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The complex range of interactions between electrons and electromagnetic fields gave
rise to countless scientific and technological advances. A prime example is photon-
induced nearfield electron microscopy (PINEM), enabling the detection of confined
electric fields in illuminated nanostructures with unprecedented spatial resolution.
However, PINEM is limited by its dependence on strong fields, making it unsuitable for
sensitive samples, and its inability to resolve complex phasor information. Here, we
leverage the nonlinear, over-constrained nature of PINEM to present an algorithmic
microscopy approach, achieving far superior nearfield imaging capabilities. Our
algorithm relies on free-electron Ramsey-type interferometry to produce orders-of-
magnitude improvement in sensitivity and ambiguity-immune nearfield phase
reconstruction, both of which are optimal when the electron exhibits a fully quantum
behavior. Our results demonstrate the potential of combining algorithmic approaches
with novel modalities in electron microscopy, and may lead to various applications from
imaging sensitive biological samples to performing full-field tomography of confined

light.
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I. Introduction

The interaction of electrons with static and dynamic electromagnetic fields lies at the center
of numerous discoveries and applications. This interaction serves as the basic principle behind
achieving atomic resolution [1,2]; it can result in new methods for characterizing the electronic
[3] and magnetic [4] properties of materials; allows to promote and explore chemical processes
[5]; and help understanding many key cellular functions by visualizing macromolecular
machines [6]. In all above-mentioned examples, the nontrivial and multifaceted nature of the
interaction is essential.

A prime example for the interaction of electrons with electromagnetic fields is photon-
induced nearfield electron microscopy (PINEM) [7-9]. PINEM is an imaging technique relying
on the inelastic scattering of free-electrons from illuminated structures to reconstruct nearfield
amplitudes on the nanoscale with potentially sub-nm [10] and sub-ps [11] spatiotemporal
resolutions. Beyond the time-resolved imaging of field dynamics [12], PINEM enables a
plethora of additional abilities [13-18] such as detecting quantum emitter decoherence [19],
reconstructing the quantum state of free electrons [20], generating attosecond electron bunches
[21], and performing free electron wavefront shaping [22, 23].

However, when used for imaging, PINEM extracts only the amplitude of the nearfield
without any information about its phase, and routinely neglects the inherent nonlinear
connection between the nearfield and electron distributions [13, 14, 23]. Therefore, it is clear
that a large amount of latent information still exists in PINEM and can be exploited for the
efficient electromagnetic investigation of nanoscale objects including weakly-interacting ones.
This can only be achieved by integrating PINEM with another methodology, to increase the
possible degrees of freedom for investigation.

Notably, pre-modulating free electrons with a reference field has already proven to make

them sensitive to the electron's wave phase [20, 21, 24, 25], dubbed as Ramsey-type phase



control of free electrons [24]. Though sharing similar names, this phenomenon fundamentally
differs from conventional, atom-based Ramsey interferometry schemes [26, 27], primarily
since free electrons do not have a fixed set of internal degrees of freedom. Hence, the evolution
of their quantum state under an applied AC electric field involves only a change in their total
Kinetic energy via photon absorption/emission [8], therefore applicable at arbitrary frequencies
[28] and with a diverse range of samples.

More importantly, it boasts a large, multi-dimensional parameter space, including the
intensities and relative phase of the applied reference and sample fields, as well as the spectral
and temporal properties of the fields and the free electron itself. Thus, integrating Ramsey-type
control with PINEM is highly suitable for an algorithmic approach to optimize the extracted
sample information, while potentially gaining added advantage from the quantum dynamics
the electron undergoes by changing its kinetic energy.

Here, we propose Free Electron Ramsey-type Imaging (FERI) to achieve enhanced imaging
of both amplitude and phase of electromagnetic nearfields. We develop an algorithmic
approach that optimizes the signal extracted from the over-constrained interaction, showing
imaging with orders-of-magnitude less illumination power compared to conventional PINEM.
We exemplify the approach by simulating FERI with illuminated gold nanospheres, which are
potential markers in bioimaging [29, 30] (Fig. 1). FERI also enables ambiguity-immune phase-
resolved nearfield imaging, requiring no prior knowledge regarding the sample, which we
demonstrate by simulating the interaction of electrons with a hexagonal array of plasmonic
vortices [23, 31].

