2 show that for fields of
view between 0.5 and 15 mm off-axis aberrations are smaller than
the spatial resolution of the detector, and therefore not signifi-
cant. Thus, the schematic design shown in Fig. 2b accomplishes
our main objectives: it allows the use of an electrostatic electron
mirror to correct the chromatic and spherical aberrations of the
objective lens; it allows a simple square coil MPA to be employed
for beam deflection between the different branches of the
microscope; and it provides an in-line energy filtering capability
without the need for a separate energy filter in the projector
column. Furthermore, this design allows aberration correction
optics to be retrofitted in an uncorrected microscope by adding a
rotation-free transfer lens, an MPA identical to the MPA already
used, and the mirror optics (plus transfer lenses as described
below). The overall column geometry is vertical, with a very
compact footprint identical to the uncorrected instrument. This
has the additional advantage that gun-to-screen alignment can
proceed in several steps. First, with both MPAs turned off, one can
align both the illumination and projector optics. Second, with
MPA1 activated, the objective lens system can be brought into
alignment, as in Fig. 1a. Finally, the mirror arm can be brought
into alignment after turning on MPA2.

3. Detailed electron optics

Here we will consider the electron optics in more detail, and
present the results of electron optical calculations to obtain
predictions for the expected overall instrument resolution under
different imaging conditions. We will focus on the electron optical
system composed of the objective lens+transfer lens M1, MPA1,
electrostatic transfer lens, MPA2, two magnetic transfer lenses,
M2 and M3, and the electron mirror (see Fig. 1b). First, let us
discuss the basic function of each component. The objective lens
forms a diffraction pattern in its backfocal plane, and a real-space
image at a greater distance. The transfer lens M1 refocuses the
diffraction pattern into the entrance plane of MPA1, and the real
space image onto the diagonal of MPA1. The magnification in this
first diagonal plane is 38! . MPA1 transfers the diffraction plane
to the midplane between MPA1 and MPA2. An electrostatic lens
located in this diffraction plane transfers the real space image
from the diagonal of MPA1 onto the diagonal of MPA2. The
diffraction plane is located in the exit plane of MPA1, which
coincides with the entrance plane of MPA2. MPA2 then transfers
the diffraction pattern to its exit plane, located in the mirror arm
of the instrument. Magnetic transfer lens M2 is located in the exit
plane of MPA2. It transfers the image from the diagonal plane of
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Fig. 2. Schematic diagrams of possible designs for aberration-corrected and
energy-filtered LEEM/PEEM systems. (a) SMART-like design, with a single non-
dispersive magnetic prism array (MPA) coupling gun, sample, and electron mirror.
Since the MPA is non-dispersive, a separate energy filter must be added to the
projector column for energy-filtered operation. (b) Present design with two
identical, dispersive prism arrays. Between the two prism arrays, electrons with
different energies are dispersed (dashed and dotted lines). A rotation-free lens
between the two prism arrays images the diagonal of the first prism array onto the
diagonal of the second prism array. By symmetry, the second prism array removes
the energy dispersion in front of the electron mirror. Dispersion is recovered on
the second pass through the bottom prism array, which functions as an in-line
energy filter. There is no need for a separate energy filter in the projector column.
Design and construction of a dispersive MPA is much simpler than a non-
dispersive MPA, and also much simpler than an energy filter.
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to display the focused incoming electron beam and the outgoing diffraction 
plane at the entrance planes. With this geometry, the image plane is created 
on the diagonal plane of MPA. The contrast aperture is then displaced in the 
exit plane of MPA, together with the first projective lens. A similar design, but 
with more elements, is used in a LEEM with dedicated optics for high-
throughput performances (Fig. 4b) [37]. In this case, four pairs of smaller 
rectangular sectors, in which the magnetic field is about three times stronger, 
surround the central squared magnetic field. The advantage to have a pair of 
independent coils per side is that the same 90° deflection can be achieved 
with different pairs of flux density values, favoring a more precise alignment of 
the device and allowing a larger field of view without significant distortions.  

It is worth noticing that the Lorentz force imposes different deflection to 
electrons with different kinetic energy, i.e. the MPA displays a chromatic 
dispersion on the exit plane. As will be discussed in Sect. 2.2.2, the beam 
deflector can be used as an energy filter. Moreover, the four sectors can be 
independently set to deploy different magnetic field strengths, so to deflect 
electron beams when the incoming and outgoing electrons have different 
kinetic energy. This is the case of Secondary Electron Microscopy (SEM) and 
Auger Electron Microscopy (AEM), which use slow secondary electrons or 
Auger electrons as information carriers. In both cases, the kinetic energy of 
the emitted electrons is lower than the one of the electrons used for 
illumination: the beam separator must then be set to deflect properly both 
beams along the optimum trajectory. 

The performances of beam separators became more crucial with the advent 
of aberration-corrected instruments. In LEEM/PEEM systems, the 
compensation of aberrations is made with the introduction of a particular 
electrostatic mirror along the electron path (see Sect. 2.2.3). Its application 
requires a second deflection that separates entering and reflected beams. 
The beam separator used for this purpose needs not only to be stigmatic and 
distortion-free, but also with no chromatic dispersion. To do so, two solutions 
have been employed. The first is to use two identical deflectors, one in front of 
the objective lens and one for the electrostatic mirror, connected by transfer 
optics. In this case, most of aberrations and the chromatic dispersion are 
cancelled out by symmetry. Rose and Preikszas proposed a second solution 
with the development of a highly symmetric four-quadrant beam separator 
(Fig. 4c) [41], used successfully by SMART and PEEM3 instruments [25, 27, 
42]. Each quadrant contains a coil triplet that produces two regions with 
opposite magnetic field. Electrons pass through the field of two coils for every 
90° deflection. The shape of the triplet is such that the fields are axially 
symmetric and point symmetric about the diagonal planes of the beam 
separator (S1) and the bisector plane of the coil triplet (S2). This double 
symmetry ensures automatic compensation of deviations and dispersion up to 
the second order. Since the Rose deflector has four quadrants, it can be used 
for both deflections required by the objective lens and the mirror. 



2.2.2 Energy Analyzers 

As seen in Section 2.1, the energy filtering of electrons activates a third, 
scientifically very important operating mode of cathode lens microscopy. The 
most logical way to filter electrons with different kinetic energy is to exploit 
their different trajectory along the optical path and to cut them out with an 
aperture. The energy window ΔE around the pass energy E required to 
perform active spectroscopy of photoemitted electrons is typically below 200 
meV; since E is some tens of keV, the order of magnitude of the resolving 
power E/ΔE must be considerable, about 105. The simplest device that acts 
as energy filter is the beam separator. The brightest example of this kind is 
the aberration-corrected LEEM developed by Tromp, equipped with two 
identical deflectors (Fig. 4d) [26]. In this setup, the MPAs are connected by a 
transfer lens, which resends the dispersed image at the exit of MPA1 to 
MPA2. This double pass guarantees an achromat image on the electrostatic 
mirror. After a second pass through MPA2, the newly formed dispersive plane 
is used to filter electrons on a narrow energy window with a slit. The low 
dispersion of the beam separator, 6 μm/eV, allows a proved energy resolution 
of 250 meV. 

To achieve better resolution performances, a dedicated energy analyzer with 
larger dispersion is necessary. The fact to have a separate device to filter 
electrons has some further advantages. In fact, despite the more complicated 
setup, it allows full control over the energy window and the pass energy. 
Moreover, it enables active filtering in the diffraction mode if the image plane 
is projected at its entrance, as mentioned in Section 2.1. The first 
spectroscopic instrument, the SPELEEM [21, 43], was equipped with an 
electrostatic hemispherical deflector analyzer (HDA), a common solution for 
filtering in photoelectron spectroscopy. In the analyzer electrons travel 
through the space between two concentric hemispheres held at different 
potentials. The electrostatic field disperses the electrons depending on their 
kinetic energy around an optimal trajectory, given by particles with a well 
defined pass energy. The resolving power "/∆" of an HDA is typically 103-
104; therefore for cathode lens microscopy it is necessary to slow down 
electrons with a dedicated retarding lens from E (few tens of keV) to a pass 
energy of 1 keV or less. Such deceleration is a critical parameter, since the 
resulting immersion factor expands the angular spreading of the electron 
beam and degrades the lateral and the energy resolution via spherical 
aberrations. In the first version of SPELEEM the pass energy in HDA was 
1800 eV and the demonstrated energy resolution was 0.5 eV. The optimized 
commercial version by Elmitec lowered the pass energy to 900 eV to obtain a 
reported energy resolution of 110 meV in spectroscopic mode and about 150-
200 meV in the other modes [44]. The passage through an HDA induces 
second-order aberrations at the exit plane. Their correction can be achieved 
with the introduction of a second twin HDA (Fig. 4e). This configuration, called 
Imaging Double Energy Analyzer (IDEA), equips the NanoESCA PEEM [38, 
45]. The symmetry of path forces the electron trajectories to coincide after the 
double passage, thus generating an achromat image at the exit plane. The 



energy filtering in imaging and diffraction mode is obtained with the 
introduction of a slit in the dispersive plane placed between the HDAs. This 
system is capable of a demonstrated energy resolution of 12 meV with pass 
energy 15 eV. Higher pass energies, more suited for core-level spectroscopy 
and imaging, degrades the resolution to 50-100 meV. Remarkably, 
NanoESCA can also work as a single-pass photoelectron energy analyzer 
and as a classic PEEM with no energy filtering. 

Another filtering solution with large dispersion factors is the so-called "Omega 
filter" that was originally developed for TEM [46] and that now equips the 
SMART instrument (Fig. 4f) [25, 42]. It is made by four magnetic 90° 
deflectors, arranged in a way that the resulting optic axis resembles the Greek 
capital letter Omega. The symmetry of the path and the placement of a 
quadrupole, six hexapoles and a dodecapole on convenient planes allow 
correction of all second-rank aberrations. The pass energy of this instrument 
is 15 keV, i.e. no retarding field is required, and the designed resolving power 
is 150000. The calculated dispersion at the exit plane, 35 μm/eV, is large 
enough to display a window of ~ 10 eV in spectroscopy mode with a 
demonstrated energy resolution better than 180 meV [47]. 

2.2.3 Aberration correctors 

In optics, aberration is the deviation from the nominal image raised by defects 
of the optical system. Such deviation can depend on geometrical factors (rays 
with different initial trajectories can be refocused on different planes - 
spherical aberration) or physical factors (the refraction index of the lens 
changes with the wavelength of the ray - chromatic aberration). In light optics, 
an easy way to correct aberrations is to combine convex and concave lenses 
conveniently, since the two types produce aberrations of opposite sign and 
the overall effect can cancel out. In electron optics, this circumstance is 
prohibited by the Scherzer's theorem [48]: 

The chromatic and spherical aberrations of an electron microscope 
with round lenses, real images, static fields, no space charge and a 
potential and its derivative without discontinuities, are always positive. 

The resolution of a cathode lens microscope is then dominated by chromatic 
and spherical aberrations, mainly resulting from the objective lens. In the ideal 
case of an aberration-free system, the image of a point-like source is again a 
point. The blur induced by aberrations transforms the point image into a disk 
with a width d0. Since effects like coma and field distortion are negligible in 
LEEM/PEEM system, d0 can be expressed as a Gaussian convolution of the 
contributions given by chromatic aberration, spherical aberration and the 
diffraction limit [49, 50]. Given the acceptance angle :, the energy width ΔE 
and the start energy E0, one has that 

;# = <;=
2 + ;>2 + ;?2			, 
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Here, dd is the radius of the confusion spot due to diffraction at the smallest 
aperture. The other components ;> and ;?	are the radii of the confusion disc 
due to spherical and chromatic aberration, expressed to the lowest orders of a 
Taylor series. In standard experimental conditions dd is less than 1 nm, thus 
the resolution is mainly determined by spherical and chromatic aberrations. 
The effect of the first one is predominant at higher kinetic energy, while the 
second is more significant at lower kinetic energy. 

	
Figure	5:	(a)	Schematics	of	the	effect	of	spherical	and	chromatic	aberration	on	a	round	convex	lens	
and	on	an	electrostatic	mirror.	(b)	Resolution	limit	as	a	function	of	the	acceptance	angle	α	for	
uncorrected	and	corrected	SMART	in	the	case	E0	=	10	eV	and	ΔE	=	2	eV.	The	dominating	aberration	
components	are	added:	dashed	line	for	the	uncorrected	and	thin	solid	lines	for	the	corrected	case.	
Reproduced	from	Ref.	[49]	with	permission,	copyright	2002	World	Scientific.	(c)	Photograph	of	the	
electron	tetrode	mirror	assembly	used	in	IBM	LEEM-II	and	scheme	of	the	tetrode	mirror	that	equips	
SMART.	The	equipotential	surfaces	in	the	latter	mirror	stage	are	highlighted.	Reproduced	from	Refs.	
[26]	and	[25]	with	permission,	copyright	2010	and	1997	Elsevier.	
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Fig. 3. Resolution limit d as a function of the ac-
ceptance angle α for the corrected and uncorrected
SMART in the cases E0 = 10 eV and ∆E = 2 eV. The
dominating aberration components are added; dashed
lines for the uncorrected and thin solid lines for the
corrected case.

of the sample are assumed. The dominating aberra-
tion contributions are given for the uncorrected and
the corrected case. The corrector reduces the reso-
lution limit of the uncorrected system from 14 nm
to 1.6 nm. In parallel, the transmission increases by
a factor of 67. Alternatively, if the corrected sys-
tem operates with a resolution limit of 14 nm, the
gain in transmission increases to 500 compared with
that of the uncorrected system. Both the increase in
resolution and in transmission will be the outstand-
ing features of the aberration-corrected version of the
SMART microscope.

The faster the electrons start from the sample
surface, the smaller are the resolution limit d and
the transmission T , as shown in detail in Fig. 4. The
reduction of the energy spread ∆E by the analyzer
improves both the resolution and the transmission,
especially at low start energies. For the uncorrected
system this gain in transmission nearly compensates
for the loss in image intensity caused by the reduced
energy slit width (see Subsec. 3.1). The corrector
drastically improves resolution and transmission. A
simultaneous gain between 3 and 7 in resolution and
between 10 and 50 in transmission (compare open
and full symbols in Fig. 4) is achieved. Only at
low start energies (below E0 = 5 eV) and wide
energy spreads (∆E > 3 eV) does the corrector

Fig. 4. Resolution limit and transmission with (full
symbols) and without (open symbols) aberration correc-
tion as a function of the start energy E0 at different
energy spreads ∆E = 0.1 eV (squares), 1 eV (circles)
and 5 eV (triangles) for optimized aperture sizes. Data
from Ref. 22.

not appreciably improve resolution and trans-
mission. This situation is given for secondary photo-
electron emission microscopy using synchrotron
light (XPEEM) without energy filtering. In such
XPEEMs the corrector will not be able to signifi-
cantly improve the performance of the instrument,
but is only useful in combination with an energy
filter which reduces the energy spread ∆E.

4. Experimental Results

A spectroscopic PEEM (a PEEM equipped with an
imaging analyzer for energy filtering) enables three
modes of operation:6

(i) Microscopy;
(ii) Spectroscopy;
(iii) Angular distribution measurements.

a) b)
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Therefore, retractable apertures were installed on the MPA
diagonals, as well as on the center planes of the M2 and M3.
The aperture blades contain apertures of various diameters, as
well as conventional TEM grids which are very useful in assuring
that the image and diffraction planes are focused in the same
plane as these microscope grids. Without such alignment aids,
setup of the instrument would be difficult. For maintenance
purposes, the aperture blades can be easily removed and re-
installed after venting of the microscope.

Ultra high vacuum is maintained throughout, with pressures at
or below 10!10 Torr maintained in the electron gun and the sample
chamber, and pressures around 10!8–10!9 Torr maintained in
the rest of the system. Differential pumping is used to maintain the
pressure difference between the gun and sample chamber, and the
rest of the column. The gun is pumped with 3 ion pumps, one on
the gun chamber itself, and two for differential pumping. Each MPA
chamber has a 45 l/s ion pump attached to it. The electrostatic
transfer lens and the electron mirror are pumped by bypasses to
these ion pumps. The sample chamber has a combination of a
400 l/s magnetically levitated turbomolecular pump (Seiko-Seiki),
a 200 l/s ion pump, and a titanium sublimation pump. Samples are
load-locked into the sample chamber through a small, separately
pumped loadlock system. The channelplate-intensified phosphor
screen is also pumped by a 45 l/s ion pump.

The electron gun vacuum system can be separated with a valve
and can stay under vacuum at all times, unless the gun itself
needs to be serviced, in which case the rest of the microscope can
stay under vacuum. Similarly, the sample chamber can be isolated
from the rest of the microscope by a small gatevalve incorporated
in the wall of the MPA1 vacuum chamber, between the objective
transfer lens and the prism array.

The sample chamber contains the magnetic objective lens,
sample stage and sample holder, and a ring of 2.75 inch in CF

ports aimed at the sample. During microscope operation the
sample is held at a potential of about !15 kV relative to the
grounded objective lens, with a lens-to-sample spacing of 1.5 mm,
resulting in an electrostatic field of 100 kV/cm between objective
lens and sample. The sample is mounted at the end of a macor
rod, which is inserted into a precision-ground sapphire tube. The
sample can be heated by electron bombardment from a small
filament located behind the sample inside the sapphire/macor
enclosure. We have successfully imaged samples at temperatures
as high as 1600 1C, and at background gas pressures up to
2"10!5 Torr. The sample itself is held inside a small molybde-
num cap that can be easily removed from the vacuum system
through the loadlock system. The macor ceramic insulator can
also be removed from the vacuum system in rare cases when the
heating filament needs replacement. The sample holder is
supported on an XYZ translation table, with X–Y translation range
of about 8 mm, and a Z translation range of 71 mm. Furthermore,
in order to align the surface normal with the optical axis of the
objective lens, the sample can be tilted over a range of 73
degrees. The X, Y, and tilt motions are actuated using linear
piezomotors (Kleindiek).

In order to minimize the effects of external vibrations we have
taken several measures. The diameter of the electron column is
rather large for the low energies used: 150 mm, ensuring high
stiffness of the column. The TMP attached to the sample chamber
is magnetically levitated, and suspended from the chamber by
vibration isolation bellows. Rotary pumps are coupled to the
system through a heavy concrete anchor to isolate rotary pump
vibrations. The frame of the microscope rests on an active
vibration isolation system (Herzan AVI-400). We have chosen
for a vertical column geometry, as common in TEM, STEM, and
SEM instruments, to minimize unwanted flexural modes in the
instrument. The critical path from sample to mirror is a compact,
extremely robust assembly without any form of flexible coupling.
Vacuum chamber wall thicknesses are in the range of 25 mm
throughout. All wiring goes through two stages of vibration
damping, first by clamping between semi-soft rubber sheets on
the bottom frame (standing on the laboratory floor), and second
by clamping between semi-soft rubber sheets on the vibration-
damped instrument frame, before being connected to the
electrical feedthroughs of the microscope itself.

As much as possible, electron optical components are stacked
one on top of the other, without gaps between them. The
magnetic lenses, fabricated from Permendur-V are stacked as in
a TEM, providing excellent passive shielding from stray magnetic
fields. The electrostatic optical components are surrounded by
double or triple mu-metal shields that overlap with the magnetic
lenses. In the present microscope, the region between objective
lens and sample is not shielded. A new sample stage, incorporat-
ing magnetic shielding as well as an azimuthal degree of freedom,
is under construction and will be installed in the near future. A
photograph of the fully assembled system is shown in Fig. 9.

5. Electronics

Electronics form a critical part of the system and merit
separate discussion. As noted by previous authors, the aberration
corrected instrument requires highly stable power supplies, with
stability and noise of about 1 ppm. All power supplies used in the
instrument were designed and manufactured by SPECS GmbH in
Berlin. The current sources used for the magnetic lenses, the MPA
optics, as well as steering coils and deflectors meet this stability
requirement. As the adjustment of lenses and MPAs needs to be
highly precise, cascaded 16 bit D/A converters with a strictly
monotonic resolution of 21 bits were utilized to set the currents.

M3

Fig. 8. Photograph of the electron mirror assembly. The silicon–bronze mirror
assembly is mounted on a cylindrical steel tower that is accurately centered on the
M3 magnetic lens casing. Electrical contacts to the mirror electrodes are not
shown in this photograph, but the sapphire balls separating the mirror electrodes
are clearly visible.
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The constraints of Scherzer's theorem can be circumvented in many ways: 
some solutions were already known in the early years of theoretical electron 
optics, but were not implemented before the 1970’s [51, 52]. Historically, the 
field of aberration correction was pioneered by TEM community [53, 54], while 
its development in cathode lens microscopy started much later. Among the 
multiple methods already tested in TEM, the most convincing one for cathode 
lens microscopy is the use of an electrostatic mirror [41, 55–57]. The principle 
how a mirror can compensate spherical and chromatic aberrations is shown in 
Fig. 5a. In the first case, an electrostatic mirror and a round convex lens with 
the same radius produce focal displacements ∆L of equal magnitude and 
opposite of sign. In the second case, the electrostatic mirror deflects more the 
trajectory electrons with higher kinetic energy, compensating the focal 
displacement ∆L induced in the round convex lens. The electrostatic tetrode 
mirror can compensate the aberration effect by reducing simultaneously the 
lower order coefficients HM and H? to zero. The effect on resolution and 
transmission calculated for the SMART instrument is presented in Fig. 5b. 
The cancellation of low-order aberration coefficients can improve the 
resolution by an order of magnitude. Moreover, since the acceptance angle 
can now be broaden without loss of resolution, the transmission of the 
microscope results enhanced as well, with sensible reduction of the 
acquisition time. 

The mirror is currently employed in several aberration-corrected systems. The 
first in chronological order is a pure PEEM microscope equipped with a 
hyperbolic mirror with only two electrodes, capable of compensating 
simultaneously spherical and chromatic aberrations only for one magnification 
and one energy [58, 59]. The maximum flexibility is obtained with a tetrode 
mirror (Fig. 5c), currently employed in several instruments (SMART, PEEM3, 
Tromp/SPECS, Elmitec) [25–27]. While the first electrode is at ground 
potential, the potential of the three others can be varied. They modify the 
shape of the equipotential surfaces that act as a mirror for the incoming 
electrons, thus determining the focal length, the chromatic aberration and the 
spherical aberration. The mirror is then set conveniently with the operation 
mode and kinetic energy to cancel out the primary aberration coefficients 
induced by the lens system. The HM and H? coefficients of the mirror can be 
calculated in a reasonable amount of time for a given "#, so that standard 
values of the electrodes can be easily set. Furthermore, the aberration 
coefficients of the system can be directly evaluated with a series of routine 
measurements, thus enabling fine correction. PEEM3 reported a lateral 
resolution of 5.4 nm for PEEM images of biological samples with a 233-nm 
laser as photon source [59]. The first aberration-corrected LEEM image of 
SMART visualized nanometer surface structures such as the herringbone 
reconstruction of the Au(111) surface with a lateral resolution of 2.6 nm [60]. 
Both the Tromp/SPECS and Elmitec systems report now an ultimate lateral 
resolution below 2 nm in LEEM [26]. Better results are still theoretically 
possible, but are very difficult to achieve for long periods of time due to the 
intrinsic instability of the corrected state, which constrains the lifetime of the 
corrected state to just a few minutes [61]. Nonetheless, it should be remarked 



that the gain in transmission guaranteed by the aberration corrector is of great 
help for measurements, e.g., with X-ray photoemitted electrons, where the 
exposure time and the weakness of the photon source can be a crucial issue 
for the success of the experiment [62]. 

2.2.4 Electron and Photon Sources 

The electron source in LEEM is an electron gun capable of emitting electrons 
with high brilliance and narrow energy distribution. During the years, several 
kinds of emitters were used. The most frequent electron source is a LaB6 or 
CeB6 crystal with conical shape showing the (100) surface on the flat tip. 
Once heated by a filament, electrons leave the crystal via thermoionic 
emission from the tip, due to the low work function of the (100) surface. A 
Wehnelt aperture placed in front of the tip with negative potential suppresses 
the emission from other faces of the crystal [63]. These thermoionic emitters 
have a long lifetime and can draw a very high current with an energy width 
larger than 0.7 eV [64]. The use of thermoionic emitters is not recommended 
for high resolution microscopes: cold field emitters and Schottky emitters can 
generate electron beams with a narrower energy spread (0.3 eV), thus 
reducing the influence of chromatic aberrations, at the cost of lower brilliance 
and shorter lifetime [65–67]. More rare, but with very interesting applications, 
are the spin-polarized electron sources. The interaction between spin-
polarized electrons and the specimen in LEEM systems provides unique 
information on magnetic phenomena with lateral resolution (see Sect. 3.1.4). 
The most common one uses the photoemission of electrons from III-V 
semiconductors with circularly polarized light [68–71]. Under particular 
conditions of strain, the photocathode can generate an electron beam with 
polarization ~ 0.9, while the selection of the light polarization switches easily 
the polarization vector of the beam.  

The photon sources employed in PEEM range on the wavelength of photons 
and the time structure of the light pulses, enabling a wide variety of surface 
science experiments. The easiest way to produce photoemission is with 
continuous UV illumination by discharging lamps. The first PEEM systems 
used a Hg Short-Arc lamp emitting UV light at 4.9 eV (254 nm). The low 
energy of the photons restricted its application to samples with low work 
function and low electron affinity. Higher photon energy can be provided by a 
He gas discharge lamp: the HeI emission mode (21.6 eV) is still used for 
energy-filtered angle-resolved photoemission diffraction measurements of 
valence band electrons.  

Laser sources were used to stimulate photoemission in PEEM since the 
1970s [72]. Pulsed lasers can provide very short flashes of light along a wide 
wavelength spectrum and are currently used for time-resolved studies in 
pump-probe mode and for multi-photon photoemission. Several systems are 
suited for LEEM, such as Nd:YAG and Ti:Sapphire, and are often used with 
higher harmonic photon generation [73–75]. The high throughput of lasers 
concentrated in a single pulse is the major limitation to their employment in 



PEEM measurement. The dense bunch of photoemitted electrons experience 
a reciprocal Coulomb repulsion during their travel to the detector, causing a 
general degradation of the carried information (the so-called "space charge" 
effect – see Sect. 4.0.2). This phenomenon can be mitigated with a high pulse 
repetition rate and with a low energy per pulse, so that PEEM experiments 
with a dynamic timescale of some tens of fs and good lateral resolution are 
now possible [76]. 

The most successful photoelectron source for PEEM is synchrotron radiation. 
Since the first installation of SPELEEM in Elettra, Italy, it was clear that the 
tunable, intense light provided by insertion devices in third-generation 
synchrotron is the most versatile and powerful complement to cathode lens 
systems [21]. For example, the SPELEEM beamline [44, 77] is equipped with 
two Sasaki Apple II undulators that provide elliptically polarized light (circular 
left and right, linear horizontal and vertical) in a spectral range between 40 
and 1000 eV. The light is monochromatized by two Variable Line Space plane 
gratings with a resolving power "/∆" = 4000 at 400 eV. The beamline flux 
exceeds 1013 photons at 150 eV and is above 1012 photons in an energy 
range between 50 and 600 eV. These numbers permit to carry a great variety 
of experiments with valence band and core-level photoemitted electrons and 
with state-of-the-art lateral and energy resolution. The only technical limitation 
arises by the pulsed structure of the synchrotron radiation: space-charge 
effects limit again the lateral resolution of XPEEM images with core-level 
electrons to about 20 nm [62, 78]. This restriction could be overcome not only 
with photon intensity reduction, but also with an intelligent placement of 
apertures to cut away electrons not used for imaging. Nowadays, about 20 
synchrotron endstations are equipped with a PEEM, with energies ranging 
from near-UV to hard X-rays (HAXPEEM), giving the biggest contribution to 
the growth of cathode lens microscopy user community. 

