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During the last decade a number of volume holographic media have been investigated that could
serve not only as diffractive optical elements (DOEs) for light but also for slow neutrons. In this
contribution we discuss the light optical properties of a stack of two gratings separated by an optically
inert slice recorded in a Bayfol®HX photopolymer. While the refractive-index modulation of the
gratings for light is remarkable, the corresponding neutron optical analogue is, so far, in the medium
range of other materials investigated. We therefore aim at possible improvements which are discussed
in this manuscript.

I. INTRODUCTION

The application of volume holographic media in optical devices is ubiquitous. Suitable materials should exhibit
a number of properties such as high sensitivity, the wavelength response, no/low shrinkage, no/low temperature
dependence, easy processing, and last not least: low cost. In general the central figure of merit is the light-induced first
order saturated refractive-index modulation ∆n1,L. While for light optical DOEs this value is maximized and might
reach up to ∆n1,L ≈ 0.034 [1] the corresponding neutron optical parameter [bc∆ρ]1 - usually referred to as coherent
scattering length density modulation - originally was explored only for a few standard photopolymers [2–5]. Note, that
for neutrons the refractive index at thermal and cold wavelengths is close to 1 so that refraction or reflection effects
are marginal and DOEs are the only choice when it comes to optical devices. Due to the tiny [bc∆ρ]1 ≈ 0.1µm−2 with
a resulting ∆n1,N = λ2N/(2π) ≤ 2×10−8 at a typical cold neutron wavelength of a nanometer gratings have to be very
thick (a few millimeters) to result in a detectable diffraction efficiency η1 ≈ 0.01. By employing deuterated polymers
and assembling three of these improved diffractive elements in a triple-Laue configuration the first cold neutron
interferometers based on such artificial holographic gratings could be designed [6, 7]. One disadvantage when using
such thick gratings is their high angular selectivity. This results in rocking curves η1(θ), i.e., the angular dependence
of the diffraction efficiency, that are extremely narrow, oscillations of the diffraction efficiency being averaged out due
to beam divergence, and the alignment of three of those gratings being excessively demanding. Therefore, a race for
photosensitive materials with a high [bc∆ρ]1 was started during the last decade. First attempts with holographically
produced thinner gratings (a few tens of micrometers) with holographic polymer dispersed liquid crystals paved
the way[8–10]. Next, various nanoparticle-polymer composites of excellent quality proved to be extremely efficient,
reliable and versatile [11–16] and are the top-materials for neutrons at present with [bc∆ρ]1 ≤ 10 µm−2, whereas
photopolymer-ionic liquid composites have so far not reached the same level in [bc∆ρ]1 [17].

In this contribution we focus on an off-the-shelf material which is a commercially available photopolymer of highest
optical quality (Bayfol®HX ) [1]. The latter has been characterized extensively and applied for light optical purposes
[18–30]. Applications of DOEs for other fields such as cold atom trapping or in astronomy were envisaged, too [31–34].

II. PREPARATION OF THE VOLUME HOLOGRAPHIC GRATINGS

For preparing the DOEs we used a Bayfol®HX film. It consists of a stack of three layers: (1) a transparent substrate
layer S of thickness dS ≈ 50 µm, (2) the ultimate photosensitive layer P with a nominal thickness dP ≈ 16 µm, and
on top (3) a cover layer C. Thus the light-sensitive layer is sandwiched between the substrate layer, which is optically
inactive and intended to act as a support, while the cover layer is simply for protection purposes and to be removed
before recording. Only recently, films were developed to also allow for a removal of the substrate [35]. However, as
we will show below one can benefit from the substrate layer by simply using it as a well defined spacer.

After having removed the cover we prepared two different types of samples from two sheets on top of each other.
Thus the stack consists in total of four layers being arranged in two different variants:

1. a configuration SPPS which actually is a single polymer layer of thickness 2dP. Here, both substrate layers are
irrelevant.
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2. a configuration SPSP (triple layer). Here, one optically inactive substrate layer S acts as a spacer between two
photosensitive layers P and the second substrate layer S is irrelevant.

The grating(s) were recorded using a standard two-wave mixing setup. Two coherent s-polarized beams of wave-
length λw = 514 nm (Coherent Genesis CX-514 SLM) and a total dosage of about 60 mJ are brought to interference un-
der an angle of about 2Θ = 62.8◦. The samples with their surface normal vector σ̂ parallel to the bisectrix of the beams
are placed in the interference region. The resulting spatially varying cosinusoidal light intensity pattern records an
unslanted, holographic transmission grating in the photosensitive layers with a spacing of Λ = λw/(2 sin Θ) ≈ 493 nm.
In other words: the refractive index is periodically modulated along a direction x perpendicular to σ̂:

n(x) = n0 +
∑
s≥0

∆ns cos (sGx+ ϕs) (1)

Here, G = 2π/Λ is the spatial frequency, Λ the grating spacing, n0 is the average refractive index of the film, ∆ns
and ϕs are the real valued Fourier-coefficients and the relative phases of order s, respectively.