Instead of relying on transverse electron coherence, as in electron holography methods [32,
33], FERI relies on temporal (longitudinal) coherence, greatly simplifying the electron source
and optics, at the expense of more complex electromagnetic optics and addressing scheme.

While our scheme is compatible with both quantum and classical, point-particle electrons, we



provide analytical and numerical evidence that it performs optimally when the free electrons
behave entirely as quantum particles. Thus, our approach promotes the use of light-driven
electron microscopy in a plethora of platforms that could not have been investigated before,
and allows sensitive, low-dose characterization of materials, gaining advantage from the

quantum nature of the free electron.
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Fig. 1 Free-electron Ramsey-type imaging (FERI): leveraging the complex free-electron
interaction with confined fields for enhanced imaging. (a) Conventional PINEM imaging
versus (b) FERI. Left: The interaction configuration. Middle: Reconstruction of the amplitude
and phase of plasmonic nearfields with hexagonal symmetry, at a similar signal-to-noise ratio
and laser intensity. Right: Reconstruction of the weak nearfield induced by a gold nanosphere,
which can be used as a marker for bioimaging.

I1. Imaging via pre-modulated electron pulses (FERI)

We begin by describing the interaction of electrons with nearfields — the theory that lies at
the core of PINEM. The conventional PINEM theory usually considers an approximately
monoenergetic electron of mean energy E, that interacts with a nearfield of central frequency
w [7, 8,9, 11, 24]. Additionally, it is assumed that the electron energy spread oz, which is

much smaller than E, is also smaller than the light quanta Aw, such that energy measurements

distinguish between different number of absorbed/emitted quanta by the electron. This



situation, commonly occurring in optical and near IR frequencies, is akin to requiring a
quantum behavior of the electron. The majority of our analysis will focus on this case, but
special attention will be given to the scenario o5 > Aiw when analyzing the difference between
a classical and quantum electron in FERI.

PINEM theory further assumes a paraxial electron with energy significantly higher
compared to the light it interacts with (E, > hAw), such that the dispersion of the electron can
be linearized. All the above-mentioned approximations are typically satisfied under the
operating conditions of ultrafast scanning and transmission electron microscopes as shown in
previous works in the field [7-9, 11, 24, 34-38].

In this case, the Hamiltonian describing the interaction between the electromagnetic field
and the electron is given by:

H = E, — ihvd, + evE,(x,y,2)/w. (D
Here v is the velocity of the electron, e is the fundamental charge, and z is the direction of
propagation of the electron. According to this Hamiltonian, interactions between the electron
matter-wave and the electromagnetic wave result in a discrete energy exchange, such that the
probability P, to measure the electron with energy E, + lhw (with [ being an integer) is given

by 1/;(2lgD|?, where g is a dimensionless interaction constant, g =

izw

%f_"; dzE,(x,y,z)e v .Ingeneral, g = g(x,y) is a complex number and a function of the

transverse coordinates (x,y). By measuring g(x,y), one can in principle recover both the
amplitude and the phase of the nearfield E,(x,y), which in certain cases can suffice to
reconstruct the full field information [31]. However, any energy filtered spectrum
measurement ¥, P, can only extract information about the absolute value of the
interaction constant, |g|.

This is the case in conventional measurement schemes (Fig. 1a), where one filters the signal

over the entire gain side (I > 0) to extract the nearfield at the sample, given by the interaction



constant g.(x, y). In this case, we can use identities of Bessel functions [39] to conclude (see

section SI2 in the Supp. Information for full derivation):

N 1
Signal(x,y) o Y A(x,y) =5 (1= oQlgsx. D) = lgs P @)
=1

In the weak field regime (g « 1), the signal is directly proportional to the field intensity. The
quadratic dependence requires relatively intense fields to collect enough signal, making
conventional PINEM inappropriate for sensitive samples.

