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Interferometry of atomic matter waves is an essential tool in fundamental sciences'- and
for applied quantum sensors®10. The sensitivity of interferometers scales with the
momentum separation of the diffracted matter waves, leading to the development of large-
momentum transfer beam splitterst®?. However, despite decades of research, crystalline
gratings used since the first atomic diffraction experiments are still unmatched regarding
momentum transfer!3, So far, diffraction through such gratings has only been reported
for subatomic particles, but never for atoms. Here, we answer to this century-old
challenge by demonstrating diffraction of helium and hydrogen atoms at kiloelectronvolt
energies through single-layer graphene at normal incidence. Despite the atoms’ high
kinetic energy and coupling to the electronic system of graphene, we observe diffraction
patterns featuring coherent scattering of up to eight reciprocal lattice vectors. Diffraction
in this regime is possible due to the short interaction time of the projectile with the
atomically-thin crystal, limiting the momentum transfer to the grating. Our
demonstration is the atomic counterpart of the first transmission experiments with
electrons by Thomson and Reid'%, unlocking new potentials in atom diffraction. We
expect our findings to inspire studies of decoherence in an uncharted energy regime and
the development of new matter-wave-based sensors.

A mere seven years after Louis de Broglie published his seminal work on the wave nature of
massive particles in 1923, diffraction had been demonstrated for electrons4!’, atoms, and
diatomic molecules®®. Key to this success were crystalline materials that act as gratings for
matter waves. They were used in reflection for electrons by Davisson and Germer'’, and for
atoms and molecules by Estermann and Stern'®. Crystal lattices also played a critical role in
demonstrating diffraction of electrons in transmission by Thomson®®.

While electron diffraction revolutionised microscopy®®, atom interferometry became an
indispensable tool for modern physics due to the atoms’ susceptibility to a wide variety of forces
and fields®. Nowadays, atom interferometers are used to measure atomic properties?®??,
define fundamental constants??24, and search for new physics beyond the standard model?>2¢.

The sensitivity of all interferometers scales with the momentum imparted by the grating to the
matter wave. Hence, it is advantageous to use large-momentum transfer beam splitters?27:28,
corresponding to small grating periods. Laser-based gratings in combination with accelerated
optical lattices (Bloch oscillations) can transfer up to a thousand photon momenta?2. Although
nearly arbitrary patterns can be etched into nanomechanical membranes?®-3!, their grating period
is currently limited to about 100 nm by the machining process®>®. Thus, even after decades of
research, the momentum transfer imparted by crystals remains unmatched.
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So far, atomic diffraction using crystalline materials has always been studied in reflection®*2¢.
This raises the fundamental question of whether it is possible to demonstrate atomic diffraction
also through a crystal. To achieve this feat, the coherence of the matter wave has to be preserved
during transmission. This requires that the interaction between atom and crystal is sufficiently
weak to obscure the exact path of the projectile through the grating. During the passage, the
distance between the matter wave and the grating atoms is on the order of an Angstrém, leading
to a significant overlap of the atomic orbitals of the projectile with those of the grating.
Transmitting the atom through the crystal while preserving coherence therefore seems a
formidable task.

We answer to this century-old challenge by demonstrating diffraction of helium and atomic
hydrogen through free-standing single-layer graphene. This diffraction through a crystalline
material is the atomic counterpart of the experiment by Thomson®®. Graphene has a grating
period of 246 pm, 400 times smaller than state-of-the-art nano-machined transmission masks
and more than 3,000 times smaller than the wavelength used to manipulate rubidium atoms.
Thus, our experiment realises the beamsplitter with the currently largest momentum transfer for
atoms in transmission.

We use atoms with a kinetic energy E normal to the lattice of up to 1.6 keV, three orders of
magnitude larger than in any previous atomic diffraction experiment3+3637_ Diffraction in this
regime is even more surprising as the atoms should have sufficient energy to damage the
crystalline grating®. We thus explore a completely uncharted interaction regime, fundamentally
different from any previous atomic diffraction experiment.

Atom-Crystal interaction

Due to its outstanding electronic and mechanical properties, single-layer graphene is the perfect
candidate to act as a grating for atoms in transmission. Further, it can be routinely prepared as
free-standing material on suitable support structures. Regarding the matter wave, helium is a
reasonable choice as it is inert and the smallest neutral atom. Although atomic hydrogen is
lighter than helium, its unpaired electron leads to stronger couplings to graphene®*#°, which
might destroy the coherence of the matter wave.