It was shown that the Bayfol®HX material also exhibits strong higher harmonics ∆ns for s > 1 due to the non-local
photo-polymerization driven diffusion [36], which can successfully explain and describe the experimental findings by
using a sophisticated model [37–43].

III. SINGLE LAYER VOLUME HOLOGRAPHIC GRATING

Here we present the experimental results for configuration 1 as defined in Sec. II. We characterize the grating by
measuring the angular dependence of the diffraction efficiency η±1(Θ) for light and neutrons, respectively. As the
layers are arranged SPPS with a single grating G recorded in layers PP we expect that the properties should be the
same as for a single layer of twice the corresponding thickness (2dP = dG ≈ 32 µm).

A. Light optical properties

The angular dependence of the diffraction efficiency was measured using an s-polarized laser beam of wavelength
λr = 632.8 nm. The expected external Bragg-angles are Θ±1 = ±39.9◦. Fig. 1 shows η±1(Θ) together with a fit using
a first-order coupled wave analysis employing the beta-value method for the boundary conditions [44, 45].

As expected the Bayfol grating shows excellent properties and the fit provides fairly reliable values for the parame-
ters. An obvious discrepancy of the model with the experimental data with respect to the minima next to the Bragg
angle ΘB can be explained either by a decay of the refractive-index modulation ∆n1(z) along the depth of the sample
[44] and/or holographic scattering [46]. Fits to the data according to Uchida’s model [44] are shown in solid lines.

B. Neutron optical properties

To probe the tentative usability of gratings recorded in Bayfol®HX for neutron optical purpose we performed
neutron diffraction experiments at the very cold neutron beamline PF2/VCN at the Institut Laue-Langevin, Grenoble,
France. A small-angle neutron diffraction setup was established. By using a set of appropriate slits at a distance, the
divergence of the beam was adjusted to about 1 mrad. The VCN-beam has a broad wavelength distribution ranging
from 3 to 10 nm, however, the particular distribution strongly depends on the chosen geometry[47]. Here, due to
lack of additional time-of-flight data, we assume that it can be well approximated with an exponentially modified
Gaussian[48] having a mean wavelength of λ = 5.5 nm. Similarly, as in the light optical analogue, the angular
dependence of the diffraction signals was measured. Diffracted neutrons are detected downstream at a 2D-detector
with a pixel size of 2 × 2 mm2. The beams travel from the entrance slit to the detector in a He-tube to minimize
unwanted neutron-air scattering. We accounted for any (constant) background counts IB in the fitting procedure of
the diffraction efficiency by assuming η±1 = (I±1 − IB)/(

∑
j Ij − jIB).

The experimental neutron rocking curves are shown in Fig. 2. Due to the small ratio λ/Λ first order Bragg-angles
are as small as Θ±1 = ±0.32◦. The half-width of the peaks, however, depends on the ratio Λ/d ≈ 0.9◦ which in turn
means that peaks of ±1 orders overlap over a broad angular range. Therefore, at least a three-wave coupling analysis
must be applied to make a proper fit to the data [49]. The results of fitting this model are drawn as solid lines in
Fig. 2.
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FIG. 1. Angular dependence of the diffraction efficiency η±1(Θ) for a configuration SPPS, i.e., a single transmission grating
with doubled thickness. Readout wavelength is λr = 632.8 nm. Dashed lines are a fit to the data using a first-order coupled
wave analysis (parameters see inset, top right) and solid lines show the fit for Uchida’s model of an exponentially decaying
refractive-index modulation n1(z) with ` being the decay length (parameters see inset, bottom right).

2.0 1.5 1.0 0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
Dephasing angle (Degrees)

0.00

0.01

0.02

0.03

0.04

0.05

Di
ffr

ac
tio

n 
ef

fic
ie

nc
y 

±1

B; 1 B; + 1

[bc ]1 = 2.77±0.13 m 2

dG = 28.65±1.40 m
= 5.47 nm (fixed)

Fit 3CWA
Fit 3CWA
Data +1
Data 1

FIG. 2. Angular dependence of the diffraction efficiency η±1(Θ) for a configuration SPPS measured with very cold neutrons
of mean wavelength λ = 5.47 nm. Solid lines are a fit to the data using a first-order coupled wave analysis with three waves
(3CW), i.e., ± first and zero order diffraction.