Since g is linear in the electric field, it can contain the superposition of two spatially
separated fields, one acting as a reference and the other is the unknown sample field [22, 24,
25]. Fig. 1b presents the FERI scheme: it relies on the electron temporal (longitudinal)
coherence to improve the detected PINEM signal at the sample by exploiting the additional
coherent interaction with the reference field (with interaction constant g,.).

Fig. 2 shows the working mechanics of the FERI scheme for phase reconstruction. By
adding an additional sub-cycle phase delay A¢ between the reference and sample fields, it is
possible to extract both the amplitude and phase of the sample field using energy filtering on
the post-interaction electron. The relative phase delay over-constrains the measurement, as it
adds up several images taken with different relative phases. The different raw measurements
are sampled from different distributions, thus enhancing image contrast rather than just

improving SNR (as would happen in conventional PINEM if more images were to be added

up).
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Fig. 2 Free-electron Ramsey-type imaging measurement scheme. A free electron in an
ultrafast transmission electron microscope is pre-modulated via an interaction with a reference
field. The pre-modulated electron probes the sample field, which is delayed by less than an
optical cycle relative to the reference field. The complex value of the field (both amplitude and
phase) is probed by measuring the distribution of energy-filtered electrons. (a) Evolution of the
electron spectral probability density (SPD) as it propagates through the system, in given
coordinates (x, y). The bottom two SPD showcase how the phase information of the field and
the nonlinear connection between its value and the electron distribution changes the measured
signal at different locations. (b) Illustration of the FERI scheme. (c) Top: the reference field,
consisting of a uniform amplitude and phase. Middle: the sample field (amplitude and phase).
Bottom: energy-filtered electron distribution measurements for conventional PINEM (left) and
FERI (right). From the latter, both the amplitude and phase can be reconstructed.

Probability Density

In the particularly interesting case of samples characterized by weak fields, we can replace
Eqg. 2 using a modified formula that takes directly into account the presence of a reference field

(see section SI2 in the Supporting Information for full derivation):
1
Signal(x, y) o z P50 —Jo(21g-D?) + 2J4 (219, DJ1 (219, D1gs(x, y)| cos(2gs(x, y) — Ap) (3)
l

A critical point in Eqg. 3 is the fact that the dynamic range of the measurement (in the limit of
lgs| < 1) scales as |g|, rather than of | g2|. This fact alone results in significant enhancement
of the sensitivity of FERI when compared to conventional PINEM. Furthermore, using EQ.3,

optimal

we find the optimal amplitude of the reference field interaction constant ( |g, |) for any



given case where |g¢| « 1. It is given by the first positive solution to the equation J,(2x)? —

J2(2x)]o(2%) — 2J,(2x)2 = 0 (see SI2), which yields |g°P"™| ~ 0.541 — a value well
within reach of typical PINEM experiments [11]. Using this optimal reference interaction, the

dynamic range of the signal in a sample with maximal interaction |gg*| <« 1 increases by the

)i (2

that more degrees of freedom arise from this analysis, such as scanning over different reference

optimal

9r

optimal

factor of 2J; (2 9r

)/|g§"| ~ 0.678/|gs"| (see SI2). It is noteworthy

field interaction constants | g,.| or by introducing and varying free-space propagation (see SI1).

I11. Enhanced and phased-resolved nearfield imaging

PINEM applications for field imaging have thus far used energy-filtered transmission
electron microscopy (EFTEM), filtering electrons over a certain range, only extracting part of
the spatial information of the field. The signal in such cases is linear in the field intensity. Once
we perform a pre-modulating interaction, the field at the sample can interfere with different
interaction orders [, and by energy filtering the electrons, the nonlinearity of the relation
between field and electron distributions provides a substantial additional information.