To find suitable experimental conditions for diffraction, we model the interaction of the atoms
with the crystal using time-dependent density functional theory molecular dynamics
simulations, see Fig. 1. The most critical parameters are the energy loss to the grating and the
exchanged transverse momentum Ap*'. As long as Ap is below Heisenberg's momentum
uncertainty po of the carbon atoms in graphene, coherence should be preserved. The momentum

uncertainty can be estimated as m, \/W = 2.1 x 10723 kg m/s with (v?) the mean-square
in-plane velocity and m, the mass of the carbon atom*'. For helium transmitted through the
centre of a hexagon, the simulations predict that Ap is smaller than p, for a beam energy E
above 100 eV, as shown in Fig. 1(b).

This by itself may appear counter-intuitive. At ambient conditions, helium does not penetrate
single-layer graphene®?. Thus, we have to increase the atom's energy to push it through the
grating. However, this does not lead to an increased momentum transfer because the interaction
time is decreasing, see Fig. 1(a). By making the atoms faster, we can also mitigate the increase
of Ap when the projectile passes the crystal closer to a grating atom**.
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Figure 1 | Coupling of fast atoms to graphene. (a) Momentum of a carbon atom during the interaction with helium
at different kinetic energies: 30 eV (circle), 60 eV (square), 120 eV (star), 250 eV (plus), 500 eV (pentagon), 1000
eV (diamond), and 1500 eV (cross). The grey area shows the van der Waals interaction region of +1.7 A. The inset
shows the corresponding interaction time (duration for the projectile passing through the interaction region). (b)
Transverse momentum transfer to a carbon atom while He or H pass the material depending on the projectile
kinetic energy. The broken line corresponds to the in-plane momentum uncertainty of C in graphene. (c) Energy
loss to the electronic system while He or H pass the material depending on the projectile kinetic energy. In (b-c)
the symbols are calculations and the lines are to guide the eye.

A higher beam energy, however, also enhances the energy loss to the electronic structure of
graphene, see Fig. 1(c). The energy loss has a minimum around E = 250 eV, increases with
beam energy, and reaches several electronvolts at E = 1500 eV. A good compromise between
the energy loss and the momentum transfer is expected for beam energies between 400 and 600
eVv.

For hydrogen, the momentum transfer to the crystalline lattice is smaller by about an order of
magnitude compared to helium, cf. Fig. 1(b). At the same time, the energy loss to graphene is
much more pronounced, reaching 16 eV at a beam energy of 1.5 keV.

Diffracting atoms through a 2D crystal

A schematic of the experimental setup is depicted in Fig. 2(a) and described in more detail in
the Methods. We prepare a beam of helium ions or protons in the energy range between 390
and 1600 eV with an ion gun and then neutralise it using a gas-filled charge-exchange cell®"3,
The de Broglie wavelength 2,5 = h/v2mE of the atoms is defined by the beam kinetic energy
E, the atomic mass m, and Planck’s constant h. In the considered energy range, 1,5 lies between
400 and 950 fm. At the position of the grating, the transverse coherence amounts to a least five
times the lattice constant a of graphene and the minimum longitudinal coherence is about 50
X Agg. This is sufficient for multi-slit diffraction.

The matter wave impinges with a momentum hk = h/A 5 at the honeycomb lattice of
graphene, with reduced Planck constant h. During diffraction, the grating imparts transverse
momentum to the matter wave in integer multiples of the reciprocal basis vectors AG, and AG,.
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Figure 2 | Atomic diffraction through polycrystalline free-standing single-layer graphene. (a) A beam of H* or
He* (blue spheres) is prepared using an ion gun and then neutralised in a charge-exchange cell. After collimation
to 1 mrad (FWHM) the neutral beam (red spheres) impinges onto the graphene sample at normal incidence. The
transmitted signal is visualised using a position-sensitive detector (microchannel plate) stacked onto a
phosphorous screen and recorded with a CMOS camera. (b) Diffraction of helium at 706 eV through
polycrystalline graphene results in Debye-Scherrer rings exhibiting diffraction angles of more than 15 mrad. (c)
Experimental verification of the diffraction equation. The diffraction angle 6 of H (vellow) and He (green) is
plotted versus the de Broglie wavelength (corresponding to kinetic energies between 390 and 1600 eV). The lines
represent expected diffraction angles sin(9) = |G|/k.