IV. MULTILAYER VOLUME HOLOGRAPHIC GRATING

In this section we present the experimental results characterizing the diffraction properties for the configuration 2,
SPSP, for light optics and simulations for the neutron optics case derived from the parameters obtained in Sec. III B.
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A. Light optical properties

The angular dependence of the light optical diffraction from an effective triple layer SPSP configuration, where each
P is transformed to a grating G, are shown in Fig. 3. We observe slow and rapid oscillations of the angular dependence
of the (±first order) diffraction efficiencies. The slow oscillations marked by the dashed envelope function are due
to the single grating layer of a thickness dG ≈ 16 µm. The rapid oscillations, in contrast, depend on the thickness
dS ≈ 50 µm of the sandwich-substrate layer. Such multilayers are well known as reflective elements in light optics,
e.g., for spectral filters or ultra-high reflection Bragg mirrors[50]. Actually two stacks of them constitute a Laue-Laue
geometry microscale interferometer, a device that is interesting also in neutron optics.
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FIG. 3. Angular dependence of the diffraction efficiency η±1(Θ) for a configuration SPSP, i.e., a layer of two gratings separated
by a spacer of thickness dS . Readout wavelength is λr = 632.8 nm. Solid lines are a fit to the data using a first-order coupled
wave analysis [51]. We assume identical gratings in both photopolymer layers (see Eq. 2).

Modelling the angular response of diffraction efficiency for a system of layers SPSP can be done by employing the
amplitude transmittance approach for each layer as given in Ref. 51. The total diffraction amplitudes are found by
multiplying the input amplitudes by a product of characteristic matrices for each layer. For the present case we first
assume that the two photopolymer layers, which were exposed in a single recording process, have identical refractive-
index modulations n1 and thicknesses dG. However, we allow for a phase-shift ϕ0 between the gratings. Then for the
triple layer system η±1 is given by

η±1 = (2νsinc Φ [cos(ξS + ϕ0/2) cos Φ− ξG sin(ξS + ϕ0/2)sinc Φ])
2

(2)

ν =
βn±1dG

2n0
√
c0c±1

(3)

ξ` =
d`β(c0 − c±1)

2
; ` = G,S (4)

Φ =
√
ν2 + ξ2G (5)

c0 = cos(θ), c∓1 =
√

1− (sin θ ±G/β)2

The dephasing angles θ are those measured in the medium. The experimental data show a lifting of the minima near
the Bragg peaks (indicated by a dashed line) while this cannot be described by the model used here (see Fig. 3). The
dashed lines show the envelope function.



5

Another important figure of merit for gratings from Bayfol is their temporal stability. In a previous neutron inter-
ferometer with an extremely demanding setup the gratings became misagligned within a few months [7]. Therefore,
we checked the recorded Bayfol gratings for changes over time and found that even after nine months ageing did not
occur (see Fig. 4).
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FIG. 4. Angular dependence of the diffraction efficiency η−1(Θ) for a configuration SPSP directly after recording the stack
(10/2019) and nine months later (09/2020). Readout wavelength is λr = 632.8 nm.

B. Neutron optical properties - simulations

In this subsection we will simulate the outcome of neutron diffraction properties for the cases of a stack of two films
resulting effectively in either a single layer SPPS or a triple layer SPSP, and for the cases of a stack of three films
resulting in triple layers, too. For the latter case, additional configurations are:

3. PSSPPS or SPPSSP

4. SPPSPS or SPSPPS

For simulating the neutron optical properties for each of these configurations we make use of data and fitting
results shown in the previous sections. We assume that the wavelength distribution is the same as the one used in
Fig. 2. In addition we recognize that the refractive-index modulation for light and the triple layers is by a factor
r = 2.141/1.675 ≈ 1.28 larger as for the single layer hologram. Thus we scale up the measured [bc∆ρ]1 for neutrons
and the single layer to estimate that for the triple layer. This results in a [bc∆ρ]1 ≈ 3.54 µm−2 for the simulations.
The average wavelength is set to λ = 5.47 nm, using an exponentially modified Gaussian distribution [48]. The
thicknesses and the phase are chosen as obtained from the fits (see Fig. 2 and 3)

Fig. 5 shows the simulated angular dependence of the diffraction efficiency for very cold neutrons (compare Table I)
from a triple layer (SPSP, see Fig. 3 for light diffraction data). A summary of the decisive holographic grating
parameters n1 and the thicknesses dG for light or neutrons in both configurations can be found in Table I.

For simulations of the other two configurations 3 and 4 we obtain the rocking curves shown in Fig. 6(a),(b).
Finally, gratings can be tilted around the grating vector by about, say, ζ = 60◦. Then the thickness is doubled since

d→ d(ζ) = d/ cos(ζ) [12, 16, 53, 54]. The outcome for the simple configuration SPPS (configuration 1) is depicted in
Fig. 6(c) for ζ = 60◦.