The general energy-filtered electron distribution measurement can be described as M =
Tietamer Pt = Ztetpe 121 GrotalD 12 With georal = gr + g5 and Leeer being the range of
filtered energies. The measured signal for each relative sub-cycle delay A¢ and each transverse

sample coordinate x, y, is:

M(x, YV A¢, Lfilterr |gs(x, 3’) |r Lgs(xr }’)) =

2
J1(24/19-12 + 1gsCe, )12 + 219, 11gs(x, ¥)| cos(2gs(x,¥) — AP))|

ZIELfilter
The measurement model expression is ambiguous, i.e., multiple values of {|g,|, 29} can
output the same value of energy-filtered electron distribution measurement, denoted as

Y (x,y,A¢, Liter). TO remove this ambiguity and extract the correct field g, the optimization



procedure (Fig. 3) scans over the relative phase between the reference field and sample field.
Alhough not used in this work, additional information can also be gained by scanning over the
filtered energy range. By using maximum likelihood estimation (MLE) with the measurement
model M, the reconstruction of the amplitude and phase of the sample is performed per {x, y}

coordinate by minimizing the following expression:

_ 2
argmin Z |Y (x, ¥, A¢, Liieer) — M (%, ¥, A, Liteer, |95, ), 295(x,3)) |- (4)
|gs(er)|:495(xr3’) A¢:Lfi1ter

The measurement scheme can also be more generally performed with scanning TEM
electron energy loss spectroscopy (STEM-EELS), where the entire electron energy spectrum
IS measured per point, as opposed to EFTEM, which measures the entire spatial distribution
for a given electron energy range. Performing STEM-EELS (which acts similarly to
performing EFTEM while scanning over the energy filtered range) may improve the field
reconstruction, but requires longer data acquisition times.

As the MLE expression in Eg. 4 is not convex, gradient descent can converge to a local
minimum. To solve this issue, the minimization method used is summation of MLE heatmaps
for all relative phases (and energy filters, if relevant), while choosing the minimum value of
the joint MLE heatmap. This approach guarantees convergence to the global minima, as
exemplified in Fig. 3 for an arbitrary phase profile and for plasmonic optical vortices [31].
After reconstructing |gs(x, y)|,29s(x,y) for every coordinate {x,y}, we further use a
denoising convolutional neural network (DnCNN) [40] for further signal improvement, making
use of natural image prior knowledge. The DNCNN utilizes the concept of residual learning,
making it possible to denoise arbitrary confined field images.

Many phase retrieval methods require solving optimization problems for the transverse
plane, but they often encounter ambiguities such as global phase shifts, conjugate inversions,
and spatial shifts. More complex ambiguities stem from the non-convexity of the optimization

problem [41, 42]. In our example of plasmonic optical vortices, determining the rotation



direction of the vortex presents an ambiguity. However, FERI prevents these ambiguities since
its optimization is performed per pixel instead of on the entire transverse plane, while utilizing

combinations of several MLE heatmaps.
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Fig. 3 Phase-resolved optimization. Block scheme (top) and visualization (bottom) of the
optimization process. The free electrons are pre-modulated by a reference field before they
probe the sample field and are energy-filtered to produce electron distribution measurements
(bottom row, 1% from the left). For each transverse pixel, several MLE heat-maps are generated,
for different relative phases between the reference and signal fields (bottom row, 2" from the
left). The summed joint MLE heat-map (bottom row, 3" from the left) enables the accurate
estimation of the amplitude and phase for each pixel. Finally, a denoising convolutional neural
network (DnCNN) enhances the amplitude/phase reconstruction. To the right are two phase-
reconstruction examples: plasmonic optical vortices and an arbitrary phase (a pixelated
Einstein portrait), with the corresponding ground truth images in insets.

We exemplify this procedure on plasmonic standing waves with hexagonal geometry
(Fig.2c), which can be measured in PINEM experiments [23]. We compare our FERI scheme
with conventional PINEM using the structural similarity index measure (SSIM) [43] and show
an improvement by almost two orders of magnitude for the minimal interaction strength

necessary for the reconstruction (Fig.4a).

We derive the minimal interaction strength needed to successfully image a given SNR. For

SNRd
conventional PINEM, it follows |gFNEM| ~ 10~ 7 %2, when with FERI — | gEERI| ~
-NRdp_, : : DnCNN-FERI BB 5
107197 “% and when introducing DnCNN — |gpae | ~ 10757 ~*°. The

parameters were extracted from a linear fit to the data in Fig.4a and can vary by the choice of



SSIM threshold. That said, the difference in scaling follows the analytical relation for the

minimal interaction strength:

1
95N~ 75 - lafER| = VZ- [|gBaeme-rem ®)

This square relation between PINEM and FERI is consistent with Eg.2 and Eq.3, while the

factor of % relates to the dynamics range derived in section Il. We can see here that by using

further algorithmic improvements, such as DnCNN, we can improve the multiplying factor to
the minimal interaction strength.