Those are proportional to the inverse of the lattice constant a, see Methods. The diffraction
angle 0 is then given by the ratio of imparted momentum to forward momentum sin(0) =
|G|/k, where G = n,G, + n,G,. The small lattice constant leads to diffraction angles on the
order of several milliradians that can be well resolved with a position-sensitive detector, see
Fig. 2.

In our experiment, the atomic beam has a diameter of about 300 um when it reaches the
polycrystalline suspended graphene. Instead of individual diffraction peaks arising from a
single lattice orientation, we thus expect Debye-Scherrer rings*, reflecting the random
orientations of the different crystal domains in the sample. We are able to resolve patterns
exhibiting more than 10 distinct rings at angles reaching up to 15 mrad, as shown in Fig. 2(b).
To verify whether the peaks are due to diffraction, we plot the angular positions of the Debye-
Scherrer rings against the de Broglie wavelength. As shown in Fig. 2(c), we observe an
excellent agreement between the experimental data and the theoretical diffraction angles both
for H and He. We therefore conclude that the patterns result from the coherent interaction with
the lattice and are due to diffraction.

Damping of diffraction orders

Whereas the beam energy determines the peak positions, simulations predict that it also
influences the couplings to the crystal. To explore this, we compare the azimuthally averaged
intensity traces for helium at various beam energies, as shown in Fig. 3(a). At the lowest energy,
we can distinguish more than 20 diffraction rings. They correspond to about eight reciprocal
vectors exchanged with the surface, as G, and G, span a 2D lattice, see Methods.

With increasing energy, the higher diffraction orders vanish and are replaced by a broad
unstructured background. This becomes dominant at large diffraction angles, that is, when k >
8- |G,| at E = 1208 eV. That trend persists even when increasing the angular resolution of the
experiment, see Methods.



(@)
1208eV
5
£
K
2
R=
)
o
5]
-
<
1 1 T 1 T T 1 T
1 2 3 5 6 7 8 9 10
Momentum transfer hk [[hG |]
(b)
(©
10

Diffraction angle 6 [mrad]
)

10

3 2

1

0

1

2

Momentum transfer hk [[hG,|]

Average intensity [arb.u.]

]
1

963eV

262eV |

581eV

2

3

Momentum transfer hk [[hG|]

Figure 3 | Energy-dependent atomic diffraction through single-layer graphene. The experimental azimuthally
averaged intensity at various kinetic energies is plotted versus momentum transfer in units of the graphene
reciprocal lattice vector G; for He (a) and H (c). Vertical lines indicate the calculated diffraction angles. (b)
Diffraction pattern of H atoms at 963 eV.

For hydrogen, the damping of higher diffraction orders is even more pronounced and the
patterns consist only of a few diffraction orders, as shown in Fig. 3(b, c). Nevertheless, we
observe diffraction for hydrogen in the energy range from 1.0 to 1.6 keV. These observations
are fascinating, as they suggest that the atoms have lost several electronvolts of energy to the
grating yet still preserve coherence.

Discussion and Outlook

We have demonstrated the first diffraction of atomic matter waves through a crystalline
material. This realises the atomic counterpart of the experiment conducted by Thomson with
electrons®, responding to a century-old challenge. Although we expect significant couplings to
the grating, we are able to resolve diffraction patterns corresponding to momentum transfers of
up to +£8 h|G,|. Comparing to existing beam splitting techniques in atom interferometry, for
instance with Rb atoms, scattering more than 50,000 photons at 780 nm would be necessary to
impart the same momentum splitting. Our platform thus realises the beamsplitter with the
largest known momentum transfer for atoms in transmission.



To achieve this, we illuminated graphene at normal incidence with atomic beams in the
kiloelectronvolt energy range. Although some samples were irradiated for more than 100 hours,
we did not observe any degradation of the grating's performance. Thus, our demonstration
opens the door towards studying diffraction in an uncharted regime of interaction energies. We
expect this to be a rich field to study decoherence both experimentally and theoretically.
Especially the use of single crystals is interesting as it would allow for separating coherent and
incoherent contributions of the diffraction patterns. Further, it would be fascinating to extend
the experiments to other crystals and a larger range of energies.