2.3 Performances 

At this point it is useful to summarize the performances of the various imaging 
techniques of cathode lens microscopy, highlighting the advantages and 
underlining the limitations. The list incorporates some of the state-of-the-art 
results, as well as routine performances achievable with good quality 
samples. The purpose of this section is to help the non-expert reader to 
choose the right technique that fits their needs, with no claim to be 
exhaustive. It must be remarked that the state-of-the-art results are obtained 
in very controlled and stable environmental conditions, with flat and 
conductive samples and cannot be achieved in every measurement of that 
kind. A charging and non-atomically flat sample can degrade the 
performances easily by an order of magnitude. In this sense, the routine 
values are more significant, as they give a more realistic expectation for a 
generic experiment.  

 



 
Lateral 
resolution 

LEEM   

 non-aberration 
corrected 

Routine: 20 nm 
Best: 4.1 nm (LEEM) 
(SPLEEM) 

[26]  

 aberration 
corrected 

Routine: 5-10 nm 
Best: 2.6 nm 
2.0 nm 
2.0 nm 

[26, 30, 
60]  

 PEEM   
 non-aberration 

corrected 
Routine: 40-100 nm 
Best: 7.0 nm 

[33]  

 aberration 
corrected 

Routine: 40 nm 
Best 5.4 nm (UVPEEM) 
18 nm (XPEEM) 
2.6 nm (laser) 

[59, 62, 
79]  
 

Energy 
resolution 

PEEM   

 with MPA 
energy filter 

Routine: 1-2 eV 
Best: 0.25 eV 
(spectroscopy) 
1.7 eV (imaging) 

[31]  

 with HDA 
energy filter 

Routine: 0.7 eV 
Best: 0.11 eV 
(spectroscopy) 
0.2 eV (imaging) 

[30, 44]  
 

 with double 
HDA 

Routine: 0.1 eV 
Best: 0.01-0.05 eV 

[80]  

Angular 
resolution 

with HDA Best: 0.047 A-1 [44]  

 with double 
HDA 

Best: 0.005 A-1 [80]  

Time resolution laser Routine: tens of fs (lateral 
resolution 20-50 nm) 
Best: 200 as (lateral 
resolution 200 nm) 

[81, 82]  
 

 synchrotron Few ps (single bunch 
width) 

 

Table	1:	list	of	performances	for	the	various	operating	modes	of	cathode	lens	microscopy	

3. Low Energy Electron Microscopy 

LEEM uses backscattered electrons as information carriers. Unlike scanning 
microscopy, electrons are collected simultaneously from an illuminated area 
of several tens of μm. The image formed by the magnification lenses can then 
be acquired even in video-rate (down to 1 ms/frame), depending on the 
detector quality and the signal intensity. The image contrast depends on how 
electrons interact with the surface: the higher or lower reflectivity can depend 
on several factors, e.g morphology, crystallinity and quantum effects. It is 
therefore important to understand how electrons interact with the surface and 
how the image is formed. Elastic and inelastic scattering of electrons on solids 
is a well-studied subject in condensed matter physics. Here will be summoned 



only the most important concepts, leaving a more complete description to 
other textbooks [83]. 

3.0.1 Basic Image Contrast 

The simplest conceptual case from where to start is the "single scattering" 
frame, i.e an electron scattered only once by a surface atom. Here, the 
scattering amplitude is given by the atomic scattering factor NO(Q), where Q =
STUV − SXY is the momentum transfer between incident and diffracted plane 
wave with wave vectors SXY and STUV, respectively. Considering now a 
monoenergetic electron beam, represented by a plane wave with amplitude 

Z[O = Z#8[S\]∙_   , 

the amplitude of a diffracted beam is represented by 

Z`ab = Z# cd:NO(Q)8[Q∙_Y

O

e 8[Sfgh∙_ 

Here NO(Q) is the atomic scattering factor for the nth atom at position _Y. For 
an elastic scattering, the kinetic energy E0 must be preserved, i.e. 

"# =
ℏ2

2j
|S[O|2 =

ℏ2

2j
|S`ab|2 

The contribution of atomic scattering factor and the diffraction effects generate 
image contrast in LEEM. In fact, areas with different composition, 
stoichiometry and crystal structure will have a different electron reflectivity and 
will appear in LEEM as brighter and darker areas. 

For a complete description of electron reflection, inelastic effects and multiple 
scattering must be taken into account. When traveling inside solids, electrons 
have a certain probability to experience an inelastic event. Therefore, their 
probability to be reflected with no losses depends on how deep the scattering 
center is placed into the bulk. To model this behavior one can introduce a 
mean free path expressed by an imaginary component of the electron-surface 
interaction potential, such that the scattering amplitude decays exponentially 
in the direction of wave propagation. In general, the electron mean free path is 
energy dependent and relatively independent of the material, so that its value 
follows a "universal curve". Such universal curve has a V-shape, i.e. presents 
a minimum for energies around 30-100 eV: in this range the mean free path is 
so small (few Å) that elastic electrons come from only the top-most atomic 
layers. LEEM and PEEM performed in this range are then surface sensitive. 
Electrons with higher kinetic energy can probe the sample more in depth, 
while at very low energy (~ 10 eV) the inelastic mean free path can show 
large deviations accordingly to the density of states of the material: at a few 
eV, organic thin films with very low density of states can show a mean free 



path of 10 nm, while transition metals with dense d or f bands above the 
Fermi energy can damp scattered electrons already at a depth of 0.5 nm. The 
surface sensitivity can be used in LEEM to achieve image contrast even 
between samples with the same stoichiometry and different surface 
reconstruction. 

At very low kinetic energy, another quantum phenomenon can affect the 
elastic backscattering of electrons from thin films. When electron wavelength 
and penetration depth are comparable to film thickness, i.e. at very low kinetic 
energy, the confinement imposed by the vacuum boundary and the film-
substrate interface induces a one-dimensional quantum well condition [84]. 
This so-called quantum size effect (QSE) rises from the interference between 
electron waves reflected at the surface and at the film-substrate interface. In 
first approximation, for a film of thickness d, the phase shift induced by the 
different path length is 

l	 = 	 0
2;
ℏ
3m2j("# + ![)					[1], 

where Vi is the inner potential of the thin film. The electron reflectivity is then 
subject to periodic oscillations as a function of electron kinetic energy and film 
thickness. QSE is extensively used to measure directly the thickness of thin 
films: significant examples will be given in Sect. 3.1.1. 

3.0.2 Image Formation 

The reflection of plane waves is influenced also by the morphology of the 
surface: atomic steps, kinks, domain boundaries and defects create 
interference and modulate the electron reflectivity. To better understand how 
to interpret the features in a LEEM image, it is necessary to address the 
theory of image formation. Over the last two decades, several approaches 
were used to calculate the image formation in LEEM. The first is from Chung 
and Altman [22, 85], who developed a wave-optical model to describe the 
step contrast in ideal and real conditions, i.e. taking into account instrumental 
broadening and beam coherence. Later the model was improved by a Fourier 
Optics formalism [36], which elucidates the image formation for objects with 
different scattering amplitude and phase and incorporates aberration effects 
of the objective lens, diffraction cut-off by a contrast aperture, lens defocus, 
energy spread of the electron beam and instabilities in lens current and 
voltage. In parallel, Jesson and coworkers [86, 87] proposed an alternative 
approach, based on the definition of a Contrast Transfer Function (CTF), into 
which flow all the effects of the imaging system on the transfer from real 
object to image. Schramm et al. [88] integrated this method with fifth-order 
aberrations, making it suitable for aberration-corrected instruments. The CTF 
formalism is attractive for its low computational cost and its universal 
treatment of arbitrary phase, amplitude or mixed amplitude-phase objects. In 
the following, a brief excursus on the CTF formalism is depicted. 



Consider having an object illuminated by a monoenergetic plane wave, as in 
Sect. 3.0.1. It has been shown that the reflection causes variation of wave 
amplitude and phase. In general, the reflected wave is given by 

Z`ab = Z[O ∗ Z`qr  

with 

Z`qr(_) = s(_)8[(Sfgh4SXY)∙_8[t(_) 

Here	s(_) is the amplitude modification factor, while the phase modification 
factor	l(_) incorporates the phase difference between outgoing and incoming 
waves induced by the surface morphology. Supposing that the surface is the 
plane %u at v = 0, its morphology can be modeled by a surface height function 
ℎ(_x) expressed in unit of step height y#. _x is then a two-dimensional 
position vector spanning over the surface plane. In case of normal incidence, 
only the vertical component of the wave vector matters, i.e. S = |S|v̂ . Given 
|S| = 2{/6#, the phase shift defining the surface is given by  

l(_x) = 2
2{
6#
y#	ℎ(_x) 

The phase object function includes the effects of surface morphology on the 
reflected wave, assuming no significant modification of the accelerating 
electric field. 

The reflected wave is then modified by the cathode immersion lens. First of 
all, the acceleration from kinetic energy "# to " imposes the change of 
coordinates as in Section 2.1, from takeoff coordinates in real (_x) and 
reciprocal space (|x) to respective virtual coordinates (_ and |). The transfer 
from virtual object to magnified image can be described in real or reciprocal 
space. In real space, the response of the system is described by the Point 
Spread Function (PSF) }(_), which models the blurring of an ideal point 
object. The final image Z(_) is then the convolution of the outgoing wave Z`ab 
and the PSF, 

Z(_) = (Z`ab⨂})(_) 

Using the fact that convolution in real space corresponds to multiplication in 
the Fourier space,  

Z(_) = ℱ41Äℱ[Z`ab(_)] ∗ ℱ[}(_)]Å 

}(|) = ℱ[}(_)] is the Contrast Transfer Function (CTF) of the LEEM imaging 
system and it is modeled as the product of all relevant contributions imposed 
by the optical system, i.e. the frequency cutoff imposed by the contrast 
aperture, chromatic and spherical aberration, defocus and instrument-related 
instabilities. One can model }(|) as follows: 



}(|) = *(|)	Ç(|, ΔN)	ℇ(|, Δ") 

Here, *(|) incorporates the effect of a round contrast aperture placed in the 
backfocal plane, where the reciprocal space is displayed. Its effect is to filter 
high spatial frequencies 

*(|) = Ñ
1			ÖN	||| < 5áàâ
0			ÖN	||| ≥ 5áàâ

 

5áàâ corresponds to the maximum spatial frequency imposed by the aperture 
size and it is equal to :áàâ/6, being :áàâ the maximum angle accepted. It 
should be noticed that the contrast aperture acts downline of the acceleration 
stage, therefore the electron wavelength is calculated from the final kinetic 
energy ". 

The wave aberration contribution Ç(|) refers to deviations of the wave path 
from the ideal one, induced by defocus ΔN and by spherical aberrations, 
which may be expressed by Taylor series coefficients as in Sect. 2.2.3 

Ç(|, ΔN) = 8%ãå
Ö{
2
0H>6I5ç +

H>>
3
6J5é − 2ΔN6523è 

The defocus ΔN takes into account also the unintentional focus oscillations 
caused by voltage and current fluctuations in lenses and high voltage 
supplies. 

Finally, the chromatic aberration damping envelope ℇ(|, Δ") comes from an 
integration over the weighted contribution of the different energies within the 
Gaussian energy distribution with FWHM Δ". Limiting the expression of 
chromatic aberration to the first-order coefficient, one has that 

ℇ(|, Δ") = 8%ã å−
({H?652)2

16	êë2
0
Δ"
"
3
2

è 

The final LEEM image is an intensity distribution of the reflected wave 
modified by the lens system, so it can be calculated as 

í(_′) =
1
*2 |Z(_)|

2		, 

_′ being the two-dimensional coordinates at the detector plane. 

The CTF approach is currently used to produce simulation of LEEM images 
for a surface with arbitrary height map ℎ(_x) and given scattering amplitude. It 
has been used not only to prove well-known surface features, like atomic 
steps [86], but also to construct valuable morphology models of peculiar 
surfaces, as in the case of corrugated MnAs layers on GaAs(001) [89] or sub-



surface line dislocations in magnetite thin films [90]. Moreover, the CTF 
algebra helps to figure out how to achieve the best performances from a 
cathode lens microscope. It is now clear the effect of the contrast aperture, 
which on one side deteriorates the image by acting as a low-pass filter and on 
the other side limits the acceptance angle and therefore the blurring induced 
by spherical aberration. The energy distribution of electrons coming, e.g., from 
the electron source, act together with the chromatic aberration, while the 
voltage and current instability can be modeled as an additional defocus. This 
knowledge has proven to be crucial in the case of aberration-corrected 
systems, where the lifetime of fully-corrected state has observed to be just a 
few minutes. After a correct estimation of every contribution, Schramm et al. 
[61] concluded that the stability of power supplies, the active damping of 
vibrations, good electromagnetic shielding and improved detectors are the 
crucial factors for maintaining the corrected state, and that more accurate 
monitor and correction systems must be developed to prolong its lifetime and 
make it usable for complex experiments. 

3.1 Imaging Mode 

3.1.1 LEEM and LEEM-IV 

The first operating mode of LEEM corresponds to the magnified image plane 
is displayed on the detector. Typically, the camera interconnects with the 
microscope software to capture single images or videos on varying the start 
voltage, the sample temperature, the lens settings and so on. In this way, 
several in-situ experiments and diagnostic procedures can be performed. In 
principle, the LEEM image is the intensity distribution of electrons on the 
image plane. The local intensity is then converted to a gray scale image, 
where the contrast depends of how the objects modify the reflected electron 
plane wave in phase and amplitude. In the following we show topical 
examples of how phase and amplitude objects are displayed in LEEM. 

The simplest phase object giving contrast in LEEM is an atomic step on an 
elsewhere flat, crystalline surface. The uniform, regular distribution of atoms, 
as in the case of a terrace, gives no contrast in LEEM, since the electron 
beam is backscattered everywhere in the same way. Plane waves coming 
from two adjacent terraces have different phases, so that at the terrace edges 
the interference between them degrades the reflected intensity. Figure 6a 
shows a LEEM image of clean, stepped Si(111) surface with (7x7) 
reconstruction: monoatomic steps are displayed as dark lines with a faint, 
brighter decoration on one side [85]. This appearance is confirmed by 
simulation performed with CTF formalism [86]. In this case the surface height 
function ℎ(_x) is expressed as a simple step function of height y# = 0.31 nm 
(Fig. 6b, green line). The simulated intensity line profile (Fig. 6b, blue line) 
displays a minimum in the vicinity of the step and a maximum on one side. In 
general, the presence of minima and maxima is related to the phase shift, i.e. 
the electron kinetic energy and the step height: For l(_x) = 2ë{ the contrast 
is almost absent, while in the complete out-of-phase condition l(_x) = (2ë +



1){ the line profile is symmetric (no bright decoration). The asymmetric 
maximum is observed at the intermediate phase conditions and is most 
pronounced at l(_x) = (2ë + 1){/2. The relative position of maxima and 
minima can be inverted periodically as a function of the phase shift. CTF 
formalism can be readily extended to two spatial dimensions: Figure 6c 
shows the simulation of how an ideal Si(111) surface with monolayer-step-
height circular and elliptical terraces (top) appear in LEEM for a given phase 
shift. It should be noticed that more complicated interference patterns could 
be produced when steps are close together, e.g., in the region highlighted 
with white arrows. The correct interpretation in such cases must pass through 
an extensive simulation of model surfaces in different conditions of focus, 
electron kinetic energy and morphology. 

	
Figure	6:	Imaging	with	phase	contrast.	(a)	Underfocus	LEEM	image	of	monoatomic	steps	on	the	
Si(111)-(7x7)	surface.	Imaging	energy	E0	=	45	eV.	Reproduced	from	Ref.	[85]	with	permission,	
copyright	1998	Elsevier.	(b)	Intensity	line	profile	(blue)	calculated	for	the	superimposed	step	profile	
(dotted	green	line)	with	the	inclusion	of	chromatic	damping.	(c)	Plane	view	schematic	(top)	and	
simulated	LEEM	image	(bottom)	of	an	arrangement	of	terraces	separated	by	a	single	atomic	step.	
Bright	regions	of	constructive	interferences,	where	the	steps	are	in	close	proximity,	are	arrowed.	(b)	
and	(c)	reproduced	from	Ref.	[86]	with	permission,	copyright	2009	World	Scientific. 

The amplitude contrast is produced between two adjacent areas that have 
different scattering amplitude. This case is quite common during an 
experiment: any area with a different composition, stoichiometry, crystal 
structure and even surface reconstruction give amplitude contrast. The exact 
calculation from first principles of how crystalline surfaces diffract electron 
beams in LEEM is derived from kinematic and dynamic LEED theory 
developed already from late 1960s [83] and not discussed here in detail. An 
example of amplitude contrast is given in Fig. 7a, displaying LEEM image of 
Pt(111) surface covered with a graphene layer of variable thickness [91]. In 
this particular case, the contrast is given not only by changes in amplitude, as 
between monolayer and bilayer graphene, but also by the quantum size 
effect. The difference is more evident by looking at the IV characteristics 
obtained from a stack of LEEM images with increasing start voltage (Fig. 7b). 
The IV curve for ML graphene reflects the particular morphology of the 
system, where the carbon sheet rests 3.30 Å upon the Pt substrate. The other 
reflectivity curves appear quite similar to one another at kinetic energies 
above 20 eV, since the graphene thickness becomes bigger than the inelastic 
mean free path and no contribution from substrate atoms is present. 
Nonetheless, pronounced oscillations due to quantum size effects can be 

[9—15] may also cause the lattice to be distorted in
the vicinity of a step. Some disagreement still exists
about the first interlayer spacing on W(1 1 0)
[9,10]. Strong oscillatory relaxations of deeper
layers have also been reported [9]. Atomic dis-
placements and inward relaxation of the Mo(1 0 0)
c(7!2"!2)R45° reconstructed surface at low
temperature have been determined [11,12]. The
disordered surface which was imaged here at room
temperature was found previously to have atomic
displacements comparable to the reconstructed
surface [12]. The single step at the Si(1 1 1) (7"7)
surface separates Si double layers. A significant
disagreement exists with regard to the first inter-
double layer spacing of this surface, while it is
widely agreed that the second inter-double layer
spacing is contracted from the bulk spacing
[13—15]. Despite the common occurence of surface
relaxation, our choice of the bulk spacing as step
height should not lead to significant errors if step-
edge distortion effects are confined to within
a short distance from a step, i.e., within a distance
somewhat smaller than the LEEM lateral resolu-
tion of about 100 A! .

The periodic dependence of step contrast upon
phase shift is demonstrated in Figs. 6 and 7 for
W(1 1 0) and Mo(1 0 0), respectively. For W(1 1 0),
the imaging energies of 11.7 and 37.6 eV in Fig. 6
correspond to phase shifts of 2.49! and 4.47!, re-
spectively. Bright and dark bands which occur at
steps in these images correspond to the strong
intensity variation immediately adjacent to a step
in our model predictions. The similar arrangement
of the bright and dark bands with respect to the
steps at these two imaging energies is in accordance
with expectation, since the respective phase shifts
differ by nearly 2!. In particular, the bright band
which is seen in these underfocus images identifies
the down-side of a step according to our model (see
Fig. 3 for !"!/2, for example). Fig. 7 shows an
important change of contrast with imaging energy
for the Mo(1 0 0) surface. The bright band which is
situated on the up-side of steps for E"8.50 eV
(!"1.50!) in underfocus is found on the down-
side of steps for E"23.5 eV (!"2.49!), while
for the out-of-phase condition, E"34.0 eV
(!"3.00!), two nearly symmetric intensity maxi-
ma flank the strong destructive interference at

Fig. 8. Underfocus LEEM images of monoatomic steps on the
Si(1 1 1) (7"7) surface (a) before growth, (b) after growth of Si
islands. The imaging energy (phase shift) is E"45.0 eV
(!"6.86!). Compare with Fig. 3 for !"!/2.

a step. These observations are in accordance with
model predictions (see Fig. 3 for !"3!/2, !/2, !,
respectively).

Step contrast on the Si(1 1 1) (7"7) reconstruc-
ted surface is shown in Fig. 8. Bright and dark
bands are seen at steps in these underfocus images
of the Si(1 1 1) (7"7) surface obtained at imaging
energy of E"45.0 eV (!"6.86!). According to
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Fig. 7. (a) Plan-view schematic of an arrangement of terraces separated by monolayer-height-steps. Lighter shading
indicates increasing height. (b) IC(R) evaluated for the phase object function corresponding to the step arrangement
in (a). The phase change associated with each step is (0.82 + 2π) and ∆E = 0.3 eV. Bright regions of constructive
interference, where the steps are in close proximity are arrowed.

A wave optical approach to simulating LEEM
contrast from surface steps can be readily extended
to two spatial dimensions, for the arrangement of
monolayer-step-height circular and elliptical terraces
shown in Fig. 7(a). The step phase difference is
(0.82+2π), placing it in the 2nπ < φ(R) < (2n+1)π
interpretation regime. Therefore, in the image sim-
ulation shown in Fig. 7(b) the down nature of the
outermost terrace produces opposite contrast to the
up terraces as expected. As seen previously in Fig. 6,
steps that are further apart (30 nm) are easily distin-
guished, whereas steps that are close together (less
than 10 nm) produce more complicated interference
patterns. In Fig. 7(b), bright regions of construc-
tive interference are arrowed where the down and up
steps are close together (between 10 and 5 nm) which
complicates direct interpretation. We note that a
2D simulation capability may prove to be valuable
in the interpretation of closely spaced step arrange-
ments as well as in the high-resolution study of wavy
steps induced by instabilities.23–25 To the same end,
we note the possible utility of some recent work on
phase retrieval using aberrated shift-invariant imag-
ing systems.26–28

7. Weak Phase Object
Approximation

In general, the phase changes involved during reflec-
tion of low-energy electrons from surface steps are
not weak (i.e. with maximum transverse phase

differences that are small in magnitude relative to
2π). However, it is possible to tune the incident elec-
tron wavelength λi by adjusting the bias voltage
V such that the phase difference is 2nπ + δ for a
small quantity δ and n an integer. The step phase
change from Eq. (1) is then φ(R) = δ if z = −a
and φ(R) = 0 if z = 0. Under these conditions we
therefore have a WPO and we can expand the phase
object function Eq. (2) to first order

O(R) = 1 + iφ(R). (18)

The advantage of the WPO approximation is that
the form of the transfer function simplifies and it is
instructive to examine its form for LEEM. Follow-
ing the conventional WPO treatment we have the
intensity8,14

IW (R) = 1 − 2φ(R) ⊗ T W (R), (19)

where T W (R) = Im{T (R)} and the phase CTF in
reciprocal space is given by

T W (u) = A(u) sinχ(u). (20)

Rather than average the intensities over defocus via
Eq. (15), it is customary in the WPO to include chro-
matic aberration effects in the form of a damping
function E(u).17 In practice this should be limited
to a restricted set of WPOs17 but here we never-
theless adopt the approach for steps to evaluate the
role of chromatic aberration in the LEEM transfer
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Fig. 7. (a) Plan-view schematic of an arrangement of terraces separated by monolayer-height-steps. Lighter shading
indicates increasing height. (b) IC(R) evaluated for the phase object function corresponding to the step arrangement
in (a). The phase change associated with each step is (0.82 + 2π) and ∆E = 0.3 eV. Bright regions of constructive
interference, where the steps are in close proximity are arrowed.

A wave optical approach to simulating LEEM
contrast from surface steps can be readily extended
to two spatial dimensions, for the arrangement of
monolayer-step-height circular and elliptical terraces
shown in Fig. 7(a). The step phase difference is
(0.82+2π), placing it in the 2nπ < φ(R) < (2n+1)π
interpretation regime. Therefore, in the image sim-
ulation shown in Fig. 7(b) the down nature of the
outermost terrace produces opposite contrast to the
up terraces as expected. As seen previously in Fig. 6,
steps that are further apart (30 nm) are easily distin-
guished, whereas steps that are close together (less
than 10 nm) produce more complicated interference
patterns. In Fig. 7(b), bright regions of construc-
tive interference are arrowed where the down and up
steps are close together (between 10 and 5 nm) which
complicates direct interpretation. We note that a
2D simulation capability may prove to be valuable
in the interpretation of closely spaced step arrange-
ments as well as in the high-resolution study of wavy
steps induced by instabilities.23–25 To the same end,
we note the possible utility of some recent work on
phase retrieval using aberrated shift-invariant imag-
ing systems.26–28

7. Weak Phase Object
Approximation

In general, the phase changes involved during reflec-
tion of low-energy electrons from surface steps are
not weak (i.e. with maximum transverse phase

differences that are small in magnitude relative to
2π). However, it is possible to tune the incident elec-
tron wavelength λi by adjusting the bias voltage
V such that the phase difference is 2nπ + δ for a
small quantity δ and n an integer. The step phase
change from Eq. (1) is then φ(R) = δ if z = −a
and φ(R) = 0 if z = 0. Under these conditions we
therefore have a WPO and we can expand the phase
object function Eq. (2) to first order

O(R) = 1 + iφ(R). (18)

The advantage of the WPO approximation is that
the form of the transfer function simplifies and it is
instructive to examine its form for LEEM. Follow-
ing the conventional WPO treatment we have the
intensity8,14

IW (R) = 1 − 2φ(R) ⊗ T W (R), (19)

where T W (R) = Im{T (R)} and the phase CTF in
reciprocal space is given by

T W (u) = A(u) sinχ(u). (20)

Rather than average the intensities over defocus via
Eq. (15), it is customary in the WPO to include chro-
matic aberration effects in the form of a damping
function E(u).17 In practice this should be limited
to a restricted set of WPOs17 but here we never-
theless adopt the approach for steps to evaluate the
role of chromatic aberration in the LEEM transfer
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∆ f = −3 µm
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Fig. 3. (a) Monochromatic image intensity Iε=0(R) evaluated for the superimposed step profile (dotted line) and an
associated phase change of (0.82 + 2π). (b) IC(R) for the same phase object in (a) showing chromatic damping of
intensity oscillations. Color online.
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Fig. 4. Imaginary part of the LEEM transfer function
T (u), including defocus and spherical aberration, at the
Scherzer defocus of ∆f = −3.0 µm (cf. Eq. (20)).

these conditions, the phase CTF retains a relatively
constant value of near unity out to the first crossover
of the zero axis (the point resolution limit).14 In
Fig. 3(a), the contrast displays a minimum in the
vicinity of the step with numerous oscillations either
side of the step for this monochromatic source. In
order to take into account the finite energy spread
of the electron source, it is necessary to incoherently
average such monochromatic contributions over defo-
cus using Eq. (15). The resulting averaged inten-
sity IC(R) is displayed in Fig. 3(b) for an energy
spread ∆E = 0.3 eV. Although the general form of
the intensity resembles the monochromatic intensity
contrast in Fig. 3(a), the fine fringes surrounding the
step are smoothed out by the incoherent averaging
process, Eq. (15). Such a localized step intensity pro-
file is in general qualitative agreement with experi-
mental observations.1–4

In Fig. 5 we explore the dependence of LEEM
step contrast on objective lens defocus. As discussed

by Chung et al.,3,4 it is possible to determine the
up or down character of a step from the asymme-
try of the LEEM intensity profile in the over- or
underfocus condition provided it is known whether
2nπ < φ(R) < (2n + 1)π or (2n + 1)π < φ(R) <
2(n + 1)π for integer n. In panels (a)–(c) of Fig. 5,
we consider a step phase change of φ(R) = π/2+2π,
which is achieved for the step of height a = 0.31 nm
by increasing the bias voltage V to 6.1 V. A phase
object of φ(R) = π/2 + 2nπ is identified as an opti-
mum condition for the detection of intensity peak
asymmetry.3,4 As the defocus changes from negative
underfocus values to positive overfocus conditions,
the intensity maxima and minima swap position on
either side of the step are indicated by the inset
dotted line. Hence it is possible to determine the
sense of the step via the intensity asymmetry.3,4

Note, however, that the contrast does not completely
reverse either side of ∆f = 0 (i.e. the intensity pat-
terns for ±∆f are not mirror images of each other).
This observation can be attributed to the presence
of spherical aberration in the TF (see Eq. (12))
which does not change sign with defocus. Spherical
aberration also results in nonzero phase contrast at
∆f = 0. Indeed, minimum contrast in the presence of
aberrations is obtained using the minimum contrast
defocus14 ∆fm = −0.44(CSλ)1/2, which reduces to
∆fm = 0 when CS → 0.