Such improvements in sensitivity and low-dose operation are especially important when
attempting to image sensitive materials or objects weakly interacting with the applied
electromagnetic field. To quantify these prospects, we analyze the FERI-based enhancement
of PINEM signals from gold nanoparticles, which can be used as markers in bioimaging,
sequencing, and diagnosis [29, 44-47]. By using similar laser intensity and SNR, as the current
state of the art in low-dose PINEM [14], we demonstrate that conventional PINEM can detect
gold nanospheres with a radius of 30 nm, while detection down to 14 nm is possible with FERI

(Fig.4b). From the perspective of power efficiency, we show 100-fold reduction in necessary

laser fluence, down to ~0.1 [%]
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Fig. 4. Enhanced nearfield imaging using FERI (a) Successful amplitude reconstruction
(SSIM > 0.4) for conventional PINEM (turquoise), FERI (light gray), and with an added



DnCNN (dark gray). Additional information, such as that gained by using several energy
filtering ranges, increases sensitivity even further. (b) Laser-excited gold nanospheres imaging
simulations for different sphere radii. Top: Conventional PINEM imaging, Bottom: FERI for
the same noise values, number of measurements, and excitation intensity. Scale bar is 15 nm.
The spheres are envisioned as markers for biological samples, e.g. single DNA strings.
IV. The quantum nature of free electrons and its effect on FERI

Up until now, we only considered the electron as a quantum particle, i.e. that its energy
spread og is smaller than the light energy quantum Aw. Indeed, in the limit g; < g, < 1, Eq.
3 seems to directly reproduce the result of using the quantum coherence of a free-electron for
sensing applications [48], though some changes to the measured signal are required.
Nevertheless, the electron-mediated interference term between the fields in Eq. 3 results solely
from their coherence, as well as the persisting temporal coherence of the electron. Hence, even
a classical electron should gain significant improvement in sensitivity by using our scheme,
with information stored in the classical analogue of the quantum phase — the electron velocity.

A classical, point particle electron can be directly defined by the limit oz >» hAw, and it
produces a conventional PINEM signal only when ghw > oz, requiring a substantial
investment of energy (g > 1). This is a direct result of the inability to completely separate the

initial and light-induced electron spectral probability density, or more generally — to resolve

specific PINEM orders. Though FERI should improve sensitivity, the interference term within

the PINEM signal, which is responsible for this improvement, is reduced by the factor erf (z—“’)
E

[48].

The direct consequence of this reduced sensitivity is a rescaling of interaction constants,
increasing both the optimal reference interaction constant and the required sample interaction
constant by the same factor, erf (f;—:’) Thus, though maximal FERI-induced enhancement to

PINEM remains the same, the minimal possible energy is invested only when the electron acts

as a quantum particle.



V. Discussion and outlook

The enhancement of FERI fundamentally arises from the longitudinal (temporal) coherence
of the electron (either quantum or classical). It is intriguing to compare this approach with more
conventional methods that rely on transverse coherence, such as electron holography [32],
which were recently studied with ultrafast electron microscopes [22, 33, 49]. Utilizing
longitudinal coherence avoids limitations due to electron beam quality and could enable
operation with simpler, higher-flux electron sources. Since longitudinal electron coherence
represents a robust parameter, FERI measurements can even be performed with slower
electrons in scanning electron microscopes (SEMSs) [50]. Thus, FERI seems to be a route that
is easier to follow.

possible extensions of our work can explore increasing the spatial resolution to the atomic
scale, employing sample tilt to perform full-field tomography, and operate at low (<10K)
temperatures using liquid helium cryo-holders [51], providing a unique probe for cold
condensed matter physics. The sensitivity enhancement showed in this work also makes FERI
a promising approach to demonstrate enhanced cathodoluminescence [52] as well as free-
electron-bound-electron resonant interaction (FEBERI) [53], which had not been realized

experimentally so far, due to its intrinsically weak interaction.
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