Combining crystalline transmission gratings into interferometers might give rise to new
quantum-based sensors. Fast atoms have advantages for detecting gravitational waves*>*°
compared to cold-atom experiments*”*® and might give rise to new multi-dimensional
interferometers*.
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Methods
Experimental Setup

We create a beam of protons or helium ions using a commercial ion gun including a Wien filter
(Nonsequitur Technologies model 1402W). The resulting beam energy E and its energy
distribution AE are measured using a retractable Faraday cup (Kimball Physics FC-71)
equipped with a retarding grid. Typical full width at half maximum values obtained for AE are
24 eV for H" and 18 eV for He™. To neutralise the beam, the ions are guided into a 38 mm long
charge-exchange cell filled with a neutral gas. We use He as neutralisation gas for He™ and Ar
in the case of the protons. The pressure inside the cell is optimised for neutral beam intensity
as well as beam convergence, and is typically in the range of 5 x102 mbar. We note that
neutralisation of H* on Ar leads to an energy loss of 2.6 eV°°. However, this is too little to be
observable in the experiment.

The entrance and exit of the charge-exchange cell are closed off by two pinholes that can be
varied in diameter. Unless stated otherwise, the pinholes at the entrance and exit have a diameter
of so=1 mm and s; = 500 um respectively. Remaining ions behind the charge-exchange cell
are removed from the beam with a deflection voltage. The neutral beam is collimated by a s> =
200 pm wide pinhole situated at L = 790 mm behind the charge-exchange cell, resulting in a
collimation angle of ¢ = (s1+s2)/L = 1 mrad.

As gratings, we use commercially available monolayer graphene suspended over a holey silicon
nitride substrate (Plano GmbH 21712). Individual holes in the substrate have a diameter of 2.5
um and cover an area of 500 x 500 um?. These samples are positioned into the beam using a
five-axis manipulator. The transverse coherence ¢, of the matter wave at the position of the
grating can be estimated as #, = 2LA45/s,°%, resulting in £, > 5 a. The longitudinal coherence
£, is given by A3 /Ad45 = 50245.

After diffraction, the atoms propagate 727 mm until they impinge on a double-stack
microchannel detector stacked onto a phosphorous screen. The detector has an active diameter
of 75 mm and a pore size of 10 um. The pattern is recorded using a CMOS camera (Hamamatsu
Orca Flash 4.0) equipped with a zoom objective (Computar TEC-V7X). To reduce the
background, we use a bandpass filter transmitting in the wavelength range between 535 and
558 nm (Midopt B1550) optimised for the peak emission of the phosphor P43 at 545 nm. The
direct beam is blocked from reaching the detector using a metal thorn on a linear drive.

Before the start of the experiment, the graphene samples are annealed in vacuum at 450°C for
90 min®2. Additionally, we clean the sample in high vacuum by illuminating it with a 300 mwW
cw laser emitting at 532 nm. This procedure provides sufficiently clean samples®® to observe
diffraction patterns. When diffracting H atoms through graphene, the grating was illuminated
with the cleaning laser every 60 minutes to remove adsorbed atoms. In the case of helium
diffraction, it was sufficient to laser-clean the sample once per day.

Image correction and post-processing

Images were recorded in series. Each element of a series corresponds to 300 images with an

exposure time of 1 s, which were integrated into one image. In total, we acquired data for one

to four hours to arrive at the traces shown in Fig. 3 of the main manuscript. For the data needed

to confirm the diffraction angles with varying energy in Fig. 2(c), an acquisition time of 15

minutes was sufficient. All recorded images were compensated for radial objective distortion
9



up to the quadratic term. Due to the software used, the intensity values needed to be rescaled
before they could be combined or compared. Rescaling was performed to a region of known
brightness common to all images outside of the detector area. Camera dark count correction
was performed with the camera cap on with a 5-minute integration time.

After corrections, all recorded images from a measurement series were averaged together into
a single image and cropped around the region of interest. To determine the centre of the pattern,
the inner diffraction rings were fit with a 2D-function by modelling rings as Gaussian in the
radial direction and as uniform along the azimuthal angle. For generating radial traces, the area
of the screen covered by the beam block was excluded.