The case of φ(R) = 3π/2 + 2π is considered for
the same step in panels (d)–(f) of Fig. 5 by increasing
the bias voltage V to 12 V. Again, this is an optimum
condition for the detection of intensity peak asymme-
try in the range (2n+1)π < φ(R) < 2(n+1)π.3,4 The
step contrast reverses sense as expected compared
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observed at lower kinetic energies (Fig. 7c). In particular, the number of 
minima of these oscillations scales with the number of layers. This 
characteristic has been observed not only on 2D materials, but also on 
epitaxial thin films on metal substrates, and therefore can be used as a 
universal fingerprint to estimate the film thickness. Moreover, one can plot the 
phase shift from Eq. 1 as a function of the energies at which interference 
maxima or minima are observed (Fig. 7d) and determine accurately the film 
thickness and the inner potential with a fit. In this particular case, the analysis 
confirms that graphene stacks thicker than 3 layers have identical layer 
separation to graphite.  

	
Figure	7:	Imaging	amplitude	objects.	(a)	LEEM	image	(electron	energy	4.4	eV)	of	a	few-layer	
graphene	stack	nucleated	at	a	boundary	between	rotationally	misaligned	ML	graphene	domains.	
Markers	denote	areas	with	coverage	between	1	and	10	graphene	layers.	(b)	IV	characteristics	
obtained	from	a	stack	of	LEEM	images	with	electron	energy	from	2	to	100	eV	at	the	locations	marked	
in	(a).	(c)	Higher	magnification	of	the	same	data	set	at	electron	energies	below	20	eV,	showing	
fringes	due	to	interference	of	electrons	backscattered	from	the	graphene	surface	and	graphene/Pt	
interface.	(d)	Phase	shifts	for	constructive	and	destructive	interference	[fringe	maxima	and	minima	
in	(c)]	as	a	function	of	electron	energy.	Full	lines	are	fits	assuming	free-electron	like	propagation.	
graphene.	Reproduced	from	Ref.	[91]	with	permission,	copyright	2009	American	Physical	Society. 

3.1.2 Brightfield and Darkfield LEEM 

Up to now, we considered only the case in which incoming and reflected 
electron beams are perpendicular to the sample surface. Even with a 
perpendicular incoming beam, the outgoing electrons distribute over the solid 
angle to form a diffraction pattern in the backfocal plane of the objective lens. 
Then, the contrast aperture limits the acceptance angle in order to let pass 
only electrons emitted in the neighborhood of the zero-order diffraction spot. 
This configuration is called brightfield and is schematized in Fig. 8a. However, 
it would be interesting to build the LEEM image also with non-perpendicular 
electrons, i.e. with higher or fractional order diffraction spots; in this way the 
crystallographic information contained in the diffraction pattern can be 
transferred to the real space and generate a crystallographic map of the 
sample. Such case is called darkfield and can be achieved in different ways. 
The simplest way is (i) to move the contrast aperture and accept electrons 
with a non-zero emission angle, e.g., from a first-order diffraction spot (Fig. 
8b). This method has the disadvantage that the selected electron trajectory is 
far from the optical axis and therefore the spherical aberrations may blur the 

graphene on Pt!111" if we assume an inner potential of
−17 eV—close to the values derived for graphite by other
measurements.53 The fits are based on m=me, i.e., free-
electron-like propagation and a thickness of an n-layer stack
of !n−1"dG, where dG=0.335 nm is the c-axis layer spacing
in graphite. The quantum-size effect hence confirms that for
stacks of 3 or more graphene layers, the separation between
adjacent graphene is identical to the layer spacing in graph-
ite.

V. CONCLUSIONS

To identify promising substrates for large-scale graphene
synthesis, it is important to understand the substrate
interaction—giving rise to characteristic growth, structural,
and electronic properties—for graphene on different transi-
tion metals. We have used in situobservations of the growth
and relaxation by wrinkle formation, along with measure-
ments of the interface moiré structure, metal-graphene sepa-
ration, and band structure, to examine the interaction be-
tween monolayer graphene and Pt!111". Low-energy electron
microscopy of the graphene growth process shows the signa-
tures of a weak metal-graphene interaction, in particular a
minimal difference in the growth rate in the uphill and down-
hill directions across substrate steps. Other characteristics,
such as a strong faceting of the edges of graphene domains
over large distances, the facile formation of wrinkles in the
graphene sheets to relax thermal stress, and the generation of
a wide variety of rotational moiré variants, are consistent
with a weak coupling of monolayer graphene to the Pt sub-
strate. The different rotational alignments between graphene
and Pt!111" give rise to two distinct families of moiré struc-
tures with large and small unit cells, respectively. In contrast
to other systems—notably graphene on Ir!111"—none of
these structures appears strongly preferred over the others,
suggesting minor differences in energy between the various
moirés. The growth rates of the two families of moiré struc-

tures show measurable differences, indicating that the growth
kinetics are affected by the orientation of the initial graphene
nuclei.

IV characteristics in microdiffraction, combined with IV
simulations for a simplified !commensurate" structure have
been used to determine the separation between monolayer
graphene and the Pt!111" surface. Given a weak coupling and
assuming a simple graphene-Pt interface, one might expect a
separation close to the interlayer spacing in graphite. A pre-
vious report instead suggested the formation of a complex
interface structure comprising a carbidic interlayer between
graphene and Pt!111".19 However, none of the other systems
of graphene on transition metals appears to form such a com-
plex interface. Our combined measurements and simulations
lend additional support to the notion of a simple graphene-Pt
interface and in this case give a separation !3.30 Å" that
indeed lies close to the c-axis spacing in graphite. This find-
ing suggests that the binding of graphene on Pt!111" may be
understood in a common framework with other graphene-
metal interfaces.

Direct evidence for a weak coupling between monolayer
graphene and Pt!111" is provided by micro-APRES maps of
the band structure. Apart from some residual hole doping due
to charge transfer with the substrate, the electronic structure
of monolayer graphene on Pt!111" is close to that of isolated
graphene. In particular, the linear dispersion of ! bands in
the so-called Dirac cones, which gives rise to many exotic
manifestations of massless Dirac fermions is preserved.

Finally, the near isolation of monolayer graphene on
Pt!111" causes the self-termination of graphene growth by
carbon segregation at a maximum coverage of 1 ML, due to
the impermeability of structurally coherent graphene sheets
to carbon diffusion, analogous to that observed for free-
standing graphene.6 The coalescence of different rotational
graphene domains, however, can give rise to domain
boundaries—the two-dimensional analog of a grain bound-
ary in a polycrystalline thin film—that allow segregating car-
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image. A way to overcome this limitation is (ii) to incline the sample tilt by a 
certain angle : to let the selected diffraction feature with emission angle 2: 
pass through the contrast aperture along the optical axis (Fig. 8c). In this 
case the incident electron beam is not perpendicular to the surface, so one 
should take into account the different atomic scattering factor N(Q), as it 
depends on the momentum transfer Q = STUV − SXY. This approach does not 
need dedicate alignment of the lens system, but lacks of accuracy and 
reliability due to mechanical limitations of the sample manipulator. The most 
convenient method to produce darkfield LEEM is (iii) to leave the sample 
untouched and tilt the incoming electron beam with deflectors placed in the 
illumination column (Fig. 8d). It is optically equivalent to the previous case, 
but with the advantage that the sample holder and the lens system are 
untouched, and deflectors can be remotely controlled and accurately 
calibrated, enabling fast switch between brightfield and darkfield. 

	
Figure	8:	Scheme	of	brightfield	(a)	and	darkfield	LEEM	operation.	Darkfield	can	be	performed	(b)	by	
displacing	the	contrast	aperture,	(c)	tilting	the	sample,	and	(d)	deflecting	the	incident	electron	
beam.	The	zero-order	diffraction	spot	is	depicted	in	red,	while	the	higher	order	ones	are	in	blue. 

The contrast mechanism in darkfield LEEM measurement adds substantial 
information on the crystal structure of the sample. Electrons forming a 
particular spot in the diffraction pattern are emitted only from areas with a 
certain crystal structure. Thus, a LEEM image produced with these electrons 
shows as bright the area from where they were emitted, and as dark the areas 
with another structure. By studying the area distribution in darkfield LEEM for 
several diffraction spots, one can reveal if a LEED pattern is produced from a 
single phase over the entire surface or is a superposition of two or more 
contributions. Images over a large field of view offer a direct measurement of 
the relative coverage of the phases. Moreover, domains with same crystal 
structure but rotated orientation can be distinguished. Even if the domains 
give the same LEED pattern geometry, the intensity of same-order spots 
differs, so resulting in an amplitude contrast among rotational domains. An 
example of both occurrences is given in Fig. 9. The system is a de-wetted 
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Fe3O4(111) thin film of thickness larger than 7 nm, grown on a Pt(111) surface 
[92]. The film holes do not expose a clean Pt surface, but are decorated by a 
single bilayer of FeO(111) [93, 94]. The corresponding LEED pattern, 
obtained with illumination over a large area, is a superposition of two distinct 
patterns: the (2x2) superstructure over the Fe3O4(111) spots (unit cell in 
green) and the moiré pattern of FeO(111) surrounding the Pt(111) spots. 
Brightfield LEEM (Fig. 9a) shows areas with different reflectivity, but at a first 
glance one cannot distinguish which is Fe3O4 and which is FeO/Pt. Darkfield 
LEEM performed with electrons from the moiré (Fig. 9b) shows as bright the 
FeO(111) areas, leaving the rest as dark. The contrast inverts when one of 
the Fe3O4(111) (2x2) spots is used, but while the FeO patches appear dark, 
only one rotational domain of Fe3O4 enlightens (Fig. 9c). The other rotational 
domain, rotated by 180°, emerges on darkfield LEEM by using the 
inequivalent (2x2) spot (Fig. 9d). It should be noticed that the FeO darkfield 
image corresponds to the sum of the two Fe3O4 darkfield images when the 
contrast is inverted, thus excluding the presence of a third crystalline phase. 
Moreover, the amplitude contrast between rotational domains is achieved only 
at some kinetic energies, for which two inequivalent LEED spots with same 
order have a different intensity. Other energies can eliminate or invert the 
contrast. 

	
Figure	9:	LEED	(left)	and	LEEM	(right)	images	of	a	strongly	dewetted	Fe3O4(111)	thin	film.	In	LEED	
(E0	=	88	eV)	the	reciprocal	vectors	of	Fe3O4(111)	unit	cell	and	FeO(111)	moiré	pattern	are	
highlighted	in	green	and	orange,	respectively.	The	labels	in	LEED	mark	the	selected	diffraction	spots	
used	for	LEEM	(E0	=	24	eV):	(a)	brightfield,	(b)	darkfield	with	FeO(111)	moiré,	(c)	and	(d)	darkfield	
with	(2x2)	inequivalent	spots	of	Fe3O4(111).	Reproduced	from	Ref.	[92]	with	permission,	copyright	
2012	American	Physical	Society. 

3.1.3 Mirror Electron Microscopy 

It has been shown that in LEEM the reflectivity of electrons changes with the 
momentum transfer Q occurring during backscattering. Such reflectivity is 
always less than unitary, i.e. part of the electrons is lost due to inelastic 
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scattering, bulk absorption, surface and quantum effects. The only way to 
achieve total reflection is to decrease the start voltage until all electrons are 
reflected above the sample surface, turning the cathode immersion lens into 
an electrostatic mirror. However, the equipotential surface in front of the 
specimen is still influenced by field inhomogeneities determined by the 
surface morphology, work function changes, contact potentials and magnetic 
fields. As electrons decrease speed and reverse direction, their trajectories 
are deviated by such perturbations, thus giving contrast to the electron image. 
This imaging technique is called Mirror Electron Microscopy (MEM) and has 
the advantage to probe surfaces without direct impact, giving access to non-
conductive specimens and imaging phenomena in a non-perturbative way. 
The contrast mechanism in MEM has been discussed and modelized over the 
years [95–97], in order to extract quantitative information regarding 
morphology and microfields. Although the algebra is in some cases quite 
similar to the CTF approach described in Sect. 3.0.2, it will not be discussed 
here. In general, the lateral resolution in MEM is worse than standard LEEM 
imaging on the same surface, ranging around several tens of nm. 
Nonetheless, the high sensitivity to height variations and equivalent surface 
potentials gives a remarkable depth resolution of about 1 nm. Like in LEEM, 
the intensity line profile of features in different focus conditions can be 
simulated and reverted to quantitative real-space models. I(V) spectra of 
different areas through the LEEM-MEM threshold can be used to extrapolate 
a map of the local potential, owed to work function changes, charge states or 
application of external fields.  

3.1.4 Spin Polarized LEEM 

Spin is a degree of freedom of the incident electron beam that can be used to 
achieve imaging of magnetic states of the specimen surface. As shown in 
Sect. 2.2.3, spin-polarized sources such as III-V semiconductor 
photocathodes can provide beams with high degree of polarization î. In 
SPLEEM, the usual image contrast is augmented by magnetic contrast 
generated by the exchange interaction between incident spin-polarized 
electrons and spin-polarized electrons in the magnetic material [98–101]. This 
exchange contribution to the scattering is proportional to î ∙ ï, being ï the 
magnetization vector of the target material. In a magnetic material ï results 
from the difference between the number of electrons with parallel and 
antiparallel spin contained in the occupied states of majority and minority 
bands, respectively (Fig. 10a) [102]. The two electronic populations produce 
non-equivalent exchange-correlation potentials, so that electron beams with 
different polarization are scattered differently. Moreover, the minority spin 
band offers more unoccupied states for an inelastic event, thus minority 
electrons are more effectively scattered than majority electrons and the IMFP 
decreases. This leads to a larger reflectivity for majority electrons. The 
intensity difference between parallel (í↿↾) and antiparallel (í↿⇂) configurations, 
normalized to the sum of the intensities, i.e. 



ô =
í↿↾ − í↿⇂
í↿↾ + í↿⇂

				, 

is called exchange asymmetry and is proportional to	î ∙ ï, weighted with the 
damping caused by the different IMFP. It should be noticed that the difference 
at the numerator cleans the resulting image from non-magnetic diffraction and 
topological features resulting from conventional LEEM imaging, leaving only 
contrast from magnetic features. The effect of spin on exchange correlation 
potential and IMFP decreases rapidly as the kinetic energy of incident 
electrons increases. For this reason, the best magnetic contrast in SPLEEM is 
obtained at energy typically below 20 eV. 

	
Figure	10:	(a)	Density	of	states	in	a	ferromagnetic	metal.	Due	to	the	spin	interaction,	the	electronic	
band	can	be	conceived	as	a	superposition	of	a	majority	(red)	and	minority	(blue)	population.	(b)	
Domain	structure	of	epitaxial	Fe	ribbon	crystals	on	W(110).	The	image	pairs	were	taken	with	the	
polarization	vector	of	the	electrons	parallel	to	the	[001]	(1)	and	[110]	(2)	directions,	respectively.	
The	magnetization	distribution	in	the	marked	regions	is	indicated	on	the	sides.	Reproduced	from	
Ref.	[103]	with	permission,	copyright	2006	John	Wiley	&	Sons. 

The photocathode electron gun delivers electron beams with a fixed spin 
polarization vector that can be eventually flipped by changing the versus of 
the circular polarized light. The spin polarization vector can be subsequently 
changed with a spin manipulator, where electrostatic and magnetic deflectors 
and a magnetic rotator lens give three degrees of freedom on the spin 
orientation. This allows complete characterization of the sample 
magnetization direction in both in- and out-of-plane geometry, and tilted 
directions in between. An example of SPLEEM asymmetry images with 
different polarization orientation is given in Fig. 10b. Here, two epitaxial Fe 
ribbons produced by deposition of 5 ML of Fe on W(110) surface and 
annealing at 650 K are displayed with the polarization vector in-plane and 
parallel to [001] (1) and [110] (2) crystallographic direction, respectively [103]. 
The magnetic state of the ribbons is primarily determined by the interplay 
between exchange and stray-field energy, which prefers magnetization along 
the [001] axis, and the surface/magnetoelastic energy, whose minimization 
produces states with magnetization along [110]. The consequent multidomain 
state can be extracted by the intensity pattern in the SPLEEM asymmetry 
image: brightest areas have a parallel magnetization vector, darkest have an 
antiparallel one, while neutral grey are oriented perpendicularly. By combining 
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Figure 5. Virgin domain structures of 30-nm thick Co rectangles with aspect ratios 2 : 1 (a), 3 : 1 (b) and 4 : 1 (c) and various widths.
The frequency of the various domain configurations changes systematically with aspect ratio from those shown in Fig. 4(b) to those
illustrated by micromagnetic simulations at the bottom: the cross-tie (svvv), the 6 (avv) and the " (svv) states.

the domain structure in addition to the exchange and stray
field energy considered up to now. This is illustrated in Fig. 6
for Fe ribbon crystals on W(110) produced by annealing a
5-monolayer thick Fe film at 650 K. Annealing of continuous
films causes a strain-induced breakup into crystals with
a wide variety of shapes, depending on film thickness,
annealing temperature and surface topography. This allows
production of (a) small crystals whose domain structure is
mainly determined by exchange and stray field energy min-
imization as in the patterns discussed above or (b) large flat
crystals in which the surface and magnetoelastic energy pro-
duces a single domain state with the magnetization pointing
in the [1-10] direction, the easy direction in Fe films on

W(110) below 50-nm thickness or (c) narrow Fe wires along
the [001] direction in which shape anisotropy dominates the
magnetization.10 The example shown here is an intermediate
case in which exchange and surface/magnetoelastic energy
determine the domain structure. In contrast to polycrystalline
rectangles with high aspect ratio, which are mostly in the sin-
gle domain state except for the end domains, the ribbons here
are usually in the multidomain state. This state is primar-
ily determined by the high surface/magnetoelastic energy,
which prefers magnetization along the [1-10] direction, and
by the stray field energy, which prefers magnetization along
the long axis. Of course, the exchange energy too, con-
tributes to the total energy. The result is a periodic pattern of

(a) (b)

Figure 6. Domain structures of epitaxial Fe ribbon crystals on W(110). The image pairs were taken with the polarization vector of the
electrons parallel to the [001] and [1-10] directions. The magnetization distribution in the marked regions is indicated on the sides.
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images with different polarization vectors one can construct a consistent 
domain model, as presented on the sides for the marked regions. 

SPLEEM has been used to address phenomena such as domain wall 
structures in thin magnetic films, micromagnetic configurations in surface-
supported nanostructures, spin reorientation transition, magnetic coupling in 
multilayers, phase transitions and finite size effects. Its application has several 
advantages, such as real-time observation and possibility to combine 
crystallographic and magnetic information. The surface sensitivity limits its 
usefulness to samples prepared in situ or grown elsewhere and protected by 
a removable capping layer. The main disadvantage in the use of SPLEEM is 
its strong sensitivity to applied magnetic fields, which distress the trajectory of 
electrons and degrade the image quality. Modest fields of few hundred gauss 
can be applied only in the surface normal direction, so that the Lorentz force 
is geometrically minimized. This limitation affects important fields of research, 
such as dynamics on domain walls and exotic magnetic states of matter.  

3.1.5 Electron Energy Loss Microscopy 

LEEM systems equipped with an energy filter have the possibility to use 
inelastic electrons for imaging with opportune detuning of the energy analyzer 
[77, 104]. Electrons can lose some kinetic energy during the scattering 
process and the energy distribution of all inelastically scattered electrons 
provides information about the local physical and chemical properties of the 
specimen. The low-loss region (< 50 eV) of this energy spectrum contains 
valuable information about the band structure and the dielectric properties of 
the material, e.g., electron-phonon interaction, band gaps and surface 
plasmons [105, 106]. Such inelastic electrons can pass through the energy 
analyzer with optimal trajectory if a supplementary bias is applied. The usual 
slit at the exit plane selects only electron with a certain energy loss. EELM 
images have typically very low intensity and contrast, but can be used to 
display surface distribution of plasmons and to distinguish between surface 
areas with different phononic and plasmonic properties [107]. For example, 
this is the case when graphene (Gr) and hexagonal BN (h-BN) patches rest 
one aside the other upon a surface [108]. Fig. 11a shows a EELM image of 
adjacent Gr and h-BN flakes grown on Pt(111) surface from a single 
molecular precursor, dimethylamine borane (DMAB). The simultaneous 
presence of B, C and N atoms obtained from dissociation of DMAB at 1000 K 
is a very efficient way to obtain a continuous, almost free-standing layer 
mostly made of Gr and h-BN, with only a low percentage of impurities. Gr and 
h-BN flakes have a different plasmon energy loss and therefore display a 
contrast for particular electron loss energies. Local integration over a stack of 
EELM images allows the collection of size-selected electron energy loss 
spectra (Fig. 11b). It is shown that in the bright areas in EELM the collective 
excitation of the electrons is found at 6.5 eV, whereas in the dark areas a 
peak centered at 7.7 eV is found. These spectroscopic features are assigned 
to π-plasmon energy loss in slightly doped Gr and h-BN, respectively [109, 
110]. 



	
Figure	11:	(a)	Electron	Energy	Loss	Microscopy	image	of	graphene	and	h-BN	coplanar	flakes	on	
Pt(111)	collected	with	electron	energy	E0	=	32	eV	and	a	loss	of	6.5	eV.	Graphene	patches	appear	
brighter	than	h-BN	due	to	the	plasmonic	excitation.	(b)	Electron	Energy	Loss	spectra	of	graphene	
and	h-BN	extracted	from	a	stack	of	EELM	images	at	different	energy	losses.	The	spectrum	measured	
in	region	Gr	shows	a	π-plasmon	loss	at	6.5	eV;	the	spectrum	measured	in	region	h-BN	shows	a	π-
plasmon	loss	at	7.7	eV.	Reproduced	from	Ref.	[108]	with	permission,	copyright	2015	Wiley-VCH	
Verlag.	 

The use of energy loss microscopy in LEEM systems can provide additional 
information on the dielectric nature of surfaces and thin films. However, its 
accuracy cannot be compared to a dedicated apparatus. In LEEM the 
monochromaticity of the incident electron beam, few tenths of eV, is not 
enough to resolve vibrational states of molecules and adatoms. Despite this 
aspect, EELM is ideal to characterize inhomogeneous surfaces, showing the 
lateral extent of every species with different plasmonic signature with a 
resolution of some tens of nm.  

3.2 Diffraction mode 

3.2.1 μ-LEED 

The second operating mode in LEEM is the so-called diffraction mode, i.e. 
when the backfocal plane of the objective lens is displaced on the detector. 
This mode gives access to the angular distribution of backscattered electrons, 
which forms a diffraction pattern in case of crystalline surfaces. The use of 
LEEM systems for diffraction studies has many advantages respect to 
standard LEED optics: 

• The operation conditions of the electron gun and the illumination angle 
are fixed, while the kinetic energy at the interaction is governed by the 
start voltage. This ensures beam stability and constant current, even 
for dynamic measurements. 

• The backfocal plane is displayed for electrons traveling at a kinetic 
energy ", independently of their takeoff energy "#. This means that 
the displayed reciprocal space has the same lateral extent for every 
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start voltage, so the diffraction spots do not move during an energy 
scan. The calibration of the reciprocal space can be calculated by 
looking at the linear expansion of the Ewald sphere with increasing 
start voltage, or through the position of the diffraction spots for a 
known surface, e.g., graphene, Si(111)-7x7 or oxidized W(110). 

• The probed region can be inspected in LEEM and selected by placing 
an opportune aperture in the image plane. Commercial LEEM systems 
can reduce the illuminated area to a diameter of 250 nm [30]. 

• The electrons can be filtered in energy and the background of 
secondary electrons can be removed. 

• The zero-order diffraction spot can be easily detected, as the magnetic 
beam splitter separates the incoming and outgoing electron beams. 

The collection of LEED measurement from a selected region is often referred 
to as micro-LEED or μ-LEED. Fig. 12 shows how microscopy and diffraction 
can be combined to obtain structural information on surfaces and 
nanostructures under particular conditions. The LEEM image in Fig. 12a 
presents cerium oxide microparticles grown on a Ru(0001) surface saturated 
with oxygen [111, 112]. This system is a model catalyst, used to study the 
interplay between oxide and metal under reaction conditions. A 500 nm wide 
illumination aperture can be introduced and placed on a large CeO2 particle 
(as indicated by the red circle), so that electrons are backscattered from only 
this single object. The transfer lens setup is then changed to display the LEED 
pattern. The real-time observation of the diffraction pattern was used to 
investigate how the reduction of ceria particles influences their atomic surface 
structure. LEED patterns were acquired in real time while dosing up to 4800 L 
of molecular hydrogen at a substrate temperature of 700 K (Fig. 12b). Before 
hydrogen exposure, only the (1x1) integer spots of CeO2 are visible. After 
dosing 500 L of H2 at 5x10-7 mbar, additional spots emerge as a consequence 
of the local ordering of oxygen vacancies induced by H2 dissociation and 
surface reduction. At this moment, the superstructure spots exhibit a 
periodicity of 2.6 respect to the integer spots of CeO2. Further dose of H2 at 
higher pressure leads to larger periodicities in the diffraction pattern, notably 
(3x3) at 1900 L and (4x4) at 4800 L, as well as slight in-plane lattice 
expansion, detectable from the contraction of first order spots. The structural 
changes observed in LEED, together with other LEEM analysis not shown 
here [111], helped the authors to conclude that under reducing conditions 
three stable phases of reduced ceria exist, which coexist for intermediate 
oxidation states.  



	
	

Figure	12:	(a)	LEEM	image	recorded	at	16.3	eV	of	ceria	microparticles	(bright)	on	the	Ru(0001)	
support	(dark).	The	open	circle	highlighted	with	an	arrow	illustrates	the	electron	beam	spot	size	
and	position	during	μ-LEED.	(b)	μ-LEED	image	series	obtained	during	reduction	of	a	single	ceria	
microparticle	in	hydrogen	at	700	K.	White	circles	indicate	the	reflections	of	CeO2.	Red	and	orange	
circles	indicate	the	positions	of	the	superstructure	spots.	Reproduced	from	Ref.	[111]	with	
permission,	copyright	2015	Wiley-VCH	Verlag. 

3.2.2 Spot Profile Analysis and LEED-IV 

The real-time observation of energy-filtered, stable LEED pattern is a valuable 
tool to investigate inhomogeneous surfaces under changing conditions. The 
quality of LEED images taken in LEEM is such that other analysis methods 
are made available. For example, the intensity line profile of a particular 
diffraction spot along a selected crystallographic direction can reveal many 
details on the surface morphology and roughness, such as step distribution, 
presence of defects and ordered superstructures [113]. The sampling 
frequency of the profile is determined by the magnification of the backfocal 
plane and the number of pixel of the detector. The sharpness limit for LEED 
spots is determined by the transfer width of the electron beam at the surface 
and depends on the type of electron source and other instrumental effects of 
the LEEM apparatus. 

Figure 13a gives an example of a LEED Spot Profile Analysis (SPALEED) 
performed with LEEM optics on a Fe3O4(111) thin film grown on Pt(111) 
substrate [92]. Magnetite films are used both as a model catalyst and a 
support for catalitically active nanoparticles. Its surface termination, deeply 
connected with its functional and catalytic properties, changes with the 
preparation conditions. In this case the film was grown with subsequent cycles 
of Fe deposition and oxidation at 900 K. After the last oxidation performed at 
1000 K, if the sample is cooled in oxygen atmosphere, the zero-order 
diffraction spot presents a shoulder-like broadening. Such broadening 
disappears after flashing at 900 K in UHV. The (0,0) spot profile can be fitted 
with a superposition of a Gaussian peak, accounting for the instrumental 
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ceria particles, which appear as triangular moieties surrounded 
by the (2 × 1)-O  chemisorbed adlayer phase established on 
Ru(0001) at 0.5 ML local O coverage.[7] With a typical side length 
of a few micrometers and a characteristic height of 2–3 nm, the 
particles are monocrystalline and therefore an ideal model of a 
single crystalline ceria particle (Figure 1b) with both bulk and 
surface components.

To probe the depth-averaged particle oxidation state, 
we employed spatially resolved X-ray absorption spectros-
copy in X-ray photoemission electron microscopy mode 
 (XAS-PEEM). The XAS-PEEM data recorded at the CeO2 M4,5 
edge in Figure 2 show the evolution of the particle oxidation 

state during reduction at an H2 pressure 
of 2 × 10−6 mbar. Before dosing hydrogen, 
µXAS indicates that the microparticle is in a 
homogeneous oxidation state (Figure 1c) and 
nearly fully  oxidized (CeO2) (Figure 2a). After 
dosing 25 kL of hydrogen, additional peaks 
on the lower energy side of both the M4 
and M5 edges are observed, consistent with 
Ce3+ formation.[10] Since the spectrum is still 
dominated by the Ce4+ peaks, the complete 
particle is only mildly reduced, indicating a 
slow, activated process. This observation indi-
cates the presence of a considerable kinetic 
barrier for H2 dissociation over ceria(111). 
This finding is at variance with earlier cal-
culations that predicted a barrier of only 0.2 
eV,[11a] but is in good agreement with recent 
DFT studies that predict a kinetic barrier of 
about 1 eV, which has been attributed to a 
slow dissociation step of the chemisorbed H2 
molecule into separate hydroxyl groups.[11c]

To derive the oxidation state of the ceria 
from the Ce M5-edge XAS data, we applied 
a linear combination of the Ce4+ and Ce3+ 
peaks[10b] (obtained from the fully oxidized 
film and the strongly reduced film) as 
shown in Figure 2b,c. This analysis yields 
a stoichiometry of CeO1.85 after dosing 
25 kL hydrogen. Further H2 exposure, of an 
additional 43 kL at constant pressure, vis-
ibly leads to further reduction, resulting in 
CeO1.68 (Figure 2c).

Since a homogeneous reduction is 
observed in XAS-PEEM, its mechanism—
supported extensively by computational[11] 
and experimental[2,12] studies—can be sum-
marized as follows. First, the hydrogen is 
likely activated at the surface of the (111) facet 
(1), where it reacts with the oxygen of the 
ceria(111) surface to create two hydroxyl spe-
cies and two Ce3+ species by electron transfer 
(2). It is the second step that has the highest 
activation barrier and therefore requires a 
reaction temperature of 700 K to achieve sub-
stantial reduction in the experiment. Finally, 
the hydroxylated surface (HOCe) liberates 
H2O through recombination and desorption 

(3), leaving behind two Ce3+ sites

H (g) H (a) O Ce[4 ]2 2→ − − +  (1)

H (a) O Ce[4 ] 2H(a) O Ce[3 ]2 − − + → − − +  (2)

2H(a) O Ce[3 ] H O(g) Ce[3 ] O Ce[3 ]2− − + → + + + − +  (3)

Whether the change in ceria chemistry is accompanied by 
changes in atomic surface structure of the ceria particle was 
answered by conducting in situ µLEED on single  particles with 
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Figure 1. a,b) LEEM images recorded at 16.3 eV of the as-prepared ceria microparticles (bright) 
on the Ru(0001) support (dark). c) XAS-PEEM image collected at the Ce M4-edge resonance 
(899 eV photon energy) demonstrating the homogeneous Ce4+ oxidation state of the particles. 
The three, small bright dots are defects that contain Ce4+ cations.

Figure 2. a) X-ray absorption spectra at the Ce M4,5 edge acquired from an individual ceria 
microparticle: (bottom) the initial CeO2, (center) after dosing 25 kL H2 at 700 K, and (top) 
after 68 kL H2 at 700 K. b,c) Modeling of the Ce M5 edge by a linear combination of Ce3+ and 
Ce4+ related peaks.

a) b)



broadening, and a shoulder that can be described as a sum of three 
Lorentz3/2-like functions of different half widths [114]. 

í(S) = íöàa>>(S) + íõ`úI/2
(1) (S) + íõ`úI/2

(2) (S) + íõ`úI/2
(I) (S) 

The prominent broadening is described by the first part, íõ`úI/2
(1) (S). The weakly 

modulated background, ascribable to small clusters or adsorbates on the 
surface, is described by íõ`úI/2

(2) (S) with a full width half maximum (FWHM) as 
large as the first Brillouin zone. The third component, íõ`úI/2

(I) (S), has a FWHM 
slightly larger than the Gaussian one and can be related to the presence of 
atomic steps. The spot profile has then been collected over an energy range 
between 40 and 200 eV, in order to highlight the changes in the relative 
intensities of the components. It has been found that the FWHM of the 
components increased linearly with the perpendicular component of S, 
indication that the surface has a mosaic structure with a calculated angular 
spread of 0.2°. Moreover, the ratio ù between integral intensities of íöàa>>(S) 
and íõ`úI/2

(I) (S) spot components, 

ù = íöàa>>/(íöàa>> + íõ`úI/2
(I) )   , 

revealed a periodic exchange between the two intensities with period linearly 
related to the perpendicular component of S. Such behavior is consequent to 
the periodic constructive and destructive interference between two adjacent 
terraces separated by an atomic step [113]. By fitting this periodicity one can 
calculate the step height: in this case, it was found to be 4.79±0.09 Å, in fair 
agreement with the height of the magnetite unit cell (4.84 Å). 



	
Figure	13:	(a)	Spot	Profile	Analysis	of	Fe3O4(111)	LEED	pattern	along	the	(1,0)	vector	for	the	as-
prepared	surface	and	after	a	final	annealing	at	900	K.	The	preparation	conditions	of	Fe3O4(111)	thin	
film	are	described	in	the	main	text.	The	fit	of	the	(0,0)	LEED	spot	profile	on	the	right	shows	a	narrow	
central	Gaussian	peak	in	green,	two	Lorentz3/2	peaks	in	orange	and	purple	for	the	shoulderlike	
broadening	and	a	very	broad	Lorentz3/2	peak	in	dark	yellow.	(b)	Integral	intensity	of	the	central	
Gaussian	and	the	shoulder	during	cooling	in	oxidation	conditions.	The	formation	of	surface	
inhomogeneities	is	influenced	by	the	cooling	rate,	~	4	K/s	for	dark	lines	and	~	1	K/s	for	light	lines.	
(a)	and	(b)	reproduced	from	Ref.	[92]	with	permission,	copyright	2012	American	Physical	Society.	
(c)	Comparison	of	experimental	IV	curves	(black)	taken	with	μ-LEED	and	best-fit	calculated	curves	
(gray)	for	(4x4)	diffraction	structure	of	oxidized	Ag(111).	Reproduced	from	Ref.	[115]	with	
permission,	copyright	2007	American	Institute	of	Physics. 

The nature of the objects giving the shoulder-like broadening was then 
clarified with real time acquisition of LEED pattern in dynamic conditions. Fig. 
13b shows the intensities of the Gaussian and the first Lorentz3/2-like spot 
components during the formation at the cooling in oxygen atmosphere for two 
different cooling rates. The broadening in the zero-order diffraction spot and 
its behavior during cooling in oxidation conditions suggest that the prepared 
surface is roughened by oxygen-related objects smaller than the lateral 
resolution in LEEM [92]. Such objects can expose atoms with different 
coordination and charge states respect to the ideal surface and therefore 
influence the catalytic behavior of the system [116].  

Like in the case of LEEM, the collection of LEED patterns over a broad energy 
range gives access to structural information. The intensity modulation of 
diffraction peaks can be simulated with full dynamic calculations. The 
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FIG. 2. Strongly dewetted Fe3O4 film analyzed by microscopy,
diffraction, and local spectroscopy. (a) Bright-field LEEM image
(EKin = 24 eV) and corresponding LEED pattern (EKin = 88 eV)
showing Fe3O4 and FeO structures. The labels in the LEED mark the
selected diffraction spots used for the dark-field LEEM images (b),
(c), and (d). In (d) facets appear as white lines due to the particular
diffraction condition. (e) XPEEM image of the Pt 4f7/2 photoemission
line, hv = 180 eV, EB = 71.6 eV. (f) Wide-range bright-field LEEM
image of a different and almost complete Fe3O4 thin film (in gray)
with small FeO domains (in white) formed upon the Pt(111) step
bunches (the wavy structures still visible in dark gray). EKin = 21 eV.

determining the chemical composition of the surface, (iii) STM
of the as-prepared surface, visualizing objects smaller than
the LEEM resolution, and (iv) dynamical LEED analysis of the
spot intensities for differently prepared surfaces, studying the
surface unit cell structure and therefore the termination.

1. Spot-profile-analysis low-energy electron diffraction

The as-prepared, fully closed film oxidized at 1000 K
exhibits a shoulderlike broadening around the (0;0) peak
[Fig. 3(a)], which gradually disappeared upon a thermal flash
to 900 K in UHV. The profile of the specular diffraction spot
has been fitted with a superposition of a central peak with
a Gaussian-like instrumental broadening and a shoulder that
can be described as a sum of three Lorentz3/2-like functions
of different half widths

I(00)(k⃗∥,k⊥ ) = Icentral(k⃗∥,k⊥ ) + Ishoulder(k⃗∥,k⊥ ),
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FIG. 3. (Color online) (a) Spot-profile analysis of the LEED
pattern for the as-prepared surface (in blue/medium gray) and after
a final annealing at 900 K (in red/dark gray). (b) Fit of the LEED
profile with a narrow Gaussian for the central peak in green (gray),
two Lorentz3/2 peaks in orange (light gray), and purple (medium
gray) for the shoulderlike broadening and a very broaden Lorentz3/2

peak in dark yellow (for the background. (c) Graph of the relative
intensities G for the orange (light gray) and purple (medium gray)
peaks in function of the energy. The fit for the orange (light gray)
curve with G(S) is shown in light blue (light gray). (d) Scheme for
the surface model proposed.

with

Icentral(k⃗∥,k⊥ ) = IGauss(k⊥ ) · fGauss(k⃗∥)

Ishoulder(k⃗∥,k⊥ ) = I
(1)
Lor3/2(k⃗∥,k⊥ ) + I

(2)
Lor3/2(k⃗∥,k⊥ )

+ I
(3)
Lor3/2(k⃗∥,k⊥ ).

The prominent broadening, as shown in Fig. 3(b), is
described by the first part I

(1)
Lor3/2(k⃗∥,k⊥ ). The weakly mod-

ulated background, described by the broadened Lorentzian
I

(2)
Lor3/2(k⃗∥,k⊥ ) with a full width at half maximum (FWHM)

as large as the Brillouin zone (BZ), can be related to small
clusters of adsorbates on the surface.26 The third Lorentzian
I

(3)
Lor3/2(k⃗∥,k⊥ ) has a FWHM slightly larger than the Gaussian

one and can be related to the presence of atomic steps. The
(0;0) spot profiles have been analyzed in the energy range
between 40 and 200 eV. The FWHM for both the central peak
and the prominent broadening increases linearly with k⊥ ; from
this behavior a mosaic spread of ±0.2◦ in the Fe3O4 film can
be calculated, which is much larger than in the Pt substrate
(0.007◦) determined in the same way. The formation of a
mosaic texture is well known for oxide films on metal systems:
it has been reported not only for Fe3O4(111)/Pt(111)27 but also
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for NiO(100)/Ni(100)28 and NiO and MgO on Ag(100).29 The
mosaic spread was produced during the film preparation and
can be caused by small-angle grain boundaries, which might
be a compensation mechanism for the lattice misfit between
the oxide film and the Pt substrate underneath.

The ratio G between the integral intensities of theIGauss and
I

(3)
Lor3/2 LEED spot components

G = IGauss
/(

IGauss + I
(3)
Lor3/2

)

reveals a periodic exchange between two relative intensities
[Fig. 3(c)]. G can be modeled by a two-layer system described
as

G(S,θ ) = 1 − 2θ (1 − θ )(1 − cos(2πS)),

where S = k⊥/(2πd) is the scattering phase, with k⊥ being
the vertical part of the scattering vector k = kf − ki and d
the step height.30 Here, the coverage θ is the relative surface
area, covered by the second layer. The fit provides a coverage
equal to θ = 0.17 ML and a step height value d = 4.79 ±
0.09 Å, fully comparable with the height of the magnetite unit
cell (4.85 Å). On the other hand, G(S,θ ) calculated between
the Gaussian and the broad I

(1)
Lor3/2 shows no periodicity in

k⊥, which is an indication of the presence of objects with a
different form factor. From the FWHM, it has been calculated
that the objects that generate the predominant broadening have
an average lateral size of about 2 nm. Figure 3(d) shows a
schematic view of the proposed surface model, which assumes
that the distribution of the “atomic steps” causing the third
Lorentzian I

(3)
Lor3/2(k⃗∥,k⊥) is not correlated to the distribution of

the “extra objects” related to the first Lorentzian I
(1)
Lor3/2(k⃗∥,k⊥).

In the following, we investigate and discuss the nature and
the origin of the “extra objects.” Therefore, the (0;0) LEED
spot profiles were analyzed also during the final oxidation and
during the subsequent flash at 900 K, to detect the formation,
the changes and the disappearance of the shoulder components.
It was found that I

(1)
Lor3/2 was not present during the oxidation

process when the temperature was still at 1000 K, but it formed
during the cooling down at temperature below 750 K. This
transient point changed with the cooling rate. Figure 4(a)
displays the integral intensities of the sharp central Gaussian
and the I

(1)
Lor3/2 components for two different cooling rates, the

faster passing from 1000 to 500 K in 120 s (i.e., ∼ 4 K/s—dark
lines in the graph) and the slower in 460 s (i.e., ∼ 1 K/s—light
lines). For slow cooling rates, the transient occurs even below
670 K. The final shape of the (0;0) spot appeared slightly
different for the two cooling rates: the width of the I

(1)
Lor3/2

component decreased from 21% of the BZ for the fast cooling
to 10% for the slow cooling, corresponding to twice as large
objects when the sample spent more time at lower temperature
with O2 exposure. Furthermore, the spot profile was measured
when the oxygen exposure was cut off during the cooling
process above 750 K. In this case, no broad component I

(1)
Lor3/2

was detected. Therefore, the formation of extra objects on the
surface must be directly related to the O2 exposure at lower
temperature.

Figure 4(b) shows the intensity behavior during annealing
up to 900 K with an average heating rate of 3 K/s. The
two oxide films studied were produced with the fast and
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FIG. 4. (Color online) Formation of inhomogeneities during
oxidation and annihilation by annealing. (a) Integral intensity of
the central Gaussian and the shoulder Lorentz3/2 components of the
(0;0) LEED spot for fast (in dark) and slow (in light) cooling rate
in oxidation atmosphere; EKin = 39 eV. (b) Intensity of the same
components during a flash in UHV at 900 K; EKin = 39 eV. (c) and
(d) LEEM images of the as-prepared magnetite thin film after the
oxidation with slow cooling rate and of the surface after the flash,
EKin = 24 eV, with slight overfocus.

slow cooling of Fig. 4(a). The temperature dependence of
SPA-LEED during the annealing shows that the objects starts
to disappear for temperatures above 700 K for the first cooling
and that objects created with slower cooling rate during the
oxidation do not disappear below 870 K. Figures 4(c) and
4(d) display typical LEEM images for the as-prepared surface
created with the slow cooling rate, before and after the flash,
respectively. The as-prepared surface appears very irregular,
but well ordered after the flash with terraces of the Fe3O4 film
a few 100 nm wide. The roughness of the as-prepared film
is due to the oxidation process, which most likely produces
dense extra objects smaller than the lateral resolution in the
experiment (20 nm) and makes, therefore, the morphology
(atomic steps) of the Fe3O4 layer invisible.

2. X-ray photoelectron spectroscopy

Based on the results from SPA-LEED measurements,
XPEEM images were taken to check whether the surface inho-
mogeneity was related to possible contaminations originating
from the background pressure (carbon- and nitrogen-related
gaseous species) or from possible migration of Mo from the
cap that held the sample. From a stack of XPEEM images
taken for a defined kinetic energy range and with fixed photon
energy, one can extrapolate the XPS spectra from a controlled
and localized area of the sample. These spectra were measured
both for the as-prepared surface and after the flash at 900 K,
with an energy resolution of 0.5 eV. In the spectra no C 1s, N
1s, and Mo 3d core level photoemission lines were detected.
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lation effects are likely responsible for the misfit. Also other
approximations used in the multiple scattering theory !e.g.,
uniform damping and spherical potentials" may have larger
weight in the weak than in the high intensity spots. A further
indication for a role of correlation effects is the better agree-
ment for the subset of beams which are equivalent for both
domains. The averaging over the two symmetrically equiva-
lent domains applies only to 10 of the 21 beams of the
LEEM data set. The !h,0", !0,k", and !h,h" beams belong to
both domains and need not be averaged. The agreement for
this reduced data set of 11 beams is substantially better, with
the R factor RP reducing to about 0.28. We also note that the
relative intensities of the different beams are well repro-
duced. We obtained an R factor R1=0.14 by using a common
scale factor for all beams. For this comparison R1 has to be
used because Pendry’s R factor24 essentially compares the
normalized derivatives and neglects the relative heights of
the maxima. R1 compares the linear deviation between the
experimental and calculated intensities. A value of R1!0.2
indicates a good overall agreement. The experimental and
calculated I /V curves for the best model are shown in Fig. 5
for the LEEM data and in Fig. 6 for the LEED data.

DISCUSSION

The combined LEED and LEEM I /V analysis basically
confirms the reconstruction model which had been derived

from STM and DFT and validated by x-ray diffraction.11,12

The structure model is concluded to be correct even though
the R factors obtained are not really small. The data could
not be fitted with any other model, despite the many varia-
tions investigated. Considering the remaining discrepancies
between the two experimental data sets, the agreement be-
tween experimental and calculated I /V curves is acceptable.
The !0,0" beam measured by LEEM is excellently repro-
duced, so that models with interstitial oxygen in deeper lay-
ers can be excluded, as the interlayer distances strongly in-
fluence the !0,0" beam. Both data sets gave similar results,
though small discrepancies in the atomic displacements re-
main. The z positions of all atoms agree within about 0.05 Å,
whereas the lateral shifts of the Ag atoms in the top layer
deviate by about 0.1 Å. The lower accuracy of the lateral
positions may be caused by the averaging over the two do-
mains, which differ only in the displacements of the top Ag
atoms. Except for the differences in z the oxygen positions
agree very well. Also the distortions in the first substrate
layer obtained by the two methods agree with each other. In
the first substrate layer two Ag atoms are significantly shifted
from their bulk positions. The Ag atom below the corner hole
#Ag7 , see Fig. 7 !b"$ is pulled to the bulk by about 0.2 Å,
whereas the neighboring atom !Ag8" is shifted upward, to-
ward the oxygen atom above it, by about 0.1 Å. The other
atoms remain close to their bulk positions. Relaxations in the
third layer are below the detection limit.

As shown in the side view of the structure #Fig. 7 !a"$,
the two symmetrically different oxygen atoms occupy nearly
fourfold coordinated positions with respect to the top layer
Ag atoms and about 0.5 Å below this layer. Both oxygen
atoms are found at approximately the same height. However,

FIG. 5. Comparison of experimental I /V curves taken with LEEM !black"
and calculated curves for the best fit model !light gray".

FIG. 6. I /V curves taken with conventional LEED !black" and calculated for
the best fit model !light gray".
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duced, so that models with interstitial oxygen in deeper lay-
ers can be excluded, as the interlayer distances strongly in-
fluence the !0,0" beam. Both data sets gave similar results,
though small discrepancies in the atomic displacements re-
main. The z positions of all atoms agree within about 0.05 Å,
whereas the lateral shifts of the Ag atoms in the top layer
deviate by about 0.1 Å. The lower accuracy of the lateral
positions may be caused by the averaging over the two do-
mains, which differ only in the displacements of the top Ag
atoms. Except for the differences in z the oxygen positions
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from their bulk positions. The Ag atom below the corner hole
#Ag7 , see Fig. 7 !b"$ is pulled to the bulk by about 0.2 Å,
whereas the neighboring atom !Ag8" is shifted upward, to-
ward the oxygen atom above it, by about 0.1 Å. The other
atoms remain close to their bulk positions. Relaxations in the
third layer are below the detection limit.
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calculation packages available nowadays allow the comparison of calculated 
and experimental IV curves to find the most probable atomic configuration of 
the surface. The acquisition of LEED-IV spectra in a LEEM system starts with 
the collection of a stack of LEED images with variable start voltage. The 
intensity of a single peak can be extracted with proper fitting of the line profile, 
as in the case of SPALEED, or with direct integration over a rounded region of 
interest of the image. In both cases, a background subtraction is required. To 
perform a reliable dynamic analysis, the dataset, calculated as the sum of the 
energy widths for every inequivalent diffraction spot, must be in the range of 
thousands of eV [83, 117]. The IV curves must then be smoothed by a 
convolution with a Lorentzian curve of width 1-2 eV to reduce the noise [118]. 
The first successful IV analysis performed with LEEM optics regards the (4x4) 
superstructure created by surface oxidation of Ag(111) [115]. The comparison 
of experimental IV curves and calculated ones for the best fit model is shown 
in Fig. 13c. In this experiment, the dataset was compared with one recorded 
with a conventional LEED system. It is shown that LEED acquisition with 
LEEM optics offers a much better signal-to-noise ratio (some faint diffraction 
spot were visible in LEED/LEEM and undistinguishable from background in 
conventional LEED) and a larger energy range for every spot. 

The combination of LEED and LEEM gives another advantage respect to 
conventional LEED optics [90, 92]. In the latter one, the illuminated area is 
very large, in the order of several hundreds of μm. In case of a surface with 
rotational domains, some inequivalent spots from different domains of 
unknown relative abundance can superpose, thus forcing to average spectra 
of spots of the same diffraction order and making impossible the detection of 
separated spectra. In LEED/LEEM systems the active selection of the 
illuminated area can solve this problem. The probed region can be inspected 
with darkfield LEEM using an inequivalent diffraction spot and the relative 
abundance ã of the domains can be calculated. Then, the disentangled IV 
spectra can be extracted as follows. Assuming that the experimental LEED 
pattern is a weighted, incoherent superposition of the rotated LEED patterns, 
in case of two rotational domains one can write that 

íb`bàûüSâ†, '°¢ = (1 − ã)í£üSâ†, '°¢ + ãí4(Sâ†, '°) , 

where í£(S) and í4(S) are the intensity of two inequivalent spots of the same 
order, produced by two domains with abundance (1 − ã) and ã, respectively. 
The symmetry condition between rotational domains imposes an equivalency 
between same-order spots. In case of two domains with 180° symmetry, 

í£üSâ†, '°¢ = í4(−Sâ†, '°) 

As a consequence, one can separate the two contributions: 

í£üSâ†, '°¢ =
1 − ã
1 − 2ã

íb`bàûüSâ†, '°¢ −
ã

1 − 2ã
íb`bàû(−Sâ†, '°) 



With this method, IV spectra of inequivalent spots become accessible, thus 
improving the dataset quality and the reliability of its dynamic analysis. 

3.3 Spectroscopy mode 

3.3.1 μ-EELS 

If the LEEM apparatus is equipped with an energy filter, its dispersive plane 
can be displayed on the detector and spectroscopy over a selected area can 
be performed. The energy spectrum of reflected low-energy electrons 
presents a very intense peak of elastically scattered electrons, a weaker tail 
due to inelastic events and the secondary yield. In a region close to the elastic 
peak, one can perform Electron Energy Loss Spectroscopy from a micron-
sized area (μ-EELS) and detect the electrons that interact with the specimen 
via creation of plasmons and phonons, in the same fashion of Fig. 11b. 
Although the direct measurement of the dispersive plane offers a better 
energy resolution and signal-to-noise ratio than the spectrum extrapolation 
from EELM images, the performance is still too low compared to a dedicated 
EELS apparatus [105, 106]. Other loss features at higher energies, such as 
ionization edges of core level electrons, are poorly visible from an apparatus 
optimized for low-energy electrons. For these reason, the spectroscopy mode 
in a LEEM system is used marginally and only as a complement to other 
investigation techniques. Its counterpart with emitted electrons is much more 
scientifically valuable, therefore a more complete technical review of the mode 
can be found on Section 4.3. 

4. PhotoEmission Electron Microscopy 

PEEM is equipped with a photon source that illuminates the specimen with 
ultraviolet and X-ray photons. Electrons emitted via photoelectric effect are 
collected by the cathode immersion lens and used as information carriers. 
The image formed on the detector can be acquired in real time like in LEEM, 
but the acquisition time of a single frame can vary considerably as a 
consequence of the electron beam intensity: while video-rate is still possible 
with secondary electrons for intermediate magnification, the collection of a 
single XPEEM image with core-level electrons requires minutes. The nature of 
image contrast in PEEM is different from the case of LEEM and is governed 
mainly by the physics behind the photoemission process and the chemical 
state of the probed matter. Here only a general discussion will be presented, 
followed by a more detailed examination of space charge phenomena that 
affect PEEM with pulsed light sources.  

4.0.1 Basic Image Contrast 

The main difference in image formation between PEEM and LEEM is the 
electron coherence. The photoemitted electrons are in general incoherent in 
time and space, although for delocalized valence-band electrons some 
coherence can be seen in reciprocal space. As a consequence, the intensity 



distribution of the image is the convolution of the intensities of the phase 
object and the contrast transfer function (while in LEEM, i.e. under coherent 
conditions, the intensity is the square modulus of the convolution) [88]. By 
following the definition given in Sects. 3.0.1 and 3.0.2, one has that 

í(_) = §Z`qr(_)§
2
⨂|}[O?`(_)|2 

The incoherent process modifies the definition of the contrast transfer 
function. In the coherent case the chromatic damping envelope ℇ(|, Δ") 
comes from an integration over the weighted contribution of the different 
energies within the Gaussian energy distribution of the incoming beam. For 
PEEM, the temporal incoherence imposes a different algebra. Schramm et al. 
[88] have modeled the square modulus of the PSF |}[O?`(_)|2 as the Fourier 
transform of the square modulus of the CTF for the monochromatic case 
weighted over the energy distribution •("), 
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The electron incoherence implies that only amplitude objects give contrast: in 
PEEM phase objects like atomic steps and other morphologic features are 
generally invisible. Figure 14a reports one of the first images taken in 1934 
with an improved version of the first Brüche’s PEEM [119, 120] and shows a 
polycrystalline Pt foil annealed at high temperature. The contrast is given by 
the work function difference among the facets and the grain boundaries. The 
lateral resolution for amplitude objects depends on the kinetic energy of the 
electrons and their energy and angular distribution. In UVPEEM a standard 
Hg Short-Arc lamp induces photoemission of valence band electrons with a 
cos$	angular distribution over an energy window Δ" larger than 1 eV. In this 
case, it has been calculated that the best lateral resolution should be about 7 
nm for non-corrected instruments and less than 4 nm for the aberration-
corrected case [88]. Similar values can be expected also in energy-filtered 
XPEEM for low start voltages [49], while for higher takeoff energies the 
performance goes worse. Such limits were partially reached when PEEM 
systems with UHV technology were made available. Gertrude Rempfer and 
coworkers demonstrated in the late 1980s a lateral resolution of 7 nm with a 
non-aberration-corrected UVPEEM [33]. Figure 14b shows a photoelectron 
micrograph of colloidal silver particles taken with her instrument. Aberration-
corrected instruments lowered the limit for UVPEEM to about 5 nm. 



 

	
Figure	14:	(a)	Brüche’s	PEEM	image	of	a	polycrystalline	Pt	foil	after	annealing	at	high	temperature.	
Reproduced	from	Ref.	[120].	(b)	PEEM	image	of	colloidal	silver	demonstrating	7	nm	resolution.	
Reproduced	from	Ref.	[33]	with	permission,	copyright		1992	Elsevier. 