Debye-Scherrer rings

The radii of the Debye-Scherrer rings follow the expected positions according to the diffraction

equation. The magnitude of both reciprocal basis vectors G, and G, is 47 /(~/3 a) with a = 246
nm the lattice constant of graphene. We can visualise the positions of the rings in reciprocal
space, as shown in Extended Data Fig. 1. Here, the black spots represent the locations of the
diffraction spots for a single crystal. The circles are the Debye-Scherrer rings resulting from
azimuthally rotating each set of spots around the origin, which originate from the
polycrystalline nature of the graphene samples used.

Extended Data Figure 1 | Debye-Scherrer rings corresponding to the diffraction spots for monolayer graphene.
The vectors Gi1 and G; are the reciprocal vectors of the lattice.

10



Diffraction patterns

The diffraction patterns for atoms through single-layer graphene for different kinetic energies
are shown for He in Extended Data Fig. 2 and for H in Extended Data Fig 3.
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Extended Data Figure 2 | Diffraction patterns for He passing through single-layer graphene corresponding to the
profiles shown in Fig. 3(a) of the main text. Kinetic energy of the He atoms: (a) 459 eV, (b) 706 eV, (c) 958 eV,
(d) 1208 eV. The black triangular shape is the shadow of the beam block on the detector.
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Extended Data Figure 3 | Diffraction patterns for H passing through single-layer graphene corresponding to the
profiles shown in Fig. 3(c) of the main text. Kinetic energy of the H atoms: (a) 963 eV, (b) 1162 eV, (c) 1262 eV,
(d) 1581 eV. The black triangular shape is the shadow of the beam block on the detector.

Molecular dynamics simulation

To simulate kinetic and electronic energy transfer from a projectile to the graphene monolayer,
we employed semi-classical Ehrenfest molecular dynamics (MD) within the framework of

11



time-dependent density functional theory (TDDFT) using the GPAW code®. This enables a
combined treatment of classical nuclear degrees of freedom and quantum electronic degrees of
freedom. Notably, Born-Oppenheimer MD would not result in any electronic energy transfer,
but this can be adequately modelled using TDDFT*!

Nuclear positions were propagated using the velocity-Verlet algorithm, while the electronic
system evolution was handled by the semi-implicit Crank—Nicholson scheme with a timestep
of 15 as. For a computationally efficient treatment of the required vacuum, we used localised
atomic-orbital basis sets that were recently implemented for Ehrenfest MD®®. We use a double-
zeta polarized (dzp) basis for graphene and He, and single-zeta (sz) for the H projectile, and a
grid sampling of 0.2 A with the PBE exchange-correlation functional®.

Neutral H and He atoms were initially positioned sufficiently far (6 A) above a 6x6 supercell
of graphene. The projectile was then given a kinetic energy in the direction normal to the
graphene plane towards the impact point, located at the centre of a graphene hexagon. The
momentum transfer was determined by summing the momentum components in the lateral
directions of the nearest carbon atoms adjacent to the impact site. The electronic energy transfer
is inferred from the loss of the kinetic energy of the projectile®!, see Fig. 1 of the main
manuscript.

Angular resolution of the diffraction pattern

The traces depicted in Fig. 3(a) of the main manuscript have been recorded at an angular
resolution of 1 mrad. As the spacing of the diffraction orders decreases with increasing beam
energy E, also the effective angular resolution decreases with increasing E. To test whether this
effect explains the observed loss of visibility for higher diffraction orders, we increased the
angular resolution by a factor of 1.75 by decreasing the size of pinhole s; to 200 um. This way
we can compensate for the decrease in diffraction angle by a factor of 1.6 when increasing E
from 460 to 1208 eV. As shown in Extended Data Fig. 4, the level of detail remains comparable,
especially for higher diffraction angles. Thus, we conclude that the effect of collimation cannot
account for the observed loss of visibility at larger diffraction angles.

s1 = H00pm

Average intensity [arb.u.|

s1 = 200pm

1 2 3 4 ) 6 7 8 9 10
Momentum transfer hk [|RG1|]

Extended Data Figure 4 | Azimuthally averaged intensity for He at 1208 eV. Increasing the angular resolution
from 1 mrad (red curve) to 0.6 mrad (black curve) has little effect on the pattern. In both cases, we observe no
structured features for a scattering of more than 8 |G4].
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