4.0.2 Space charge effects 

The lateral resolution in XPEEM is a particular case that deserves a dedicated 
discussion. The use of monochromatic synchrotron radiation to excite core-
level electrons and employ them for imaging has brought huge advantages in 
terms of flux and versatility, but its pulsed time structure has a worsening 
effect on both lateral and energy resolution. When a pulsed light beam 
illuminates the sample, the photoemitted electrons are packed in a small 
volume. During the flight the cloud density is such that electrons experience 
reciprocal Coulomb repulsion, thus degradating the transported information 
[121]. This effect, called space charge, has been broadly studied for electron 
sources and influences both the energy distribution (Börsch effect [122]) and 
the trajectory displacement (Löffer effect [123]). Fewer studies addressed the 
problem in XPS [124] and specifically in PEEM, not only using synchrotron 
radiation [62, 78], but also fs-laser [75, 125]. 
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Fig. 1. Magnetic electron microscope for the study of photocathodes. A – anode
tube, B1, B2 – anti-stray light apertures, C – cathode (specimen), L – quartz lens, O –
objective lens, Q – quartz high pressure Hg lamp, S – fluorescent screen.
Adapted from Ref. [13].

there was no angle-limiting aperture in the system. Boersch rec-
ognized that such an aperture would considerably improve the
resolution and also contrast. He showed that ı was  determined by
the diffraction on the aperture and the spherical error for a monoen-
ergetic beam [24]. A year later Recknagel published a wave-optical
theory of image formation [25] but World War  II terminated further
theoretical work. Experimental studies with photoelectron imaging
had ended already earlier. It should be noted that the assumption
of a mean energy as a parameter determining the resolution was
quite appropriate for thermionic emission with its narrow energy
distribution, which was used mainly in emission microscopy in
the 1930s but was poorly fulfilled in photoemission in most cases,
because of the wider energy distribution caused by the light from
the high pressure mercury arc lamps. As a consequence, all work
aiming at high resolution was done with thermionic emission elec-
tron microscopy (TEEM) and the resolution of the light microscope
was first surpassed with TEEM in 1942.

World War  II broke off the emission microscopy research at
the AEG research institute in Berlin but research, development
and application reemerged in the 1950s in several other loca-
tions: Eindhoven (Phillips Research Laboratories), Paris (Grivet),
Tübingen (Möllenstedt), Moscow (Spivak), Murray Hill (Heidenre-
ich, Bell Telephone Laboratories) and Toulouse (Fert). Most of the

Fig. 2. PEEM image of a polycrystalline Pt foil after annealing at high tempera-
ture showing work function contrast and grain boundary grooving, taken with the
instrument shown in Fig. 1.
Adapted from Ref. [13].

Fig. 3. Configuration of near-axial region of Engel’s objective lens. C – cathode (spec-
imen), A – highly polished Al anode acting as reflector of the UV light onto the
specimen, P1, P2 – pole shoes of the magnetic lens, F – focal plane.
Adapted from Engel’s thesis [35].

new instruments were significantly more sophisticated, because
they could build on all the experience, which had been accumulated
in the meantime in transmission electron microscopy (TEM). It was
mainly the region around the specimen, in particular the objec-
tive lens and the specimen chamber, which had to be modified.
Most of the instruments did not use photoemission for imaging but
thermionic emission or secondary electron emission excited by ion,
fast atom or fast electron bombardment. In the 1960s more groups
entered the field (ETH Zürich, VEB Carl Zeiss Jena, Ernst Leitz Opti-
cal Company Wetzlar, Czech Academy of Science Bruno, University
Halle) which made cathode lens emission microscopy very popular.
All these instruments were now equipped with an angle-limiting
aperture (“contrast” aperture) in the back focal plane as intro-
duced by Boersch [24] to reduce the effects caused by spherical and
chromatic errors. They used either electrostatic triode or magnetic
objective lenses and had one or two additional lenses (intermediate
and projective lenses) for further electron-optical magnification.
Only a few of these instruments [26–31] were pure PEEM instru-
ments or allowed PEEM in addition to other imaging modes. Except
for the systems described in Refs. [30,31] vacuum was  usually pro-
duced by oil diffusion pumps, which resulted in rapid specimen
contamination. This was  one of the reasons why PEEM was  not
used much, the other being that the intensity was  lower than in
the other emission modes, restricting the magnification range. Nev-
ertheless some interesting experiments were performed in this
period. For example Möllenstedt et al. [32] imaged standing light
waves in dielectric layers with varying thickness and Huang [33]
used an electrostatic three-electrode immersion lens to image thin
samples with electrons excited by X-rays (“X-ray image converter
microscopy”). Spivak et al. [34] produced the first PEEM images
of ferromagnetic domains with a very simple system reducing the
work function by a Cs–Sb coating so that visible light could be used
for excitation.

For PEEM to become competitive with the TEEM and SEEM
(secondary electron emission microscopy) significant instrument
improvements were necessary. These were initiated by Engel in
Ruska’s group in Berlin [35] and soon implemented in a commercial
microscope [36]. Engel’s instrument not only used some compo-
nents of the Siemens and Halske transmission electron microscope
(TEM) Elmiskop I, but could also draw from the rich electron optics
and design experience in Ruska’s institute. He built a magnetic
objective lens optimized for minimum spherical and chromatic
aberrations (Fig. 3), equipped with a magnetic stigmator – which
was  already standard in TEM – and a high acceleration voltage
(50 kV), which resulted in a high field strength in the accelerating
part of the lens. These two aspects ensured optimum resolution.
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Figure	15:	(a)	LEEM	and	secondary	XPEEM	images	of	one	ML	thick	Au	islands	on	Ir(001).	E0	=	4	eV.	
(b)	LEEM	and	W	4f7/2	XPEEM	images	of	thick	Fe	islands	on	W(110).	E0	=	147	eV.	Both	series	of	
XPEEM	images	illustrate	the	degradation	of	the	microscope	lateral	resolution	with	increasing	
photon	flux,	which	is	indicated	below	each	image	(units:	photons/s).	Photon	energy:	182	eV.	The	
operating	conditions	of	the	microscope	were	the	same	in	LEEM	and	XPEEM.	Reproduced	from	Ref.	
[78]	with	permission,	copyright	2010	Elsevier.	(c)	Magnetic	circular	dichroism	fs-PEEM	images	at	
increasing	laser	power	of	12	ML	Ni	deposited	on	Cu(001)	and	covered	by	Cs	to	reduce	the	
workfunction.	The	photon	source	was	a	femtosecond	laser	with	a	photon	energy	of	3.1	eV.	The	
lateral	resolution	was	evaluated	along	the	A-B	cross	section.	Reproduced	from	Ref.	[75]	with	
permission,	copyright	2009	IOP	Science. 

In the specific case of synchrotron radiation, the photon beam used for 
XPEEM delivers typically ~ 1013 photons/s of variable energy on a small area 
of few tens of μm2. The photon flux is not constant in time, but is organized in 
pulses. Every pulse has duration of few tens of ps and hosts about 20000 
photons. The number of photoelectrons emitted during a single pulse depends 
on the total photoionization quantum yield: in the case of photoemission from 
transition metals, this can be estimated as about 400-600 electrons. However, 
just a few of them are core-level electrons used directly in XPEEM, while the 
overwhelming majority (~ 97%) are secondary electrons emitted by inelastic 
events and filtered away in a second moment by the energy analyzer. In order 
to understand the magnitude of the space charge effect, Locatelli et al. [78] 
showed LEEM and XPEEM images of the same surface at different photon 
flux. In LEEM the continuous flow of incident electrons ensures a photocurrent 

(FWHM), which represents the lateral resolution of the micro-
scope, was treated as a free parameter.

The energy resolution measurements were made on a clean
Au(0 0 1) surface exhibiting hex reconstruction, by recording
valence band (VB) spectra in the m!XPS operation mode of the
microscope. The VB spectra were extracted as intensity line
profiles along the dispersive plane images. The energy scale of
the spectra was set after applying appropriate corrections to the
aberrations induced by the microscope. The spectra were then
fitted using a Fermi function convoluted with a Gaussian, which
allowed us to measure broadening and shift of the Fermi edge as a
function of the intensity of the photon beam.

3. Results

3.1. Degradation of the lateral resolution

Fig. 2 shows LEEM and secondary electron PEEM images of one
ML thick Au islands on Ir(0 0 1). The images were acquired using
the same alignment and configuration of the microscope: kinetic
energy of 4 eV, contrast aperture 30 mm and energy analyzer
energy slit 12:5 mm, corresponding to an energy resolution of
about 0.3 eV. In this sequence, the photon flux was controlled by
changing the position of the undulator emission peak, while the
beamline monochromator energy and exit slit width were kept
constant. Both the LEEM (A) and the first XPEEM image (B) show
fine details of the film morphology. These structures progressively
blur as the photon flux is increased (C, D), until they disappear at
the highest flux (E). Fit analysis on image line profiles (see
previous section for details) allowed us to estimate the (average)
lateral resolution of each image in the series. The results are
summarized in Fig. 3, which shows that the average lateral
resolution increases linearly as a function of the increasing
photon flux. At about 1.4"1013 photons/s the lateral resolution
is degraded by a factor of two, approaching values of 60 nm. At
higher photon fluxes, the effects are even more dramatic and the
resolution largely exceeds 100 nm. During measurements, we
verified repeatedly that the observed image blur could not be
corrected by readjusting the focus of the objective lens.

The degradation of the lateral resolution of XPEEM is also
observed in imaging with core level electrons. Fig. 4 shows LEEM
and PEEM images of thick Fe islands on W(1 1 0). The surface was
prepared by slow annealing of a 10 ML thick Fe film deposited on
the W(1 1 0) surface at room temperature, which causes dewet-
ting of the substrate and formation of tall islands elongated along
[0 0 1]. The XPEEM images were taken with W 4f7/2 core level
electrons at a kinetic energy of 147 eV. Under these conditions,
the Fe islands look dark due to their screening of the emission
from the substrate. With increasing photon flux (images B to D)

the image blurs as in the case of secondary electron PEEM
imaging. A comparison of the XPEEM images with the corre-
sponding reference LEEM image shows clearly the degradation of
the lateral resolution with increasing photon flux. The loss of
lateral resolution is quantified in Fig. 5. As can be seen, the
degradation of the lateral resolution is a factor of two smaller
than in the case of secondary electron imaging (see Fig. 3).
Nonetheless, already at a flux of 2"1013 photons/s the lateral
resolution becomes worse than 50 nm.

3.2. Spectral broadening and shift

The most obvious effect of the interaction between photoelec-
trons and secondary electrons traveling simultaneously in the
PEEM is the distortion of their initial energy distribution, which in
turn results in the broadening of the measured energy spectrum.
Further, all spectral features appear shifted to higher kinetic

Fig. 2. LEEM (A) and secondary electron XPEEM images (B–E) of one ML thick Au islands on Ir(0 0 1). The series of XPEEM images illustrates the degradation of the
microscope lateral resolution with increasing photon flux, which is indicated below each image (units: photons/s). Photon energy: 182 eV. The operating conditions of the
microscope were the same in LEEM and XPEEM: kinetic energy, 4 eV; contrast aperture, 30 mm; electron energy analyzer exit slit, 12:5 mm.

Fig. 3. Degradation of the lateral resolution in XPEEM at a kinetic energy of 4 eV
as a function of the increasing photon flux. Photon energy, 182 eV; kinetic energy,
4 eV; contrast aperture, 30 mm; electron energy analyzer exit slit, 12:5 mm. The
labels refer to the XPEEM images shown in Fig. 2. Exposure: 5 s (triangles) and
0.5 s (circles). The dashed line at the bottom of the figure indicates the best lateral
resolution obtained in LEEM.
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energies. This phenomenon is illustrated in Fig. 6A and B, which
shows PEEM images of one ML thick Fe islands on W at low and
high flux of the photon beam. The images were acquired at 2.0 eV
kinetic energy. The loss of contrast between Fe and bare W
regions is readily understood when comparing the secondary
electron spectra acquired at 4.6!1012 and 5.0!1013 photons/s
(see graph in the lower part of the figure). We verified that the
spectrum measured at high photon flux is the convolution of the
spectrum measured at low photon flux with a Gaussian broad-
ening function. The convolution causes a shift of the secondary
electron peak towards higher kinetic energies by about 0.3 eV.

The broadening and shift of the electron energy distribution
were more precisely quantified by looking at variations of the
position and width of the Fermi edge. These experiments were
carried out on an atomically clean Au(0 0 1) surface. In order to
achieve the best energy resolution, the SPELEEM microscope was
operated in the micro-XPS mode, restricting the probe area to a
diameter of 2 mm by inserting the smallest field limiting aperture.

Figs. 7 and 8 show the Fermi level broadening and shift as a
function of increasing photon flux on the sample. The different
symbols indicate experiments performed with different beamline
exit slit widths, using one or two undulators. In each series, the

Fig. 4. LEEM at 7 eV (A) and W 4f7/2 XPEEM images (B–E) of thick Fe islands on W(1 1 0). The series of XPEEM images (B–E) illustrates the degradation of the microscope
lateral resolution with increasing photon flux, which is indicated below each image (units: photons/s). Photon energy, 182 eV; kinetic energy, 147 eV; contrast aperture,
30 mm; electron energy analyzer exit slit, 12:5 mm.

Fig. 5. Degradation of the lateral resolution in core level XPEEM imaging as a
function of the increasing photon flux. Photon energy, 182 eV; kinetic energy,
147 eV; contrast aperture, 30 mm; electron energy analyzer exit slit, 12:5 mm. The
labels refer to the XPEEM images shown in Fig. 4.

Fig. 6. (Top) Secondary electron XPEEM images at 2 eV kinetic energy of one ML
thick Fe islands on W(1 1 0) at low and high intensity of the photon beam.
(A) 4.6!1012 photons/s; (B) 5.0!1013 photons/s. Note the image blurring and
loss of contrast at high flux. (Bottom) Secondary electron spectra measured in the
regions delimited by the black and whit contours in (B). The curves acquired at
low and high photon flux (indicated by labels) have been offset for clarity. The
broadening and shift of the secondary curve at high flux determines the loss of
contrast observed in (B). The contrast difference is seen in the enhanced part of the
line. The vertical line indicates the kinetic energy of images A and B.
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Fig. 5. Effect of space charge by a ultra short pulse laser. MCD-PEEM images are taken by a fs laser with a photon energy of 3.1 eV on Cs/Ni(12 ML)/Cu(0 0 1). (a) MCD images
for  increasing laser power. With increasing the laser power, the domain structure becomes blurred. The beam spot used is ∼200 !m. The field of view is 25 !m.  (b) Cross
section line profiles along A–B in (a) across a domain boundary. (c) Observed domain boundary width as a function of incident laser power.
Figures from Ref. [9] with permission.

3.4. Electron energy and momentum limitation in threshold
photoemission

The total electron yield measurement shows high MCD  asym-
metry in spite of the angle and energy integrated nature. The MCD
asymmetry by the total electron yield can be compared with the
integrated MCD  asymmetry by ARPES. These results by the total
electron yield and ARPES are taken under the similar experimental
conditions where the incidence angles are 0◦ both for the total elec-
tron yield and ARPES, and the photon energy is ∼ 5.3 eV. The MCD
asymmetry is − 10% by the total electron yield measurement, while
the integrated MCD  asymmetry is − 5% by ARPES. The MCD  asym-
metry is slightly smaller for the ARPES experiment. The smaller
MCD  asymmetry for ARPES might be caused by the Cs deposition.
The similarity between ARPES and the total electron yield can be
explained by two aspects. First, as shown in Fig. 7 (a), the total elec-
tron yield measurement near the threshold is somehow an energy
filtered measurement by the narrow energy window between the
photon energy and the vacuum level (the sample work function, !),
"E  = h# −  !.  Thus it is similar to the energy resolved measurement
near the photoemission threshold. Second, as shown in Fig. 7 (b),
photoelectrons coming to the crystal surface are diffracted by the
potential difference. The maximum incidence angle of the photo-
electrons passing through the crystal surface, $max

i , is expressed as
sin2$max

i = (h# −  !)/(h# −  E0) [18], where E0 is the bottom of the
valence band (the inner potential). This diffraction effect is signifi-
cant for low kinetic energy electrons excited by low energy photons.
With h# = 5.3 eV, ! = 5.1 eV, and E0 = − 10 eV, $max

i is estimated as
6.6◦. Thus the photoelectrons inside the crystal with larger angle
than 6.6◦ are reflected and cannot escape from the surface. This cor-
responds to the maximum projected momentum of 0.18 Å− 1 in the
surface Brillouin zone. Since the surface Brillouin zone boundary of
Ni(0 0 1)/Cu(0 0 1) is located at 1.23 Å− 1, only 14% of the zone width
is detected. Therefore the spontaneous angle selection in thresh-
old photoemission limits the transition from other Ni electronic
bands than "5

7 and "5
6 bands along %X direction, which might give

opposite sign of MCD. With increasing photon energy or lower-
ing the work function, these two conditions are getting blurred.
These two arguments are the main reasons for the enhanced MCD
asymmetry in the total electron yield. Therefore high asymmetry

in magnetic dichroism can be expected, if one can measure large
magnetic dichroism by ARPES around the Fermi level in the normal
emission.

3.5. Probing depth of threshold photoemission MCD

The threshold photoemission MCD  method employs low energy
electrons with kinetic energy (Ekin) of less than 6 eV. Low kinetic
energy photoelectrons, Ekin ≤ 20 eV, show long inelastic mean free
path (IMFP). Literally IMFP for photoelectron with the kinetic
energy of 10 eV is 0.5–5 nm,  wide variation depending on ele-
ments [19–21].  However, as mentioned above, the dominant factor
for the high MCD  asymmetry in threshold photoemission is the
spontaneous limitation of kinetic energy as well as momentum
of emitted photoelectrons. Therefore elastic scattering inside the
crystal which changes the electron momentum decreases the
asymmetry, but it does not change the inelastic mean free path.
The depth information for MCD  measurement could be different
from that for conventional IMFP.

Overlayer capping effects on the MCD  asymmetry are measured
on Cu/Ni/Cu(0 0 1). Cu is chosen as the cupping layer since it can
pseudomorphically grow on Ni/Cu(0 0 1), which ensures uniform
wetting of the overlayer [22]. Here 1 ML  Cu capping corresponds
to 0.18 nm. The photon energy used is 5.8 eV, thus the IMFP for the
threshold electrons is expected to be larger than ∼1 nm. Fig. 8 plots
the asymmetry reduction as a function of Cu overlayer thickness.
The asymmetry is normalized to that of the uncovered 15 ML  Ni film
on Cu(0 0 1). The asymmetry monotonically decreases with increas-
ing the thickness of Cu overlayer. Cu cupping of 1 ML  reduces the
asymmetry by half, but Cu cupping of 20 ML  does not extinguish the
asymmetry. The remaining asymmetry at 20 ML  cupping is 1/10 of
the uncupped Ni film.

The behavior of the asymmetry as a function of overlayer is fit-
ted using an IMFP. The fitting assumes an exponential decay law,
exp (−  t/&), with t and & being Cu thickness and probing length,
respectively. However it turns out to be inappropriate because of
the two contradicting behavior in thin and thick overlayer regimes.
The rapid reduction up to 4 ML  Cu cupping can be fitted using
& = 0.5 nm,  while the gradual reduction for thick overlayer can be
fitted using & = 1.4 nm IMFP, which is close to the value in literatures
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density three orders of magnitude lower than the one in XPEEM, producing a 
space-charge free image. The latter was then compared to secondary 
electron ("# = 4 eV) XPEEM images acquired with the same alignment and 
configuration of the microscope, but for different photon fluxes (Fig. 15a). The 
lateral resolution in secondary XPEEM increases linearly with the photon flux, 
from 35 nm with 2.0x1012 photons/s to 180 nm with 5.5x1013 photons/s. Such 
degradation is visible also in imaging with core level electrons. Figure 15b 
shows LEEM and XPEEM images of the same surface, using backscattered 
electrons and W 4f7/2 core level electrons at a kinetic energy of 147 eV, 
respectively. Again, the XPEEM image blurs as the photon flux rises. The 
lateral resolution ranges from 31 nm with 2.0x1012 photons/s to 82 nm with 
5.9x1013 photons/s, a degradation smaller than the case of secondary PEEM. 
Analogous effect can be seen on the energy resolution. Locatelli et al. 
reported a broadening of the Fermi level on a Au(100)-hex surface in a series 
of spectroscopy measurements with increasing photon flux. At high fluences, 
the broadening induced by space charge effect dominated over the 
contribution of the energy analyzer. 

Space charge effects occur also when PEEM is performed with femtosecond 
laser. Nakagawa et al. [75] proved that the laser light from a Ti:sapphire laser 
with pulses of 100 fs produces blurred PEEM images with worse resolution 
than using a CW laser. Figure 15c shows images of the same surface 
acquired with photons of energy 3.1 eV and increasing incident laser power, 
from 0.2 to 7.8 mW. In this case, the photon flux is much higher than the one 
with synchrotron light, 8x1010 photons per pulse. Again, the lateral resolution 
is inversely proportional to the laser power, so one is forced to greatly reduce 
the power output and increase the integration time to obtain good lateral 
resolution. Similar results were found by Buckanie et al. [125] using a 
Ti:sapphire laser with comparable pulse length and lower photon flux. Such 
evidences demonstrate how space charge effects are the biggest restriction 
for the implementation of pump-probe experiments in PEEM, forcing users to 
work at low power output, with high repetition rates and long acquisition times. 

In order to overcome the resolution limitation induced by space charge effect, 
it is important to understand more in detail the evolution of the electron beam 
from the emission to the detection. From the observation, it is clear that the 
space charge effect is determined by the number of photons per time per 
emitting surface. The X-ray photoemission with pulsed light produces a large 
majority of low energy secondary photoelectrons and a small amount of core 
level electrons with high energy, all taking off from the sample surface in a 
time range equal to the pulse length. Then, the high voltage between sample 
and objective lens accelerates the electron cloud. The lens system of the 
microscope induces several crossovers of the electron beam along the path, 
i.e. where the diffraction and image planes are placed. The first crossover is 
located in the backfocal plane of the objective lens, while the second is the 
first intermediate image plane. The magnification induced by the objective 
lens implies that the lateral size of the crossovers is larger than the initial size 
of the electron cloud at the takeoff. Therefore, no special point with 



significantly large space charge density may cause the local image blurring, 
i.e. the blurring occurs along the entire electron path. Moreover, simple 
kinematic calculation show that the strong overlap between secondary and 
core level electrons within one single pulse decays with time due to their 
different flight speed. For the SMART microscope, core level electrons with a 
take off energy of 100 eV are separated from the secondary electron bunch 
after 70 cm of flight. Behind this point the electron-electron interaction can be 
neglected for XPEEM measurements. The best strategy to reduce the space 
charge blurring is then to remove non-necessary electrons as soon as 
possible along the electron path. In particular, Schmidt et al. demonstrated 
that the insertion of a small field limiting aperture that cuts away electrons 
emitted outside the field of view reduces the electron beam intensity behind 
that point and improves the lateral resolution. This, together with accurate 
photon flux reduction, led to a demonstrated lateral resolution of 18 nm in 
XPEEM [62]. This limit is still far from analogue result in LEEM, but there are 
reasons to think that a future, dedicated instrument could bridge the gap, at 
least partially. In particular, such instrument should be equipped with 
apertures at the backfocal plane in order to cut non-necessary electrons with 
different emission angle, and at the first dispersive plane inside the beam 
separator, to roughly filter away secondary electrons. High efficient detectors 
and improved illumination optics would also help to obtain good quality 
images with lower photon flux. These measures to reduce the space charge 
effect will result in higher resolution.  

4.1 Imaging mode 

4.1.1 PEEM and XPEEM 

The imaging mode with photoemitted electrons displays a magnified real-
space image of the probed surface. Such image contains valuable information 
on the physical and chemical state of the specimen. The contrast mechanism 
in PEEM has been already discussed: in the case of low energy photons, 
areas can emit a different number of electrons as a function of the local work 
function and of the local density of states of the valence band. In the case of 
energy-filtered XPEEM with core level electrons, the amplitude contrast can 
be also given, in first approximation, by the relative local abundance of the 
particular element. The photon energy is often selected in order to maximize 
the image intensity, in agreement with the atomic cross section of the selected 
emission line and the brilliance of the photon source. The resulting kinetic 
energy of the photoemitted electrons is typically ranging between 50 and 200 
eV, so that the small probing depth due to the inelastic mean free path 
influences the contrast. Figure 16 shows a direct example of XPEEM images 
with chemical contrast. In this case, an Ir(100) surface is partially covered by 
single and multilayer graphene [126]. XPEEM images using Ir 4f7/2 
photoemitted electrons (Fig. 16a) shows areas with different intensity. The 
attenuation of the signal is due to the screening from graphene layers of 
different thickness. This is confirmed by XPEEM images taken with C 1s 



electrons (Fig. 16b), where the intensity is proportional to the graphene 
thickness. 

The screening effect can be evaluated quantitatively by changing the start 
voltage and extracting the IV curve, with the same procedure seen for LEEM. 
In this case, the collected intensity curve is the local spectroscopic 
photoemission peak, i.e. a stack of XPEEM images gives access to local XPS 
spectra. Figure 16c and d display, respectively, the Ir 4f and C 1s core level 
emission spectra, obtained by integration over selected regions of interest 
over a stack of XPEEM images at different start voltages. The intensity drop in 
the Ir 4f photoemission line follows the exponential damping factor 84=/≠ÆØ(∞±), 
where ; is the layer separation and 6≤ú("#) is the kinetic energy dependent 
effective attenuation length [127]. The intensity growth of C 1s core level 
shows a similar behavior, although it does not increase linearly with the 
thickness. This deviation is given by the screen effect of the outermost 
graphene layers that diffract the photoelectrons emitted from buried C atoms. 
This example demonstrates how the intensity evaluation of XPEEM imaging 
provides an alternative method of assigning the thin film thickness.  

	
Figure	16:	(a)	XPEEM	Ir	4f	image	of	a	multi-thickness	graphene	island.	The	bare	iridium	surface	is	
visible	on	the	top;	(b)	XPEEM	C	1s	image	of	the	same	surface	region;	(c)	Ir	4f	and	(d)	C	1s	XPS	spectra	
measured	in	the	regions	indicated	by	the	labels.		The	start	voltage	corresponds	to	the	kinetic	energy	
of	the	photoemitted	electrons.	A	photon	energy	of	400	eV	was	used	in	the	experiment.	Reproduced	
from	Ref.	[126]	with	permission,	copyright	2014	Elsevier. 

set by the choice of the photon energy of about 400 eV. The
attenuation of the Ir 4f signal, shown in Fig. 7 (e), was quanti-
fied after fitting the Ir 4f spectra with a Doniach-Šunjić line

shape. The plot of natural logarithm of the ratio In=I0, where
In corresponds to the Ir 4f intensity attenuated by n-layers of
graphene and I0 to that recorded on the Ir surface surround-
ing graphene, decreases in a linear fashion, as expected for
the case of exponential decay. The experimental data was
thus fitted with a line, its slope giving kgr. For Ir 4f electrons
at kinetic energy of 338 eV, we obtained kgr ¼ 8:4" 0:2 Å. A
similar analysis of our C 1s data, measured at a kinetic energy
of 115 eV, yields a nearly halved estimate of 4:4" 0:2 Å.

We note that EAL estimates are expected to be a factor of
about 0.8 lower than IMFP predictions for data collected in

normal emission [58], as it occurs for XPEEM. Our measure-
ments are in close agreement with recent calculations by Ta-
numa et al. predicting a value of 8.28 and 4.66 Å for the
electron IMFP at 340 and 115 eV [59]. This suggests that elastic
scattering effects must be rather small for our system.

We finally correlate the film thickness to the low energy
electron reflectivity of graphene, which was independently
measured by recording the bright-field LEEM intensity in the
energy range from 0 to above 16 eV within the same multi-
thickness region probed by XPEEM. The electron reflectivity
curves, or simply LEEM I-V curves, are often used as finger-

prints to identify the film thickness, giving LEEM atomic

depth sensitivity [60]. They exhibit characteristic intensity
modulations, typically referred to as a quantum-size effect,
which arise due to electron confinement in the film. The

number of peaks observed between consecutive Bragg peaks
depends critically on the film thickness and its interaction
with the substrate. As a rule of thumb, LEEM I-V curves of a
supported film show a number of minima which matches
the thickness, expressed in number of layers. Ab-initio calcu-
lations have recently demonstrated that n# 1 reflectivity
minima are expected for free-standing n-layer graphene
[61]: however, an additional minimum can be observed in epi-
taxial graphene, due to the electron states at the graphene-
substrate interface. The low energy electron reflectivity of
graphene/Ir(100) is shown in Fig. 7(f). The broad feature at

10–15 eV, also observed for graphite, is due to a reflection from
a Bragg plane. In the energy range 1–8 eV, for a thickness of
two (three) layers, two (three) minima are observed, although
in both cases one of them is not well-developed. The reflectiv-
ity curve of the single-layer shows also a sort of double
minimum. This example further demonstrates that sub-
strate-induced interactions can greatly influence the low
energy electron reflectivity of graphitic overlayers, which
cannot be readily interpreted without elucidating the exact
electronic structure of the interface. In our case, XPEEM
imaging has provided an alternative means of assigning the

I–V curves to the correct layer thickness.
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Fig. 7 – (a) XPEEM Ir 4f image of a multi-thickness graphene island. The bare iridium surface is visible on the top; (b) XPEEM C
1s image of the same surface region; (c) Ir 4f and (d) C 1s spectra measured in the regions indicated by the labels. A photon
energy of 400 eV was used in the experiments. (e) Plot of natural logarithm of the attenuation of the photoemission
intensities as a function of thickness, normalized to the unattenuated intensity. For explanation see text. (f) LEEM I–V curves
for the Ir surface surrounding graphene and n-layer graphene. (A colour version of this figure can be viewed online.)
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set by the choice of the photon energy of about 400 eV. The
attenuation of the Ir 4f signal, shown in Fig. 7 (e), was quanti-
fied after fitting the Ir 4f spectra with a Doniach-Šunjić line

shape. The plot of natural logarithm of the ratio In=I0, where
In corresponds to the Ir 4f intensity attenuated by n-layers of
graphene and I0 to that recorded on the Ir surface surround-
ing graphene, decreases in a linear fashion, as expected for
the case of exponential decay. The experimental data was
thus fitted with a line, its slope giving kgr. For Ir 4f electrons
at kinetic energy of 338 eV, we obtained kgr ¼ 8:4" 0:2 Å. A
similar analysis of our C 1s data, measured at a kinetic energy
of 115 eV, yields a nearly halved estimate of 4:4" 0:2 Å.

We note that EAL estimates are expected to be a factor of
about 0.8 lower than IMFP predictions for data collected in

normal emission [58], as it occurs for XPEEM. Our measure-
ments are in close agreement with recent calculations by Ta-
numa et al. predicting a value of 8.28 and 4.66 Å for the
electron IMFP at 340 and 115 eV [59]. This suggests that elastic
scattering effects must be rather small for our system.

We finally correlate the film thickness to the low energy
electron reflectivity of graphene, which was independently
measured by recording the bright-field LEEM intensity in the
energy range from 0 to above 16 eV within the same multi-
thickness region probed by XPEEM. The electron reflectivity
curves, or simply LEEM I-V curves, are often used as finger-

prints to identify the film thickness, giving LEEM atomic

depth sensitivity [60]. They exhibit characteristic intensity
modulations, typically referred to as a quantum-size effect,
which arise due to electron confinement in the film. The

number of peaks observed between consecutive Bragg peaks
depends critically on the film thickness and its interaction
with the substrate. As a rule of thumb, LEEM I-V curves of a
supported film show a number of minima which matches
the thickness, expressed in number of layers. Ab-initio calcu-
lations have recently demonstrated that n# 1 reflectivity
minima are expected for free-standing n-layer graphene
[61]: however, an additional minimum can be observed in epi-
taxial graphene, due to the electron states at the graphene-
substrate interface. The low energy electron reflectivity of
graphene/Ir(100) is shown in Fig. 7(f). The broad feature at

10–15 eV, also observed for graphite, is due to a reflection from
a Bragg plane. In the energy range 1–8 eV, for a thickness of
two (three) layers, two (three) minima are observed, although
in both cases one of them is not well-developed. The reflectiv-
ity curve of the single-layer shows also a sort of double
minimum. This example further demonstrates that sub-
strate-induced interactions can greatly influence the low
energy electron reflectivity of graphitic overlayers, which
cannot be readily interpreted without elucidating the exact
electronic structure of the interface. In our case, XPEEM
imaging has provided an alternative means of assigning the

I–V curves to the correct layer thickness.
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set by the choice of the photon energy of about 400 eV. The
attenuation of the Ir 4f signal, shown in Fig. 7 (e), was quanti-
fied after fitting the Ir 4f spectra with a Doniach-Šunjić line

shape. The plot of natural logarithm of the ratio In=I0, where
In corresponds to the Ir 4f intensity attenuated by n-layers of
graphene and I0 to that recorded on the Ir surface surround-
ing graphene, decreases in a linear fashion, as expected for
the case of exponential decay. The experimental data was
thus fitted with a line, its slope giving kgr. For Ir 4f electrons
at kinetic energy of 338 eV, we obtained kgr ¼ 8:4" 0:2 Å. A
similar analysis of our C 1s data, measured at a kinetic energy
of 115 eV, yields a nearly halved estimate of 4:4" 0:2 Å.

We note that EAL estimates are expected to be a factor of
about 0.8 lower than IMFP predictions for data collected in

normal emission [58], as it occurs for XPEEM. Our measure-
ments are in close agreement with recent calculations by Ta-
numa et al. predicting a value of 8.28 and 4.66 Å for the
electron IMFP at 340 and 115 eV [59]. This suggests that elastic
scattering effects must be rather small for our system.

We finally correlate the film thickness to the low energy
electron reflectivity of graphene, which was independently
measured by recording the bright-field LEEM intensity in the
energy range from 0 to above 16 eV within the same multi-
thickness region probed by XPEEM. The electron reflectivity
curves, or simply LEEM I-V curves, are often used as finger-

prints to identify the film thickness, giving LEEM atomic

depth sensitivity [60]. They exhibit characteristic intensity
modulations, typically referred to as a quantum-size effect,
which arise due to electron confinement in the film. The

number of peaks observed between consecutive Bragg peaks
depends critically on the film thickness and its interaction
with the substrate. As a rule of thumb, LEEM I-V curves of a
supported film show a number of minima which matches
the thickness, expressed in number of layers. Ab-initio calcu-
lations have recently demonstrated that n# 1 reflectivity
minima are expected for free-standing n-layer graphene
[61]: however, an additional minimum can be observed in epi-
taxial graphene, due to the electron states at the graphene-
substrate interface. The low energy electron reflectivity of
graphene/Ir(100) is shown in Fig. 7(f). The broad feature at

10–15 eV, also observed for graphite, is due to a reflection from
a Bragg plane. In the energy range 1–8 eV, for a thickness of
two (three) layers, two (three) minima are observed, although
in both cases one of them is not well-developed. The reflectiv-
ity curve of the single-layer shows also a sort of double
minimum. This example further demonstrates that sub-
strate-induced interactions can greatly influence the low
energy electron reflectivity of graphitic overlayers, which
cannot be readily interpreted without elucidating the exact
electronic structure of the interface. In our case, XPEEM
imaging has provided an alternative means of assigning the

I–V curves to the correct layer thickness.
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set by the choice of the photon energy of about 400 eV. The
attenuation of the Ir 4f signal, shown in Fig. 7 (e), was quanti-
fied after fitting the Ir 4f spectra with a Doniach-Šunjić line

shape. The plot of natural logarithm of the ratio In=I0, where
In corresponds to the Ir 4f intensity attenuated by n-layers of
graphene and I0 to that recorded on the Ir surface surround-
ing graphene, decreases in a linear fashion, as expected for
the case of exponential decay. The experimental data was
thus fitted with a line, its slope giving kgr. For Ir 4f electrons
at kinetic energy of 338 eV, we obtained kgr ¼ 8:4" 0:2 Å. A
similar analysis of our C 1s data, measured at a kinetic energy
of 115 eV, yields a nearly halved estimate of 4:4" 0:2 Å.

We note that EAL estimates are expected to be a factor of
about 0.8 lower than IMFP predictions for data collected in

normal emission [58], as it occurs for XPEEM. Our measure-
ments are in close agreement with recent calculations by Ta-
numa et al. predicting a value of 8.28 and 4.66 Å for the
electron IMFP at 340 and 115 eV [59]. This suggests that elastic
scattering effects must be rather small for our system.

We finally correlate the film thickness to the low energy
electron reflectivity of graphene, which was independently
measured by recording the bright-field LEEM intensity in the
energy range from 0 to above 16 eV within the same multi-
thickness region probed by XPEEM. The electron reflectivity
curves, or simply LEEM I-V curves, are often used as finger-

prints to identify the film thickness, giving LEEM atomic

depth sensitivity [60]. They exhibit characteristic intensity
modulations, typically referred to as a quantum-size effect,
which arise due to electron confinement in the film. The

number of peaks observed between consecutive Bragg peaks
depends critically on the film thickness and its interaction
with the substrate. As a rule of thumb, LEEM I-V curves of a
supported film show a number of minima which matches
the thickness, expressed in number of layers. Ab-initio calcu-
lations have recently demonstrated that n# 1 reflectivity
minima are expected for free-standing n-layer graphene
[61]: however, an additional minimum can be observed in epi-
taxial graphene, due to the electron states at the graphene-
substrate interface. The low energy electron reflectivity of
graphene/Ir(100) is shown in Fig. 7(f). The broad feature at

10–15 eV, also observed for graphite, is due to a reflection from
a Bragg plane. In the energy range 1–8 eV, for a thickness of
two (three) layers, two (three) minima are observed, although
in both cases one of them is not well-developed. The reflectiv-
ity curve of the single-layer shows also a sort of double
minimum. This example further demonstrates that sub-
strate-induced interactions can greatly influence the low
energy electron reflectivity of graphitic overlayers, which
cannot be readily interpreted without elucidating the exact
electronic structure of the interface. In our case, XPEEM
imaging has provided an alternative means of assigning the

I–V curves to the correct layer thickness.
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fied after fitting the Ir 4f spectra with a Doniach-Šunjić line
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ity curve of the single-layer shows also a sort of double
minimum. This example further demonstrates that sub-
strate-induced interactions can greatly influence the low
energy electron reflectivity of graphitic overlayers, which
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electronic structure of the interface. In our case, XPEEM
imaging has provided an alternative means of assigning the
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4.1.2 Brightfield and Darkfield PEEM 

The ordinary microscope setup in PEEM includes the insertion of a contrast 
aperture to limit the acceptance angle in order to reduce spherical aberration 
and enhance contrast and resolution. Usually, the aperture selects only 
electrons with normal emission, i.e. limits the diffraction pattern to a 
neighborhood of the Γ point of the first Brillouin zone (FBZ). As in the case of 
LEEM, it would be convenient to build PEEM images with electrons coming 
from other regions of the first Brillouin zone [128, 129]. The methods for 
implementing darkfield measurement has already been reviewed in Sect. 
3.1.2 and schematized in Fig. 8. In case of emitted electrons, only the first two 
are available, i.e. (i) to position the contrast aperture around the desired k-
point of the reciprocal space and (ii) to incline the sample tilt by a certain 
angle. In addition, it is possible to deflect the emitted beam after the objective 
lens. Among the three, the second offers the best advantages in terms of 
PEEM image quality, since it is the one that let the electrons travel along the 
optical axis. It should be remarked that the required tilt inclination is reduced 
by the change of coordinates due to the accelerating field of the cathode 
immersion lens. It is sufficient to incline the tilt angle by less than 2° to obtain 
a consistent shift of the reciprocal image in the backfocal plane of the 
objective lens and to get to the edge of the first Brillouin zone of most 
materials. The best procedure to select the desired diffraction feature for 
imaging is to display the backfocal plane and to modify the sample tilt 
mechanically until the selected point is positioned at the center. Once the 
contrast aperture is placed, the microscope can be shifted to imaging mode, 
whereas the intensity is proportional to the local density of states at the 
selected k-point. 

	
Figure	17:	(a)	LEEM	and	darkfield	PEEM	of	epitaxial-EG	(b)	and	rotated-RG	(c)	graphene	flakes	
grown	on	Ni(111).	RGC	patches	(d)	are	non-interacting	graphene	on	a	Ni-carbide	interstitial	layer.	
Reproduced	from	Ref.	[130]. 

Darkfield PEEM is very powerful to probe the local electronic properties of 
heterogeneous surfaces. For example, it has been employed on graphene 
grown on Ni(111), a model case for the study of interfacial interactions that 
can play a key role in tailoring the magnetic [131] and chemical [132] 
properties of 2D materials. In particular, darkfield PEEM was used to 
determine the lateral extension of epitaxial and rotated monolayer graphene 
grown on Ni(111), and to identify particular areas in which the rotated 
graphene is metallic due to the formation of an interstitial carbide layer [130]. 
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(left), we plot momentum distribution curves (MDC) through one of the K points along a plane normal to Γ -K  
(see insets) for EG (left top) and mixed RG +  RGC (left bottom). In EG regions we find the typical dispersion 
already reported in literature19,27,28, with a single main feature exhibiting linear dispersion crossing 2.66 ±  0.02 eV 
below the Fermi energy EF , plus a number of minor features at lower binding energies, already attributed to nickel 
and hybrid graphene-nickel states7,17. The nature of the strongest structure is presently under debate: it was previ-
ously assigned to the presence of a band-gap induced by the interaction with the substrate, but this feature might 
alternatively be related to a Dirac cone shifted away from EF, as suggested by experiments performed at 40 K27, or, 
as proposed more recently, to the main part of a fragmented Dirac cone29.

In the MDC from mixed RG and RGC regions (Fig. 3 left bottom), two evident structures show up. One of 
them (marked in green) closely resembles the main structure found for EG but is shifted about 0.45 eV towards 
lower binding energy (i.e. 2.20 ±  0.06 eV); the other structure (marked in red) is centred very close to the Fermi 
level (0.19 ±  0.11 eV), indicating the presence of areas with almost zero doping, and thus of quasi-free-standing 
nature. To correctly correlate the MDC features with the different phases, we used the darkfield XPEEM 
(DF-XPEEM) method30, using photoelectrons emitted from graphene’s π  band at the reciprocal space K point, 
close to EF, to image the surface. In the micrographs on the right hand side of Fig. 3, obtained using this method 
for each of the observed features, the image intensity is proportional to the local density of states in the film. 
These images confirm that the MDC single structure at 2.66 eV (yellow) stems from surface areas covered by 
EG, and allow a clear identification of the two MDC structures recorded from the mixed RG +  RGC region to be 
established. The lower energy structure (green), similar to the EG one, is thus assigned to areas of RG phase. The 
cone closer to the Fermi level (red) is instead strictly related to the RGC phase (as demonstrated by the inver-
sion of contrast between bright and dark features) and indicates that the small RGC patches are electronically 
decoupled from the substrate. We note that the 0.45 eV shift in the MDCs from EG and RG phases cannot be due 

Figure 3. µ-ARPES measurements on epitaxial and rotated graphene regions. Left: momentum distribution 
curves; hν  =  40 eV. The corresponding angular distributions of photoelectrons are shown in the insets acquired 
at EB =  3.56 eV and EB =  2.58 eV for epitaxial and rotated graphene regions, respectively. Right: Investigated 
graphene area as imaged by LEEM (top, Vstart =  12 V), and by DF-XPEEM. The dark-field images were acquired 
positioning an aperture at the K point in the diffraction plane, at binding energies corresponding to highlighted 
structures in the MDC curves on the left.
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Brightfield LEEM image of the system (Fig. 17a) reveals the presence of three 
coexisting phases with different grey levels. Characteristic IV reflectivity curve 
and μ-LEED measurements (not shown here) assigned the brighter area in 
the upper right side to epitaxial graphene (labeled EG), while the neutral gray 
area and the dark grey patches are rotated graphene (labeled RG). Local 
XPS measurement on the C 1s core level performed with the method 
addressed in the previous Section proved that the dark patches are small 
areas in which the monolayer graphene rests upon a Ni-carbidic interface 
layer (labeled RGC) [133]. Darkfield PEEM was then performed with electrons 
photoemitted from graphene’s {–band. When the reciprocal space ¥ point of 
the epitaxial graphene is selected, only the upper right area becomes bright 
(Fig. 17b). When the equivalent point of the rotated graphene is used, the 
contrast shows a dependence on the selected start voltage. The RGC phase 
exhibits high density of states at a binding energy of 0.2 eV (Fig. 17c), while 
the RG phase shows the same behavior only at 2.2 eV (Fig. 17d) [134]. This 
demonstrated that the {–band of RGC graphene has the Dirac point very 
close to the Fermi energy, i.e. shows an almost metallic state, while in EG and 
RG it undergoes a severe hybridization with the substrate states. This result, 
together with the angular-resolved photoelectron spectroscopy measurement, 
demonstrated that the presence of the interstitial carbide layer decoupled the 
monolayer graphene from the substrate.  

4.1.3 XAS-PEEM and Magnetic PEEM Imaging 

It has been shown that when X-rays illuminate a sample, the displayed 
intensity of slow secondary electrons exceeds by orders of magnitude the one 
of photoemitted electrons. It is therefore convenient to use them for imaging, 
enabling even video rate acquisition. Moreover, imaging with secondary 
electrons is particularly useful in presence of tunable X-ray sources such as 
synchrotron beamlines. Direct secondary PEEM imaging during photon 
energy scan reveals intensity variation due to the X-ray absorption process, 
i.e. the characteristic curve for a selected region of interest corresponds to the 
local X-ray absorption spectrum (XAS) [135, 136]. Compared to XPS, the XAS 
has a bigger signal-to-noise ratio and uses electrons with a larger IMFP, thus 
enabling a larger probing depth. Moreover, it can be performed even without 
active energy filtering, as the photoemitted electrons give a negligible 
contribution to the overall intensity. The possibility to select a desired photon 
polarization gives also access to magnetic characterization of materials [102]. 
In the case of circular polarized light, one can use the X-ray Magnetic Circular 
Dichroism (XMCD) to obtain magnetic contrast in PEEM. In XMCD the 
angular momentum of circular polarized light is used to impose selection rules 
over the photon absorption process [137]. In ferromagnetic materials, the 
valence and the conduction band are split in two electron populations, a 
majority with spin parallel to the magnetization vector and a minority with spin 
antiparallel. In the photon absorption process, the Fermi’s Golden Rule 
imposes that the transition probability of an electron from the initial core level 
to an unoccupied state depends on their density of states. Therefore, the 
different final density of unoccupied states in the majority and minority 



population determines two distinct absorption probabilities for left and right 
circular polarized light. The magnetic dichroism is defined by convention as 
the intensity difference between the two absorption spectra, íµ-∂∑ = í↿⇂ − í↿↾ 
and is directly proportional to the scalar product between the magnetic 
moment of the sample and the photon polarization vector. XMCD can be 
performed in PEEM by taking two images with opposed circular polarization at 
the absorption photon energy and subtracting each other, thus extracting the 
exchange asymmetry image, as in the case of SPLEEM, 

íµ-∂∑ =
í↿⇂ − í↿↾
í↿⇂ + í↿↾

		. 

	
Figure	18:	(a)	illustration	of	imaging	spectroscopy	in	XAS	mode.	Fe	nanowires	on	W(110)	appear	
dark	on	the	left	panel	at	a	photon	energy	of	704.5	eV.	At	the	Fe	L3	threshold,	the	wires	become	much	
brighter	(middle	panel).	The	XAS	spectrum	below	is	extracted	from	the	largest	nanowire	in	the	
center.	(b)	Illustration	of	XMCD-PEEM	imaging.	The	photon	energy	is	tuned	to	the	L3	maximum.	The	
field	of	view	is	5	μm.	The	start	voltage	is	3	eV	in	order	to	collect	secondary	electrons.	Within	the	
image	plane,	the	X-ray	direction	is	perpendicular	to	the	nanowire	axis.		Reproduced	from	Ref.	[44]. 

The XAS-PEEM imaging process is illustrated in Fig. 18a, where Fe 
nanowires on a W(110) surface are displayed [44]. When the photon energy is 
set to be off-resonance (left), the contrast is given simply by the different 
secondary yield. Once the photon energy is set to the Fe absorption L3 edge 
(center), the nanowires become brighter whereas the clean W(110) surface in 
between shows no change. The contrast reduces again for higher, above-
resonance photon energies (right), although it is changed also as the new Fe 
2p3/2 photoemission channel enhances the Fe secondary yield. The entire 
absorption spectrum of an individual nanowire (below) can be extracted from 
local integration over a stack of PEEM images at different photon energy. 
Then, XMCD imaging is obtained by tuning the photon energy to the Fe L3 
adsorption edge and taking the difference between two secondary PEEM 
images with opposed circular polarization (Fig. 18b). The wires with 
magnetization perpendicular to the polarization direction appear grey as the 
scalar product reduces the XMCD signal to zero. The black and white regions 
in the central wires are dipolar domains with magnetization parallel and 
antiparallel to the beam direction, respectively. Note that the strong magnetic 
contrast in the case of highly magnetic materials is visible even at the single 
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Figure 3: a) Illustration of imaging spectroscopy in XAS mode. Fe nanowires on W(110) appear dark on the left panel at a photon energy of 704.5 eV.
At the Fe L3 threshold, the wires become much brighter (middle panel). The XAS spectrum below is extracted from the largest nanowire in the center.
b) Illustration of XMCD-PEEM imaging. The photon energy is tuned to the L3 maximum. The field of view is 5 μm. The start voltage is 3 eV in order to
collect secondary electrons. Within the image plane, the X-ray direction is perpendicular to the nanowire axis.

μ-LEED operation mode is a natural extension of LEEM. For
crystalline surfaces, the backfocal plane of the objective lens
contains the diffraction pattern from the probed area, which can
be transferred to the detector with the proper lens excitation in
the imaging column. By placing a small aperture in the illumi-
nation column or at the image plane of the objective lens, the
probed area can be limited to a micrometer-sized region, thus
giving rise to the micro-probe operation. When the length scale
of the structural heterogeneity is below the size of the micro-
probe, the contribution of different domains to the LEED
pattern can still be sorted out by using LEED in combination
with dark-field LEEM imaging. The micro-probe capability is
especially useful in quantitative structure analyses of LEED
I(V) curves acquired from single domains on a heterogeneous
surface. The first example of a full surface structural analysis at
the micrometer scale by using LEED I(V) in a LEEM instru-
ment was given only recently for the case of the (4 × 4) recon-
struction of oxygen on Ag(111) [17].

Beyond the laterally-resolved electron diffraction, LEED
measurements in a LEEM instrument have practical advantages
such as electron-energy independent spot positions and constant
electron flux. The former is due to the acceleration stage at the
objective lens, after which the electrons reach 18 keV regard-
less of the start energy (i.e., the energy of the elastically-scat-
tered electrons at the sample surface). It should be underlined
that this is particularly useful in the analysis of energy-depen-
dent I(V) data.

X-ray photoemission electron microscopy
PEEM uses UV or soft X-ray photons to stimulate the emission
of photoelectrons to probe the state of the emitter. A simplified
sketch of an XPEEM setup is given in Figure 1a. Similar to
LEEM, it is based on the cathode lens, which accelerates the
photoelectrons to an energy of several keV and directs them
towards the imaging column of the instrument. The low photon
energy of the conventional photon sources readily available in
most laboratories presents a limitation, as the information on
surface chemistry is available in core-level electronic transi-
tions, which are only accessible by using higher photon ener-
gies from few tens of electronvolts to above 1 keV. By
providing tunable high-brightness X-ray beams, synchrotron
sources greatly extend the application field of XPEEM instru-
ments, which can achieve chemical, magnetic and electronic
structure contrast through the implementation of the most
popular photoelectron spectroscopies such as X-ray absorption
spectroscopy (XAS), photoelectron spectroscopy (XPS), and
angle-resolved photoemission spectroscopy (ARPES) [5].

XAS based methods. XAS is the only method readily avail-
able when using the basic XPEEM instrument installed at a
synchrotron beamline with a monochromator in place. Among
the variety of detection methods to measure X-ray absorption
[18], the secondary photoelectrons are collected in XPEEM as a
close approximation to the total photoelectron yield measure-
ment. The local XAS spectra are obtained by acquiring image
sequences as a function of the photon energy, which can then be



XAS image acquired with one circular polarization. The most advanced PEEM 
systems are then capable of acquiring magnetic images at video rate, thus 
enabling dynamic studies of the magnetic domain evolution in non-equilibrium 
conditions.  

In particular samples, magnetic imaging can be performed also using X-Ray 
Magnetic Linear Dichroism (XMLD). The sum rules are similar to those for 
XMCD [102], so the technical implementation mimics the one already 
discussed. Its main application field is the study of antiferromagnetic materials 
and their interfaces with ferromagnetic materials, as well as multiferroics. In 
conclusion, it should be noticed that in a synchrotron beamline equipped with 
insertion devices, the polarization vector could be varied only in the plane 
perpendicular to the photon beam propagation direction. Therefore, XMCD-
XMLD contrast can be achieved only for selected geometries. PEEM systems 
with perpendicular illumination can characterize only out-of-plane 
magnetization states, while grazing photon incidence gives its best with in-
plane states.  

4.2 Diffraction mode 

4.2.1 μ-ARPES and μ-XPD 

As in the case of μ-LEED, the diffraction operation mode of a PEEM system 
gives access to the angular distribution of energy-filtered photoemitted 
electrons. The convenient placement of a field limiting aperture on an 
intermediate image plane selects a probed region down to 1 μm in size. The 
Angle-Resolved Photoelectron Spectroscopy (ARPES) is one of the most 
important methods to study the band structure of solids [138, 139]. The direct 
display of the entire angular spectrum in a single image gives PEEM systems 
the possibility to acquire ARPES spectra over a large energy range in a very 
short amount of time without any mechanical movement of the sample. The 
same operation mode is then capable of detecting X-ray Photoelectron 
Diffraction (XPD) spectra, when the angular distribution of photoemitted core 
level electrons is displayed. Although the energy resolution is not comparable 
to a dedicated ARPES machine, its fast acquisition and the possibility to 
conjugate it with microscopy measurement makes PEEM systems ideal for 
studies on dynamic and/or heterogeneous systems [140]. 

ARPES spectra are usually collected at relatively low photon energy. Typical 
photon sources are lasers under high harmonic generation (the fourth 
harmonic of a Ti:sapphire laser delivers 6 eV photons), He discharging lamps 
(HeI emission line at 21.2 eV) and synchrotrons (10-100 eV). The latter is 
more indicated to highlight surface states, due to the smaller IMFP of 
photoemitted electrons. Among others, μ-ARPES has been employed to 
access the {-band of graphene and to quantify the local doping induced by 
foreign species and/or interaction with the substrate [141]. In particular, the 
local probing in diffraction mode was crucial to determine the doping level of 
2D-heterojunctions created with selected-area low-energy irradiation of a 



monolayer graphene with N2+ ions at room temperature [142]. Figure 19a 
shows a LEEM image of the boundary region between irradiated and non-
irradiated graphene grown on Ir(111) surface. The first appears notably darker 
than the second due to the development of corrugations and defects. 
Microprobe ARPES measurements were performed separately on the two 
areas (Fig. 19b). The reciprocal space image, taken with photon energy of 
40.5 eV and at a binding energy of 0.45 eV, displays a large density of states 
around the K–point due to the graphene band structure, while the background 
modulation resembles the surface states of Ir(111) substrate. While in the 
non-irradiated area the circular feature around the K–point corresponds to a 
slice of the Dirac cone, the irradiated area showed no band splitting at this 
point. The entire band structure can be depicted if one extracts the intensity 
line profile along a high-symmetry direction over a stack of ARPES images at 
different kinetic energy.  Figure 19c shows the Momentum Distribution Curve 
(MDC) along the normal to Γ-Κ direction on the K–point for both areas. The 
non-irradiated graphene presented a linear dispersion of the {-band centered 
at the Dirac point "∑ = 0.08±0.03 eV, corresponding to a slight p-doping due 
to the interaction with the substrate. The irradiated graphene showed a large 
shift of the Dirac point towards higher binding energies, quantified as "∑ = -
0.45±0.07 eV. This n-doping was induced by the implantation of N atoms in 
the C mesh of graphene [143]. This example shows clearly how microprobe 
ARPES in PEEM systems has the power to characterize the electronic states 
of micron-sized regions. 



	
Figure	19:	(a)	LEEM	image	(E0	=	7	eV)	of	the	boundary	between	N2+	irradiated	(dark)	and	non-
irradiated	graphene	(bright)	grown	on	Ir(111).	(b)	µ-ARPES	patterns	of	non-irradiated	(left)	and	
irradiated	(right)	epitaxial	graphene	on	Ir(111)	before	annealing.	The	image	was	acquired	0.45	eV	
below	the	Fermi	level.	The	dash-dot	line,	passing	through	the	K	point	identifies	the	high	symmetry	
direction	perpendicular	to	ΓK;	hν	=	40.5	eV.	(c)	Intensity	cut	in	the	plane	passing	through	K	along	
ΓM.	The	MDCs	demonstrate	linear	dispersion	of	the	π-band	close	to	the	Fermi	energy	EF	(left).	On	the	
right,	the	same	intensity	cut	for	an	N2+	irradiated	sample	(3	min	at	pN2	=	2×10−5	mbar,	ion	current	
0.14	µA).	The	Dirac	energy	was	estimated	by	fitting	the	MDC	and	determining	the	intersection	of	the	
resulting	solid	lines.	ED	=	−0.45	±	0.07	eV.	The	Fermi	energy	EF	is	highlighted	by	the	dashed	line,	
while	the	dash-dot	line	represents	the	energy	of	the	images	in	(b).	Reproduced	from	Ref.	[142]	with	
permission,	copyright	2015	Wiley-VCH	Verlag. 

 

The SPELEEM microscope used in these measurements is an energy-filtered 
LEEM/PEEM station dedicated to the probe of surfaces with backscattered 
electrons and synchrotron radiation. The lens setup is designed to guarantee 
good performances overall, but is not devised for state-of-the-art 
measurement in every single operational mode. The provided energy 
resolution, 330 meV, was adequate to detect accurately the shift of the 
graphene {-band, but was insufficient to determine whether a small bandgap 
has been opened by the substitutional implantation of N [141]. PEEM stations 
specifically designed for high performance in ARPES, e.g., NanoESCA [45, 
140], forgoes the lateral resolution for a better energy and angular resolution. 
Such systems are often labeled as momentum microscopes or '–PEEM. 
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 E  D  and  V  F  to the “short irradiation time” level, mainly due 
to reduction of the amount of substitutional nitrogen, as 
previously shown in Figure  2 . Our energy resolution (about 
330 meV in ARPES measurement) is insuffi cient to deter-
mine whether a gap has been opened.  

 In conclusion, we have shown that low-energy N 2  +  ion 
irradiation can be used to laterally control doping in gra-
phene. By irradiating graphene through a slit, we provided 
a proof of principle experiment of the creation of a 2D het-
erojunction. LEEM, XPEEM-XPS, and µ-ARPES measure-
ments confi rm a negative doping in the irradiated region. 
Large values are obtained as a function of the increasing 
irradiation dose. Importantly, the doping pattern has proven 
to be resistant to annealing in ultra-high vacuum (UHV) up 
to 800 °C. Indeed, the sharpness of the transition between 
irradiated and nonirradiated graphene, 3.8 µm, can be greatly 
improved by using more refi ned types of masks, e.g., PMMA, 
or a focused ion beam. Our results pave the way to a minia-
turization of graphene heterojunctions: doping lithography at 
the nanometer scale would allow the creation of 2D nanocir-
cuits, with promising performances in terms of density, effi -
ciency, and thermal dissipation.   

 Experimental Section 
 The experiments were carried out with the spectroscopic 
photoemission and low energy electron microscope at the nano-
spectroscopy beamline of Elettra, the syncrotron radiation facility 
in Trieste, Italy. [ 25,26 ]  The microscope uses electrons as informa-
tion carriers: once the sample is illuminated with electrons (from 
an LaB 6  source) or soft X-rays (from the beamline, in the range 
30–1000 eV), backscattered or photoemitted electrons are directly 
imaged through a system of electrostatic and magnetic lenses 
on a 2D detector. A hemispherical energy analyzer placed in the 
optical column of the microscope is used to fi lter photoelectron 
energies. By placing appropriate apertures in the backfocal plane, 
in the image plane, or at the exit of the energy fi lter, one can per-
form microscopy, spectroscopy, and diffraction with selection over 
the emitting area, the acceptance angle or the energy window. 
LEEM, XPEEM, and ARPES were performed with an energy resolu-
tion better than 330 meV. Electrons for XPS and ARPES were col-
lected from a circular area of 2 µm in size, while for LEED from a 
circular area of 500 nm in size. The main chamber had a base pres-
sure better than 2 × 10 −10  mbar. The binding energies in core level 
photoemission were calibrated using the Fermi level spectrum as 
a reference. 

 The Ir(111) sample was cleaned by 2.5 keV Ar +  sputtering (ion 
current 7 µA), subsequent annealing in oxygen atmosphere (par-
tial pressure 2 × 10 −6  mbar) cycling from 500 to 1000 °C, and a 
fi nal fl ash above 1300 °C in UHV. The sample cleanliness was 
checked with XPS, LEEM, and LEED. The single-layer graphene 
growth was performed in situ via ethylene exposure (partial pres-
sure 3 × 10 −7  mbar) at a sample temperature of 880 °C for about 
5 min and monitored in real time using LEEM and µ-LEED. The 
100 eV nitrogen ion implantation was performed at partial pres-
sure of 2 × 10 −5  mbar N 2  and sputtering current of 0.14 µA. The 
apertures used as mask and placed directly upon the sample were 
a Ta rectangular slit (1 × 5 mm 2  in size and 0.1 mm thick) and a 
circular Pt aperture (Agar AG-A0204P, diameter 30 µm).    

 Supporting Information 

 Supporting Information is available from the Wiley Online Library 
or from the author.   
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 Figure 3.    a) µ-ARPES patterns of nonirradiated (left) and irradiated 
(right) epitaxial graphene on Ir(111) before annealing. The image was 
acquired 0.45 eV below the Fermi level. The dash-dot line, passing 
through the K point identifi es the high symmetry direction perpendicular 
to ΓK;  hν  ≈ 40.5 eV. b) Intensity cut through a plane through K along ΓM 
direction. The MDCs demonstrate linear dispersion of the π-band close 
to  E  F  (left). On the right, the same intensity cut for N 2  +  irradiated (3 min 
at  P  N2  = 2 × 10 −5  mbar, ion current = 0.14 µA). The Dirac energy was 
estimated by fi tting the MDC and determining the intersection of the 
resulting lines.  E  D  = −0.45 ±  0.07 eV. The Fermi energy E F  is highlighted 
by the dashed line, while the dash-dot line represents the energy of 
the images in (a).
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4.3 Spectroscopy mode 

4.3.1 μ-XPS 

The spectroscopy analysis of photoemitted electrons is a major tool in surface 
science. Since its first development by Kai Siegbahn in 1957, the Electron 
Spectroscopy for Chemical Analysis showed how the accurate measurement 
of photoemitted core level electrons allows the retrieval of information on the 
chemical structure and bonding, the elemental composition and the surface 
state of atoms [144]. PEEM systems equipped with an energy analyzer are 
capable to perform PhotoEmission Spectroscopy (PES) from a selected area 
of the sample, much smaller in size than a standard PES machine [145]. The 
probed area can be selected by strong demagnification of the illuminating 
photon beam and insertion of a field limiting aperture in the first intermediate 
image plane. The best PEEM systems available worldwide for PES 
measurements make use of synchrotron radiation and take advantage of its 
high brilliance and energy tunablity. The access to the dispersive plane in 
PEEM enables direct measurement of the photoemission spectrum from a 
localized area and is often called microprobe X-ray Photoelectron 
Spectroscopy (μ-XPS). 

The standard setup for a PEEM in dispersive mode includes the insertion of 
the field limiting aperture at the intermediate image plane and the contrast 
aperture at the diffraction plane (Figure 3), limiting conveniently the probed 
area and the acceptance angle. The dispersive plane is then projected on the 
detector and appears as a thin line with modulated intensity. Electrons with 
initial kinetic energy equal to the bias value 8!# are projected at the center. 
The width of the energy window depends on the final magnification of the 
dispersive plane and the construction constraints, and can be as wide as ±5 
eV. The energy spectrum around the bias value is then revealed with an 
intensity line profile after opportune background subtraction and response 
function division. The photoemission spectrum collected in dispersive mode 
has a better energy resolution and a more favorable signal-to-noise ratio than 
the one extracted from a stack of XPEEM images over a start voltage range. 
In several cases the signal-to-noise ratio is sufficiently high to enable fast 
image acquisition up to video rate. This open the gates to the microprobing of 
dynamic processes in real time, such as catalytic reactions, thin film growth, 
deposition of atoms and molecules on surfaces and testing in changing 
conditions of temperature and pressure. The data quality is well visible in the 
XPS data measured for the heterogeneous system already presented in Sect. 
4.2.1. In Fig. 20a and b N 1s and C 1s core level photoemission spectra are 
depicted, respectively, of a monolayer graphene grown on Ir(111) and locally 
irradiated with low-energy N2+ ions at room temperature [142]. It has been 
already shown with μ-ARPES that the ion irradiation induces a negative 
doping on the graphene sheet. XPS N 1s spectrum of the irradiated graphene 
describes in great detail the film stoichiometry and the atomic arrangement of 



N atoms in the C mesh. The photoemission peak can be fitted with four 
Doniach–Šunjic line profiles [141, 143, 146], later assigned to pyridine-like, 
twofold coordinated nitrogen (N1), pyrrole-like, threefold coordinated nitrogen 
(N2) and substitutional nitrogen (N3–graphitic and N4–secondary graphitic) on 
the base of their binding energy. By evaluating the areas of the various 
components, one can establish the relative abundance of the defects and 
obtain that 43% of the N is in substitutional configuration. N 1s spectrum of 
non-irradiated graphene confirms that no N atoms are detected few μm aside. 
The analysis of C 1s spectra shows a notable broadening for the irradiated 
area at higher binding energies with respect to the main emission line (the 
only component in the non-irradiated area). This is consistent with the picture 
of graphene functionalized with N. The irradiated spectrum was fitted 
considering the different contributions of sp2 and sp3 carbon, vacancies and 
carbon species bonded with nitrogen [147, 148]. The evaluation of peak areas 
allows to estimate a vacancy abundance of 1.7% of a ML, evidencing the little 
damage suffered by graphene. Moreover, from the comparison of N 1s and C 
1s peak areas one can estimate the overall N coverage. Since both core 
levels have the same number of electrons and were measured at the same 
photon energy (ℎ∫ = 500 eV), the N/C peak area ô ratio can be normalized 
with the Yeh and Lindau photoionization cross section s [149] and the energy-
dependent transmission of the microscope, which in the case of SPELEEM is 
proportional to the kinetic energy "# of the photoemitted electrons. In case of 
coplanar species, no IMFP correction is needed (as in Sect. 4.1.1), therefore 
the nitrogen abundance is equal to 
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Figure	20:	(a)	N	1s	spectra	and	(b)	C	1s	spectra	obtained	from	the	non-irradiated	and	N2+	irradiated	
graphene	on	Ir(111).	The	best	fit	to	the	experimental	data	is	also	shown:	the	simulated	curve	for	the	
irradiated	graphene	is	shown	as	the	sum	of	different	components,	each	with	a	Doniach–Šunjic	line	
profile.	(c)	Evolution	of	the	intensity	of	the	N	1s	components,	N1–N4,	plotted	as	a	function	of	the	
annealing	temperature.	In	the	inset	the	N	1s	spectra	of	ion	irradiated	graphene	before	and	after	
annealing	at	800	°C	are	compared;	hν	=	500	eV.	Reproduced	from	Ref.	[142]	with	permission,	
copyright	2014	Wiley-VCH	Verlag. 

The stability test of locally implantated nitrogen took full advantage of the real 
time capability of μ-XPS. The annealing in UHV up to a temperature of 800 °C 
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line shape analysis reveals a vacancy concentration of about 
1.7% of a monolayer (ML) (see Section 7 in the Supporting 
Information), from which we deduce that the graphene lat-
tice suffered limited damage. Such conditions represent a 
worst case scenario, as it was obtained for the longest irradia-
tion employed in our experiments (12 min). Based on well-
established protocols for the analysis of C 1s line shape, [ 19,20 ]  
our fi ndings cannot however quantify the abundance of 
Stone–Wales (S–W) defects, since this is beyond the capa-
bility of the technique. However, for irradiation with low 
energy ions, the occurrence of S–W defects is known to be 
negligible with respect to that of vacancies; [ 21 ]  accordingly, 
their effect on the electronic properties of graphene should 
be irrelevant for our experiment. The comparison of C 1s and 
N 1s peak areas allowed us quantifying the concentration of 
dopants within an error bar of 0.5% of a ML (see Section 8 in 
the Supporting Information). With an increasing irradiation 
time from 3 to 12 min, the estimated N coverage for the gra-
phitic nitrogen  θ  N  rises from 0.02 to 0.07 ML. The reason for 
such large doping will be discussed below. 

 To test the stability of implanted nitrogen, the fi lm was 
subsequently annealed in ultrahigh vacuum, up to a tem-
perature of 800 °C. The process was followed in situ by 
real-time XPS, probing the N 1s emission. The intensity of 
the various components, as determined in a fi t, is displayed 
in  Figure    2  . As can be seen, both N2 (pyrrolic-like) and N4 
decrease steadily with increasing sample temperature. Their 
residual intensity is negligible at high temperatures, dem-
onstrating that these species are unstable. The intensity of 
pyridinic N1 component, also associated with intercalated 
nitrogen, decreases moderately up to ≈430 °C; above this 
temperature, it suddenly decays (similarly to the nitrogen 

embedded in the clean Ir(111) surface, see Section 5 in the 
Supporting Information). On the contrary, the graphitic N3 
component remains constant up to ≈500 °C; then, it decreases 
moderately with annealing temperature. Nonetheless, a sig-
nifi cant amount of N3 is still found at temperatures above 
750 °C. While the pyridinic and the embedded nitrogen are 
lost above 430 °C, presumably due to desorption, graphitic 
N3 appears to be the most thermally stable species. After 
annealing, we found that the nitrogen coverage  θ  N  had 
decreased from 0.07 to 0.04 ML. Most importantly, the anal-
ysis of LEEM and XPEEM data revealed that the width of 
the penumbra region does not change even after annealing 
up to 800 °C, and that no detectable amount of nitrogen 
(<0.5% ML) has migrated outside of the irradiated area (see 
Section 9 in the Supporting Information).  

 Microprobe angle resolved photoemission spectroscopy 
(µ-ARPES) measurements permitted us to obtain direct 
information on the doping in graphene. Irradiated and non-
irradiated regions were probed separately, before and after 
annealing. The momentum distribution curves (MDCs), 
extracted from the entire set of the ARPES data after irra-
diation, are shown in  Figure    3  . The panel on the left hand 
side of the fi gure presents MDCs of nonirradiated graphene, 
representing a cut perpendicular to ΓK on the K point. The 
superimposed blue lines were obtained by quantitatively 
evaluating the center of each π-band branch, allowing us to 
estimate  E  D  = 0.08 ±  0.03 eV and the corresponding Fermi 
velocity  V  F  = (0.87 ±  0.02) × 10 6  m s −1 , in fair agreement 
with the literature. [ 17,22 ]  The corresponding MDCs for the 
annealed ion irradiated fi lm are presented in the right panel 
of the same fi gure. The resulting change in doping can be 
noted already from visual inspection. By fi tting the MDC, 
we obtained estimates for  E  D  of −0.45 ±  0.07 eV (−0.60 ±  
0.05 eV) and  V  F  = (0.80 ±  0.02) × 10 6  ms −1  ((0.94 ±  0.16) × 
10 6  ms −1 ), for irradiation time of 3 (12) min. The  E  D  and  V  F  
values of the nonirradiated area did not change after the 
irradiation. By considering the larger abundance of N3 spe-
cies with respect to vacancies (7% of ML vs 1.7% of ML 
for large irradiation times), the observed n-doping may be 
attributed to graphitic N. Such n-type doping might be in 
part mitigated by the effect of vacancies, which are known 
to induce p-type doping, as previously demonstrated for Ar 
bombarded graphene on SiC. [ 23 ]  Moreover, the low coverage 
value of  E  D  in the irradiated area is reasonably close to the 
value of ≈−0.30 eV reported for graphene on Ni(111), slightly 
doped with pyridinic-like nitrogen. [ 10 ]  The latter value results 
instead from the longer irradiation time, which assured a very 
high doping ( θ  N  = 0.07 ML), far above the typical value of a 
few percent, thus producing a large shift of the Dirac point. 
The 10% change in Fermi velocity with respect to the non-
irradiated value, together with the relatively low abundance 
of vacancies, revealed by the analysis of XPS C 1s spectra, 
suggest that the carrier mobility may have degraded only 
slightly. This is in accord with recent results for graphene with 
comparable n-doping, [ 24 ]  supporting the scenario that irradi-
ated and nonirradiated samples may exhibit similar values of 
mobility after annealing to 800 °C,  E  D  was found to increase 
to −0.37 ±  0.02 eV in the irradiated area, while  V  F  assisted to 
(0.89 ±  0.14) × 10 6  ms −1 . The annealing to 800 °C thus restored 
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 Figure 2.    Evolution of the intensity of the N 1s components, N1–N4, 
plotted as a function of the annealing temperature. For explanation see 
text. In the inset the N 1s spectra of ion irradiated graphene before and 
after annealing at 800 °C are compared;  hν  = 500 eV.
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was followed probing the N 1s photoemission line every 2 s. The intensity of 
the various components, as determined in a fit, is presented in Fig. 20c. As 
can be seen, both N2 and N4 components decrease steadily with increasing 
temperature, reaching negligible intensity at high temperature. The N1 
component, associated with intercalated, pyridine-like nitrogen, decreases 
moderately up to 430 °C and suddenly decays above this temperature. The 
N3 component, related to graphitic nitrogen, remains constant up to 500 °C 
and decays moderately with annealing temperature. After annealing, the 
overall nitrogen coverage decreased from 0.07 ML to 0.04 ML. The real time 
μ-XPS highlighted the different evolution of each defect species during 
annealing, giving highly valuable information on the stability of doping level for 
annealed heterostructures embedded in a single graphene sheet. 

The dispersion mode can probe photoemitted electrons at any given start 
voltage. Therefore, it is suitable to probe not only core level electrons, but also 
valence band electrons and even secondary electrons. It should be noticed 
that the size of the contrast aperture determines the angular acceptance, i.e. 
the probed region in the reciprocal space. Usually the neighborhood of Γ in 
the FBZ is selected, but one can use the methods introduced for darkfield 
measurement (Sect. 4.1.2) to filter another region of the '-space. Very often, 
core level XPS measurement is combined with valence band measurement 
up to the Fermi edge, to refer the binding energy. The Fermi edge of 
conductive surfaces at low temperature is frequently used to test on the go 
the energy resolution of the instrument. The edge of the secondary yield can 
be also probed to measure the work function differences among separate 
areas.  

5. Perspectives 

More than 80 years after the first PEEM image, cathode lens microscopy 
continues to be one of the most used techniques in surface science. The 
ability to conjugate microscopy, spectroscopy and diffraction in a single 
instrument is the key of its successful application in several fields. The 
increasingly high level of sophistication led to the construction of systems with 
many specializations, such as magnetic imaging, pump-probe photoemission, 
synchrotron endstations, momentum microscopes and more. The growing 
user community shares its findings and perspectives in many dedicated 
workshops; among others, the LEEM-PEEM biennial gathering reviews the 
status of LEEM, PEEM, SPLEEM, XPEEM and related techniques, promotes 
applications of cathode lens microscopy to a broader audience and highlights 
the most recent scientific advances and instrumental developments. 

After the advent of synchrotron radiation, spin polarized electron guns and 
pulsed laser in the attosecond domain, cathode lens microscopy can be 
defined as a mature and well established technique. In the more recent years, 
much of the technical effort is spent to address three main problems, here 
reviewed briefly: 



Reduction of space charge effect: its inevitability imposes the creation of a 
system expressly designed to circumvent it. Such apparatus must have 
particular filters in the backfocal plane, in the first intermediate image plane 
and in the first dispersive plane, all of them placed very close to the objective 
lens. Moreover, it must be equipped with state-of-the-art detection system. 
The new generation of SMART microscope, called SMART 2, is currently 
(2017) under construction and implements most of the strategies discussed to 
give full advantage of aberration correction in XPEEM. This development is 
needed for advance in pump-probe experiments. 

Resolution improvement: in principle, the aberration correction via 
electrostatic mirror pushes LEEM towards the ultimate resolution, i.e. the 
diffraction limit. Several groups, with remarkable mention of Ruud Tromp’s 
team, have investigated theoretical and experimental aspects of aberration 
correction. They discovered that the correct state is intrinsically unstable due 
to the performance of electronics. The creation of more stable devices and a 
dynamic feedback system that prolongs the lifetime of the correct state 
remains a serious challenge. 

Pressure gap: in a standard cathode lens microscope, the high electrostatic 
field of the accelerating stage limits the pressure in the main chamber to be 
lower than ~ 10-5 mbar. The direct observation of surfaces under near-
ambient pressures is highly desirable, e.g., in the field of catalysis. In 
principle, the implementation of high-pressure cathode lens microscopy can 
take profit of the technical development of near-ambient pressure XPS 
systems, already available since late 2000s. These systems are equipped 
with a pressure cell that maintains high pressure in a small volume in front of 
the sample and let photoemitted electrons escape through nozzles and 
membranes towards the detector placed in UHV condition. The design of a 
high-pressure cell that works with the strong electrostatic fields required in 
cathode lens microscopy is a very difficult task that may require years of 
research and development. A successful breakthrough in the pressure 
problem can breathe new life into the cathode lens microscopy user 
community and ensure a bright future for this technique. 
 
  



Bibliography 
 
1.  E. Bauer: Surface Microscopy with Low Energy Electrons (Springer-

Verlag, New York 2014). 
2.  C. J. Davisson, L. H. Germer: Diffraction of electrons by a crystal of 

nickel, Phys. Rev. 30, 705–740 (1927). 
3.  E. Brüche: Elektronenmikroskop, Naturwissenschaften 20, 49 (1932). 
4.  E. Brüche, H. Johansson: Elektronenoptik und Elektronenmikroskopie, 

Naturwissenschaften 20, 353–358 (1932). 
5.  E. Brüche: Elektronenmikroscopische Abbildung mit lichtelektrischen 

Elektronen, Z. Phys. 86, (1933). 
6.  E. Brüche, O. Scherzer: Geometrische Elektronenoptik (Springer, Berlin 

1934). 
7.  W. Henneberg, A. Recknagel: Der chromatische Fehler bei 

elektronenoptischen Anwendungen, insbesondere beim Bildwandler, Z. 
Techn. Phys. 16, 230–235 (1935). 

8.  H. Boersch: Über die primäre and sekundäre Bild im 
Elektronenmikroskop. I. Eingriffe in das Beugungsbild und ihr Einfluss 
auf die Abbildung, Ann. Phys. 26, 631–644 (1936). 

9.  A. Recknagel: Zur Theorie des Elektronenspiegels, Z. Techn. Phys. 17, 
643–645 (1936). 

10.  A. Recknagel: Theorie des elektrisches Elektronenmikroskops für 
Selbststrahler, Z. Phys. 117, 689–708 (1941). 

11.  E. Bauer: LEEM and UHV-PEEM: A retrospective, Ultramicroscopy 119, 
18–23 (2012). 

12.  E. Bauer: Electron Microscopy, in S.S.J. Breese (ed.): Proc. Fifth Int. 
Congr. Electron Microsc. Academic Press, New York 1962, p. D-11. 

13.  G. Turner, E. Bauer: Design features of an ultrahigh-vacuum electron 
microscope, in Proc. 22nd Annu. Meet. EMSA Journal of Applied 
Physics, 35, Detroit 1964, 

14.  O. H. Griffith, G. H. Lesch, G. F. Rempfer, G. B. Birrell, C. A. Burke, D. 
W. Schlosser, M. H. Mallon, G. B. Lee, R. G. Stafford, P. C. Jost, T. B. 
Marriot: Photoelectron microscopy: a new approach to mapping organic 
and biological surfaces, Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 69, 561–565 
(1972). 

15.  G. Pfefferkorn, K. Schur: Beiträge zur elektronenmikroskopischen 
Direktabbildung von Oberflächen, in Proc. First Int. Conf. Emiss. 
Electron Microsc. Verlag R.A. Remy, Münster 1979, pp. 205–233. 

16.  W. Telieps: Ph.D. Thesis, TU Clausthal (1983). 
17.  W. Telieps, E. Bauer: An analytical reflection and emission UHV surface 

electron microscope, Ultramicroscopy 17, 57–65 (1985). 
18.  W. Telieps, E. Bauer: The (7 × 7) ↔ (1 × 1) phase transition on Si(111), 



Surf. Sci. 162, 163–168 (1985). 
19.  B. P. Tonner, G. R. Harp: Photoelectron microscopy with synchrotron 

radiation, Rev. Sci. Instrum. 59, 853 (1988). 
20.  H. H. Rotermund, W. Engel, M. Kordesch, G. Ertl: Imaging of spatio-

temporal pattern evolution during carbon monoxide oxidation on 
platinum, Nature 343, 355–357 (1990). 

21.  T. Schmidt, S. Heun, J. Slezak, J. Diaz, K. C. Prince, G. Lilienkamp, E. 
Bauer: SPELEEM: Combining LEEM and Spectroscopic Imaging, Surf. 
Rev. Lett. 5, 1287–1296 (1998). 

22.  M. S. Altman, W. F. Chung, C. H. Liu: LEEM Phase Contrast, Surf. Rev. 
Lett. 5, 1129–1141 (1998). 

23.  T. Duden, E. Bauer: A compact electron-spin-polarization manipulator, 
Rev. Sci. Instrum. 66, 2861 (1995). 

24.  J. Stöhr, Y. Wu, B. D. Hermsmeier, M. G. Samant, G. R. Harp, S. 
Koranda, D. Dunham, B. P. Tonner: Element-Specific Magnetic 
Microscopy with Circularly Polarized X-Rays, Science 259, 658–661 
(1993). 

25.  R. Fink, M. R. Weiss, E. Umbach, D. Preikszas, H. Rose, R. Spehr, P. 
Hartel, W. Engel, R. Degenhardt, R. Wichtendahl, H. Kuhlenbeck, W. 
Erlebach, K. Ihmann, R. Schlögl, H.-J. Freund,  a. M. Bradshaw, G. 
Lilienkamp, T. Schmidt, E. Bauer, G. Benner: SMART: a planned 
ultrahigh-resolution spectromicroscope for BESSY II, J. Electron 
Spectros. Relat. Phenomena 84, 231–250 (1997). 

26.  R. M. Tromp, J. B. Hannon, A. W. Ellis, W. Wan, A. Berghaus, O. 
Schaff: A new aberration-corrected, energy-filtered LEEM/PEEM 
instrument. I. Principles and design, Ultramicroscopy 110, 852–861 
(2010). 

27.  W. Wan, J. Feng, H. A. Padmore, D. S. Robin: Simulation of a mirror 
corrector for PEEM3, Nucl. Instruments Methods Phys. Res. Sect. A 
Accel. Spectrometers, Detect. Assoc. Equip. 519, 222–229 (2004). 

28.  J. Vogel, W. Kuch, M. Bonfim, J. Camarero, Y. Pennec, F. Offi, K. 
Fukumoto, J. Kirschner, A. Fontaine, S. Pizzini: Time-resolved magnetic 
domain imaging by x-ray photoemission electron microscopy, Appl. 
Phys. Lett. 82, 2299 (2003). 

29.  M. Foerster, J. Prat, V. Massana, N. Gonzalez, A. Fontsere, B. Molas, 
O. Matilla, E. Pellegrin, L. Aballe: Custom sample environments at the 
ALBA XPEEM, Ultramicroscopy 171, 63–69 (2016). 

30.  www.elmitec-gmbh.com 
31.  www.specs.de 
32.  E. Bauer: The resolution of the low energy electron reflection 

microscope, Ultramicroscopy 17, 51–56 (1985). 
33.  G. F. Rempfer, O. H. Griffith: Emission Microscopy and Related 

Techniques - Resolution in Photoelectron Microscopy, Low-Energy 



Electron-Microscopy and Mirror Electron-Microscopy, Ultramicroscopy 
47, 35–54 (1992). 

34.  J. Feng, H. Padmore, D. H. Wei, S. Anders, Y. Wu, A. Scholl, D. Robin: 
Modeling the acceleration field and objective lens for an aberration 
corrected photoemission electron microscope, Rev. Sci. Instrum. 73, 
1514 (2002). 

35.  C. J. Davisson, C. J. Calbick: Electron Lenses, Phys. Rev. 42, 580–580 
(1932). 

36.  A. B. Pang, T. Müller, M. S. Altman, E. Bauer: Fourier optics of image 
formation in LEEM., J. Phys. Condens. Matter 21, 314006 (2009). 

37.  M. Mankos, D. Adler, L. Veneklasen, E. Munro: Electron optics for high 
throughput low energy electron microscopy, Surf. Sci. 601, 4733–4741 
(2007). 

38.  M. Escher, N. Weber, M. Merkel, C. Ziethen, P. Bernhard, G. 
Schönhense, S. Schmidt, F. Forster, F. Reinert, B. Krömker, D. 
Funnemann: Nanoelectron spectroscopy for chemical analysis: a novel 
energy filter for imaging x-ray photoemission spectroscopy, J. Phys. 
Condens. Matter 17, S1329–S1338 (2005). 

39.  G. D. Archard, T. Mulvey: Magnetic deflexion of electron beams without 
astigmatism, J. Sci. Instrum. 35, 279–283 (1958). 

40.  V. Kolarik, M. Mankos, L. H. Veneklasen: Close packed prism arrays for 
electron microscopy, Optik (Stuttg). 87, 1–12 (1991). 

41.  H. Rose, D. Preikszas: Outline of a versatile corrected LEEM, Optik 
(Stuttg). 92, 31–44 (1992). 

42.  R. Wichtendahl, R. Fink, H. Kuhlenbeck, D. Preikszas, H. Rose, R. 
Spehr, P. Hartel, W. Engel, R. Schlögl, H.-J. Freund,  a. M. Bradshaw, 
G. Lilienkamp, T. Schmidt, E. Bauer, G. Benner, E. Umbach: SMART: 
An Aberration-Corrected XPEEM/LEEM with Energy Filter, Surf. Rev. 
Lett. 5, 1249–1256 (1998). 

43.  A. Locatelli, L. Aballe, T. O. Menteş, M. Kiskinova, E. Bauer: 
Photoemission electron microscopy with chemical sensitivity: SPELEEM 
methods and applications, Surf. Interface Anal. 38, 1554–1557 (2006). 

44.  T. O. Menteş, G. Zamborlini, A. Sala, A. Locatelli: Cathode lens 
spectromicroscopy: methodology and applications., Beilstein J. 
Nanotechnol. 5, 1873–86 (2014). 

45.  M. Escher, N. Weber, M. Merkel, B. Krömker, D. Funnemann, S. 
Schmidt, F. Reinert, F. Forster, S. Hüfner, P. Bernhard, C. Ziethen, H. J. 
Elmers, G. Schönhense: NanoESCA: imaging UPS and XPS with high 
energy resolution, J. Electron Spectros. Relat. Phenomena 144, 1179–
1182 (2005). 

46.  S. Lanio, H. Rose, D. Krahl: Test and improved design of a corrected 
imaging magnetic energy filter, Optik (Stuttg). 73, 56–68 (1986). 

47.  H. Marchetto: Ph.D. Thesis, FU Berlin (2006). 



48.  O. Scherzer: Über einige Fehler von Elektronenlinsen, Zeitschrift für 
Phys. 101, 593–603 (1936). 

49.  T. Schmidt, U. Groh, R. Fink, E. Umbach, O. Schaff, W. Engel, B. 
Richter, H. Kuhlenbeck, R. Schlögl, H.-J. Freund,  a. M. Bradshaw, D. 
Preikszas, P. Hartel, R. Spehr, H. Rose, G. Lilienkamp, E. Bauer, G. 
Benner: XPEEM With Energy-Filtering: Advantages and First Results 
From the Smart Project, Surf. Rev. Lett. 9, 223–232 (2002). 

50.  R. M. Tromp: Measuring and correcting aberrations of a cathode 
objective lens, Ultramicroscopy 111, 273–281 (2011). 

51.  I. Dietrich, K. H. Herrmann, C. Passow: Proposal for a high-voltage 
electron microscope with superconducting microwave linear accelerator 
and superconducting lenses, Optik (Stuttg). 42, 439–462 (1975). 

52.  M. Hibino, S. Maruse: Correction of the Spherical Aberration of a 
Magnetic Lens with a Foil Lens, J. Electron Microsc. (Tokyo). 25, 229–
236 (1976). 

53.  M. Haider, S. Uhlemann, E. Schwan, H. Rose, B. Kabius, K. Urban: 
Electron microscopy image enhanced, Nature 392, 768–769 (1998). 

54.  O. L. Krivanek, N. Dellby, A. R. Lupini: Towards sub-Å electron beams, 
Ultramicroscopy 78, 1–11 (1999). 

55.  G. F. Rempfer, M. S. Mauch: Correction of chromatic aberration with an 
electron mirror, Optik (Stuttg). 92, 3–8 (1992). 

56.  H. Rose, D. Preikszas: Time-dependent perturbation formalism for 
calculating the aberrations of systems with large ray gradients, Nucl. 
Instrum. Methods Phys. Res. A 363, 201 (1995). 

57.  P. W. Hawkes: Aberration correction past and present., Philos. Trans. 
A. Math. Phys. Eng. Sci. 367, 3637–64 (2009). 

58.  R. Könenkamp, T. Jones, J. Elstner, R. Word, G. Rempfer, T. Dixon, L. 
Almaraz, W. Skoczylas: Image properties in an aberration-corrected 
photoemission electron microscope, Phys. Procedia 1, 505–511 (2008). 

59.  R. Könenkamp, R. C. Word, G. F. Rempfer, T. Dixon, L. Almaraz, T. 
Jones: 5.4nm spatial resolution in biological photoemission electron 
microscopy, Ultramicroscopy 110, 899–902 (2010). 

60.  T. Schmidt, H. Marchetto, P. L. Lévesque, U. Groh, F. Maier, D. 
Preikszas, P. Hartel, R. Spehr, G. Lilienkamp, W. Engel, R. Fink, E. 
Bauer, H. Rose, E. Umbach, H. J. Freund: Double aberration correction 
in a low-energy electron microscope, Ultramicroscopy 110, 1358–1361 
(2010). 

61.  S. M. Schramm, S. J. van der Molen, R. M. Tromp: Intrinsic instability of 
aberration-corrected electron microscopes., Phys. Rev. Lett. 109, 
163901 (2012). 

62.  T. Schmidt, A. Sala, H. Marchetto, E. Umbach, H.-J. Freund: First 
experimental proof for aberration correction in XPEEM: resolution, 
transmission enhancement, and limitation by space charge effects., 



Ultramicroscopy 126, 23–32 (2013). 
63.  L. Reimer: Transmission Electron Microscopy (Springer Berlin 

Heidelberg, Berlin, Heidelberg 1997). 
64.  W. A. Mackie, G. G. Magera: Defined emission area and custom 

thermal electron sources, J. Vac. Sci. Technol. B Microelectron. Nanom. 
Struct. 29, 06F601 (2011). 

65.  R. M. Tromp, M. Mankos, M. C. Reuter, A. W. Ellis, M. Copel: A New 
Low Energy Electron Microscope, Surf. Rev. Lett. 5, 1189–1197 (1998). 

66.  L. W. Swanson, G. A. Schwind: A Review of the Cold-Field Electron 
Cathode, Adv. Imaging Electron Phys. 159, 63–100 (2009). 

67.  L. W. Swanson, G. A. Schwind: A review of the ZrO/W Schottky 
cathode, in J. Orloff (Ed.) Handbook of Charged Particle Optics, CRC 
Press 200, 77–102 (1997). 

68.  X. Jin, N. Yamamoto, Y. Nakagawa, A. Mano, T. Kato, M. Tanioku, T. 
Ujihara, Y. Takeda, S. Okumi, M. Yamamoto, T. Nakanishi, T. Saka, H. 
Horinaka, T. Kato, T. Yasue, T. Koshikawa: Super-High Brightness and 
High-Spin-Polarization Photocathode, Appl. Phys. Express 1, 45002 
(2008). 

69.  X. Jin, F. Ichihashi, A. Mano, N. Yamamoto, Y. Takeda: Fourfold 
Increase in Quantum Efficiency in Highly Spin-Polarized Transmission-
Type Photocathode, Jpn. J. Appl. Phys. 51, 108004 (2012). 

70.  X. Jin, S. Matsuba, Y. Honda, T. Miyajima, M. Yamamoto, T. Utiyama, 
Y. Takeda: Picosecond electron bunches from GaAs/GaAsP strained 
superlattice photocathode, Ultramicroscopy 130, 44–48 (2013). 

71.  X. Jin, A. Mano, F. Ichihashi, N. Yamamoto, Y. Takeda: High-
Performance Spin-Polarized Photocathodes Using a GaAs/GaAsP 
Strain-Compensated Superlattice, Appl. Phys. Express 6, 15801 (2013). 

72.  L. Wegmann, R. Buhl, H. D. Dannohl, R. Graber, E. Grauer-Carstensen, 
M. Gribi: Über einige neue Ergebnisse aus der Photoemissions-
Elektronenmikroskopie, Ergebnisse der Hochvakuumtechnik und der 
Phys. dünner Schichten (1971). 

73.  G. Massey, M. Jones, J. Johnson: Nonlinear photoemission for viewing 
guided or evanescent waves, IEEE J. Quantum Electron. 17, 1035–
1041 (1981). 

74.  F.-J. Meyer zu Heringdorf, L. I. Chelaru, S. Möllenbeck, D. Thien, M. 
Horn-von Hoegen: Femtosecond photoemission microscopy, Surf. Sci. 
601, 4700–4705 (2007). 

75.  T. Nakagawa, K. Watanabe, Y. Matsumoto, T. Yokoyama: Magnetic 
circular dichroism photoemission electron microscopy using laser and 
threshold photoemission., J. Phys. Condens. Matter 21, 314010 (2009). 

76.  T. Nakagawa, T. Yokoyama: Laser induced threshold photoemission 
magnetic circular dichroism and its application to photoelectron 
microscope, J. Electron Spectros. Relat. Phenomena 185, 356–364 



(2012). 
77.  T. O. Menteş, M. A. Niño, A. Locatelli: Spectromicroscopy with Low-

Energy Electrons: LEEM and XPEEM Studies at the Nanoscale, e-
Journal Surf. Sci. Nanotechnol. 9, 72–79 (2011). 

78.  A. Locatelli, T. O. Menteş, M. Á. Niño, E. Bauer: Image blur and energy 
broadening effects in XPEEM, Ultramicroscopy 111, 1447–1454 (2011). 

79.  T. Taniuchi, Y. Kotani, S. Shin: Ultrahigh-spatial-resolution chemical 
and magnetic imaging by laser-based photoemission electron 
microscopy, Rev. Sci. Instrum. 86, 23701 (2015). 

80.  C. Tusche, A. Krasyuk, J. Kirschner: Spin resolved bandstructure 
imaging with a high resolution momentum microscope, Ultramicroscopy 
159, 520–529 (2015). 

81.  O. Schmidt, M. Bauer, C. Wiemann, R. Porath, M. Scharte, O. 
Andreyev, G. Schönhense, M. Aeschlimann: Time-resolved two photon 
photoemission electron microscopy, Appl. Phys. B 74, 223–227 (2002). 

82.  A. Mikkelsen, J. Schwenke, T. Fordell, G. Luo, K. Klünder, E. Hilner, N. 
Anttu, A. A. Zakharov, E. Lundgren, J. Mauritsson, J. N. Andersen, H. 
Q. Xu, A. L’Huillier: Photoemission electron microscopy using extreme 
ultraviolet attosecond pulse trains, Rev. Sci. Instrum. 80, 123703 
(2009). 

83.  M. A. Van Hove, W. H. Weinberg, C.-M. Chan: Low-Energy Electron 
Diffraction (Springer Berlin Heidelberg, Berlin, Heidelberg 1986). 

84.  M. S. Altman, W. F. Chung, Z. Q. He, H. C. Poon, S. Y. Tong: Quantum 
size effect in low energy electron diffraction of thin films, Appl. Surf. Sci. 
169–170, 82–87 (2001). 

85.  W. F. Chung, M. S. Altman: Step contrast in low energy electron 
microscopy, Ultramicroscopy 74, 237–246 (1998). 

86.  S. M. Kennedy, N. E. Schofield, D. M. Paganin, D. E. Jesson: Wave 
Optical Treatment of Surface Step Contrast in Low-Energy Electron 
Microscopy, Surf. Rev. Lett. 16, 855–867 (2009). 

87.  R. P. Yu, S. M. Kennedy, D. M. Paganin, D. E. Jesson: Phase retrieval 
low energy electron microscopy, Micron 41, 232–238 (2010). 

88.  S. M. Schramm, A. B. Pang, M. S. Altman, R. M. Tromp: A Contrast 
Transfer Function approach for image calculations in standard and 
aberration-corrected LEEM and PEEM, Ultramicroscopy 115, 88–108 
(2012). 

89.  A. B. Pang, A. Pavlovska, L. Däweritz, A. Locatelli, E. Bauer, M. S. 
Altman: LEEM image phase contrast of MnAs stripes, Ultramicroscopy 
130, 7–12 (2013). 

90.  A. Sala: Ph.D. Thesis, FU Berlin (2013). 
91.  P. Sutter, J. T. Sadowski, E. Sutter: Graphene on Pt(111): Growth and 

substrate interaction, Phys. Rev. B - Condens. Matter Mater. Phys. 80, 
1–10 (2009). 



92.  A. Sala, H. Marchetto, Z. H. Qin, S. Shaikhutdinov, T. Schmidt, H. J. 
Freund: Defects and inhomogeneities in Fe3O4(111) thin film growth on 
Pt(111), Phys. Rev. B - Condens. Matter Mater. Phys. 86, 1–10 (2012). 

93.  W. Weiss, W. Ranke: Surface chemistry and catalysis on well-defined 
epitaxial iron-oxide layers, Prog. Surf. Sci. 70, 1–151 (2002). 

94.  F. Genuzio, A. Sala, T. Schmidt, D. Menzel, H.-J. Freund: 
Interconversion of α-Fe2O3 and Fe3O4 Thin Films: Mechanisms, 
Morphology, and Evidence for Unexpected Substrate Participation, J. 
Phys. Chem. C 118, 29068–29076 (2014). 

95.  S. M. Kennedy, C. X. Zheng, W. X. Tang, D. M. Paganin, D. E. Jesson: 
Laplacian image contrast in mirror electron microscopy, Proc. R. Soc. 
London A Math. Phys. Eng. Sci. (2010). 

96.  S. M. Kennedy, C. X. Zheng, W. X. Tang, D. M. Paganin, D. E. Jesson: 
Caustic imaging of gallium droplets using mirror electron microscopy, 
Ultramicroscopy 111, 356–363 (2011). 

97.  S. M. Kennedy, D. E. Jesson, D. M. Paganin: Laplacian and caustic 
imaging theories of MEM work-function contrast, IBM J. Res. Dev. 55, 
3:1-3:8 (2011). 

98.  M. S. Altman, H. Pinkvos, J. Hurst, H. Poppa, G. Marx, E. Bauer: Spin 
Polarized Low Energy Electron Microscopy of Surface Magnetic 
Structure, MRS Proc. 232, 125 (1991). 

99.  T. Duden, E. Bauer: Spin-polarized low energy electron microscopy of 
ferromagnetic layers, J. Electron Microsc. (Tokyo). 47, 379–385 (1998). 

100.  E. Bauer: Spin-polarized Low Energy Electron Microscopy, in: Handb. 
Magn. Adv. Magn. Mater. John Wiley & Sons, Ltd, Chichester, UK 2007. 

101.  N. Rougemaille, A. K. Schmid: Magnetic imaging with spin-polarized 
low-energy electron microscopy, Eur. Phys. J. Appl. Phys. 50, 20101 
(2010). 

102.  J. Stöhr, H. C. Siegmann: Magnetism (Springer Berlin Heidelberg, 
Berlin, Heidelberg 2006). 

103.  E. Bauer, R. Belkhou, S. Cherifi, R. Hertel, S. Heun, A. Locatelli, A. 
Pavlovska, R. Zdyb, N. Agarwal, H. Wang: Microscopy of mesoscopic 
ferromagnetic systems with slow electrons, Surf. Interface Anal. 38, 
1622–1627 (2006). 

104.  R. M. Tromp, Y. Fujikawa, J. B. Hannon, A. W. Ellis, A. Berghaus, O. 
Schaff: A simple energy filter for low energy electron 
microscopy/photoelectron emission microscopy instruments, J. Phys. 
Condens. Matter 21, 314007 (2009). 

105.  H. Ibach, D. L. Mills: Electron energy loss spectroscopy and surface 
vibrations (Academic press 2013). 

106.  L. Vattuone, L. Savio, M. Rocca: High Resolution Electron Energy Loss 
Spectroscopy (HREELS): A Sensitive and Versatile Surface Tool, in G. 
Bracco and B. Holst (eds.): Surf. Sci. Tech. Springer Berlin Heidelberg, 



Berlin, Heidelberg 2013, pp. 499–529. 
107.  J. Sun, J. B. Hannon, R. M. Tromp, P. Johari, A. A. Bol, V. B. Shenoy, 

K. Pohl: Spatially-Resolved Structure and Electronic Properties of 
Graphene on Polycrystalline Ni, ACS Nano 4, 7073–7077 (2010). 

108.  S. Nappini, I. Píš, T. O. Menteş, A. Sala, M. Cattelan, S. Agnoli, F. 
Bondino, E. Magnano: Formation of a Quasi-Free-Standing Single 
Layer of Graphene and Hexagonal Boron Nitride on Pt(111) by a Single 
Molecular Precursor, Adv. Funct. Mater. 26, 1120-1126 (2016). 

109.  A. Politano, A. R. Marino, V. Formoso, D. Farías, R. Miranda, G. 
Chiarello: Quadratic Dispersion and Damping Processes of π Plasmon 
in Monolayer Graphene on Pt(111), Plasmonics 7, 369–376 (2012). 

110.  C. T. Pan, R. R. Nair, U. Bangert, Q. Ramasse, R. Jalil, R. Zan, C. R. 
Seabourne, A. J. Scott: Nanoscale electron diffraction and plasmon 
spectroscopy of single- and few-layer boron nitride, Phys. Rev. B 85, 
45440 (2012). 

111.  J. Höcker, T. O. Menteş, A. Sala, A. Locatelli, T. Schmidt, J. Falta, S. D. 
Senanayake, J. I. Flege: Unraveling the Dynamic Nanoscale 
Reducibility (Ce4+ → Ce3+) of CeOx–Ru in Hydrogen Activation, Adv. 
Mater. Interfaces 2, 1500314 (2015). 

112.  J. I. Flege, J. Höcker, B. Kaemena, T. O. Menteş, A. Sala, A. Locatelli, 
S. Gangopadhyay, J. T. Sadowski, S. D. Senanayake, J. Falta: Growth 
and Characterization of Epitaxially Stabilized Ceria(001) Nanostructures 
on Ru(0001), Nanoscale 8, 10849 (2016). 

113.  J. Wollschläger, M. Henzler: Defects at the Si(111)/SiO2 interface 
investigated with low-energy electron diffraction, Phys. Rev. B 39, 6052 
(1989). 

114.  T. Schmidt: Ph.D. Thesis, University of Hannover (1994). 
115.  R. Reichelt, S. Günther, J. Wintterlin, W. Moritz, L. Aballe, T. O. Menteş: 

Low energy electron diffraction and low energy electron microscopy 
microspot I/V analysis of the (4×4)O structure on Ag(111): Surface 
oxide or reconstruction?, J. Chem. Phys. 127, 134706 (2007). 

116.  S. Shaikhutdinov, M. Ritter, X. Wang, H. Over, W. Weiss: Defect 
structures on epitaxial Fe3O4(111) films, Phys. Rev. B 60, 62–69 (1999). 

117.  A. Barbieri, W. Weiss, M. A. Van Hove, G. A. Somorjai: Magnetite 
Fe3O4(111): surface structure by LEED crystallography and energetics, 
Surf. Sci. 302, 259–279 (1994). 

118.  J. B. Pendry: Reliability factors for LEED calculations, J. Phys. C Solid 
State Phys. 13, 937–944 (2000). 

119.  J. Pohl: Formation of electron-optical image with photoelectrons (PEEM 
and THEEM of Pt), Z. Tech. Phys. 15, 579–581 (1934). 

120.  E. Bauer: A brief history of PEEM, J. Electron Spectros. Relat. 
Phenomena 185, 314–322 (2012). 

121.  P. W. Hawkes, E. Kasper: Principles of electron optics (Academic press 



1996). 
122.  H. Boersch: Experimentelle Bestimmung der Energieverteilung in 

thermisch ausgelösten Elektronenstrahlen, Zeitschrift für Phys. 139, 
115–146 (1954). 

123.  J. Orloff: Handbook of charged particle optics (CRC, New York 1997). 
124.  X. J. Zhou, B. Wannberg, W. L. Yang, V. Brouet, Z. Sun, J. F. Douglas, 

D. Dessau, Z. Hussain, Z. X. Shen: Space charge effect and mirror 
charge effect in photoemission spectroscopy, J. Electron Spectros. 
Relat. Phenomena 142, 27–38 (2005). 

125.  N. M. Buckanie, J. Göhre, P. Zhou, D. von der Linde, M. Horn-von 
Hoegen, F.-J. Meyer Zu Heringdorf: Space charge effects in 
photoemission electron microscopy using amplified femtosecond laser 
pulses., J. Phys. Condens. Matter 21, 314003 (2009). 

126.  A. Locatelli, G. Zamborlini, T. O. Menteş: Growth of single and multi-
layer graphene on Ir(100), Carbon N. Y. 74, 237–248 (2014). 

127.  C. J. Powell, A. Jablonski: Surface sensitivity of X-ray photoelectron 
spectroscopy, Nucl. Instruments Methods Phys. Res. Sect. A Accel. 
Spectrometers, Detect. Assoc. Equip. 601, 54–65 (2009). 

128.  T. O. Menteş, A. Locatelli: Angle-resolved X-ray photoemission electron 
microscopy, J. Electron Spectros. Relat. Phenomena 185, 323–329 
(2012). 

129.  N. Barrett, E. Conrad, K. Winkler, B. Krömker: Dark field photoelectron 
emission microscopy of micron scale few layer graphene, Rev. Sci. 
Instrum. 83, 83706 (2012). 

130.  C. Africh, C. Cepek, L. L. Patera, G. Zamborlini, P. Genoni, T. O. 
Menteş, A. Sala, A. Locatelli, G. Comelli: Switchable graphene-
substrate coupling through formation/dissolution of an intercalated Ni-
carbide layer., Sci. Rep. 6, 19734 (2016). 

131.  V. M. Karpan, G. Giovannetti, P. A. Khomyakov, M. Talanana, A. A. 
Starikov, M. Zwierzycki, J. van den Brink, G. Brocks, P. J. Kelly: 
Graphite and Graphene as Perfect Spin Filters, Phys. Rev. Lett. 99, 
176602 (2007). 

132.  E. Celasco, G. Carraro, M. Smerieri, L. Savio, M. Rocca, L. Vattuone: 
Influence of growing conditions on the reactivity of Ni supported 
graphene towards CO, J. Chem. Phys. 146, 104704 (2017). 

133.  L. L. Patera, C. Africh, R. S. Weatherup, R. Blume, S. Bhardwaj, C. 
Castellarin-Cudia, A. Knop-Gericke, R. Schloegl, G. Comelli, S. 
Hofmann, C. Cepek: In situ observations of the atomistic mechanisms 
of Ni catalyzed low temperature graphene growth., ACS Nano 7, 7901–
12 (2013). 

134.  Y. S. Dedkov, M. Fonin, U. Rüdiger, C. Laubschat: Rashba Effect in the 
Graphene/Ni(111) System, Phys. Rev. Lett. 100, 107602 (2008). 

135.  F. M. F. de Groot: X-ray absorption and dichroism of transition metals 



and their compounds, J. Electron Spectros. Relat. Phenomena 67, 529–
622 (1994). 

136.  J. Stöhr: NEXAFS spectroscopy (Springer Science & Business Media 
2013). 

137.  J. Stöhr: Exploring the microscopic origin of magnetic anisotropies with 
X-ray magnetic circular dichroism (XMCD) spectroscopy, J. Magn. 
Magn. Mater. 200, 470–497 (1999). 

138.  E. W. Plummer, W. Eberhardt: Angle-Resolved Photoemission as a 
Tool for the Study of Surfaces, in I. Prigogine, S. A. Rice (eds.): 
Advances in Chemical Physics, Volume 49, John Wiley & Sons, 
Hoboken, NJ 2007, pp. 533–656. 

139.  P. Hofmann: Solid state physics: an introduction (John Wiley & Sons, 
New York 2015). 

140.  C. M. Schneider, C. Wiemann, M. Patt, V. Feyer, L. Plucinski, I. P. Krug, 
M. Escher, N. Weber, M. Merkel, O. Renault, N. Barrett: Expanding the 
view into complex material systems: From micro-ARPES to nanoscale 
HAXPES, J. Electron Spectros. Relat. Phenomena 185, 330–339 
(2012). 

141.  D. Usachov, O. Vilkov, A. Grüneis, D. Haberer, A. Fedorov, V. K. 
Adamchuk, A. B. Preobrajenski, P. Dudin, A. Barinov, M. Oehzelt, C. 
Laubschat, D. V. Vyalikh: Nitrogen-doped graphene: Efficient growth, 
structure, and electronic properties, Nano Lett. 11, 5401–5407 (2011). 

142.  A. Sala, G. Zamborlini, T. O. Menteş, A. Locatelli: Fabrication of 2D 
Heterojunction in Graphene via Low Energy N2+ Irradiation, Small 11, 
5927 (2015). 

143.  M. Scardamaglia, B. Aleman, M. Amati, C. Ewels, P. Pochet, N. 
Reckinger, J. F. Colomer, T. Skaltsas, N. Tagmatarchis, R. Snyders, L. 
Gregoratti, C. Bittencourt: Nitrogen implantation of suspended graphene 
flakes: Annealing effects and selectivity of sp2 nitrogen species, Carbon 
N. Y. 73, 371–381 (2014). 

144.  J. B. Pendry: Theory of photoemission, Surf. Sci. 57, 679–705 (1976). 
145.  S. Hüfner: Photoelectron Spectroscopy (Springer Berlin Heidelberg, 

Berlin, Heidelberg 1996). 
146.  K. Kim, S. Yang, Y. Park, M. Lee, B. Kim, H. Lee: Annealing Effects 

after Nitrogen Ion Casting on Monolayer and Multilayer Graphene, J. 
Phys. Chem. C 117, 2129–2134 (2013). 

147.  A. Barinov, L. Gregoratti, P. Dudin, S. La Rosa, M. Kiskinova: Imaging 
and Spectroscopy of Multiwalled Carbon Nanotubes during Oxidation: 
Defects and Oxygen Bonding, Adv. Mater. 21, 1916–1920 (2009). 

148.  T. Susi, M. Kaukonen, P. Havu, M. P. Ljungberg, P. Ayala, E. I. 
Kauppinen: Core level binding energies of functionalized and defective 
graphene., Beilstein J. Nanotechnol. 5, 121–32 (2014). 

149.  J. J. Yeh, I. Lindau: Atomic subshell photoionization cross sections and 



asymmetry parameters: 1 ⩽ Z ⩽ 103, At. Data Nucl. Data Tables 32, 1–
155 (1985). 

 