C. Summary and Conclusion

While the light optical properties and figures of merit are excellent, the neutron optical coherent scattering length
density modulation [bc∆ρ]1 is only average. However, there is a number of tentative advantages of Bayfol®HX over
other materials:

• the ease of preparation without elaborate chemical treatment
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TABLE I. Summary of grating characteristic parameters as obtained from fits for light and neutrons, respectively, for configu-
rations as defined in Sec. II. Grating spacing Λ ≈ 493 nm. For neutrons the refractive-index modulation n1 is calculated from
the fitted [bc∆ρ]1 according to the relation n1 = [bc∆ρ]1λ

2/(2π).

Configuration Parameters Model

Light, λr = 632.8 nm

Single layer SPPS, Sec. III A n1 = (1.675 ± 0.004) × 10−2 2CWA[52]

dG = (30.57 ± 0.04) µm

n1 = (1.606 ± 0.007) × 10−2 2CWA decay[44]

dG = (30.78 ± 0.09) µm

Triple layer SPSP, Sec. IV A n1 = (2.141 ± 0.005) × 10−2 2CWA Multilayer[51]

dG = (15.30 ± 0.01) µm Eq. 2

dS = (51.23 ± 0.02) µm

Neutrons, λ = 5.47 nm

Single layer SPPS, Sec. III B n1 = (1.32 ± 0.06) × 10−5 3CWA[49]

dG = (28.7 ± 1.4) µm
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FIG. 5. (a) Simulated angular dependence of the diffraction efficiency η±1(Θ) for neutrons for a configuration SPSP using a
feasible exponentially modified Gaussian wavelength distribution as shown in (b). The average wavelength is λ = 5.47 nm.

• the resulting grating quality

• the high refractive-index modulation (for light)

• the high resolution: even at rather short grating spacings Λ a considerable reduction of n1 is not observed. This
is particularly important for neutron optic devices.

• multilayer stacks can be prepared

For the SPPS configuration and light we find a thickness dG which is slightly less than the nominal values of
2 × 16 = 32 µm. The grating strength ν = n1πdG/(λr cos(θB)) ≈ 2.8 is overcoupled (ν > i/2) even for the small
thickness delivering a diffraction efficiency η(ΘB) = sin2 ν ≈ 0.2 far in the second quadrant.

The good news concerning the neutron properties is that Bayfol®HX gratings do diffract neutrons. However, the
coherent neutron scattering length density modulation [bc∆ρ]1 ≈ 3 µm−2 for this particular grating is only in the
intermediate range as compared to other already explored materials [8, 15, 16, 53]. We anticipate that tuning and
subsequently further improving the recording process will lead to substantially higher values.

The SPSP configuration for light shows that the angular dependence of the diffraction efficiency oscillates with a
frequency dependent on the thickness of the substrate layer, the envelope on the thickness of a single grating layer.
According to Eq. (2) values around the Bragg peak might reach diffraction efficiencies of unity. Therefore, we see
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FIG. 6. (a) Simulated angular dependence of the diffraction efficiency η±1(Θ) for neutrons for a configuration PSSPPS and
(b) SPPSPS. The case of SPPS for a tilt angle of ζ = 60◦ and thus an effective doubling of each layer thickness is shown in (c)
for comparison.

the following intriguing aspects for using such stacked gratings for neutrons: (1) the rapid oscillations allow to use
them as wavelength filters, (2) the wavelength spectra can be estimated, and (3) the angular range of high off-Bragg
diffraction efficiencies is extended to the width of the rocking curve of a single layer.
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[10] M. Fally, M. Bichler, M. A. Ellabban, I. Drevenšek Olenik, C. Pruner, H. Eckerlebe, and K. P. Pranzas, J. Opt. A-Pure

Appl. Op. 11, 024019 (2009).
[11] M. Fally, Y. Tomita, A. Fimia, R. Madrigal, J. Guo, J. Kohlbrecher, and J. Klepp, Opt. Express 29, 16153 (2021).
[12] Y. Tomita, A. Kageyama, Y. Iso, K. Umemoto, A. Kume, M. Liu, C. Pruner, T. Jenke, S. Roccia, P. Geltenbort, M. Fally,

and J. Klepp, 14, 044056 (2020).
[13] Y. Tomita, E. Hata, K. Momose, S. Takayama, X. Liu, K. Chikama, J. Klepp, C. Pruner, and M. Fally, J. Mod. Optic

63, S11 (2016).
[14] J. Klepp, C. Pruner, Y. Tomita, J. Kohlbrecher, and M. Fally, Appl. Phys. Lett. 101, 154104 (2012).
[15] J. Klepp, C. Pruner, Y. Tomita, K. Mitsube, P. Geltenbort, and M. Fally, Appl. Phys. Lett. 100, 214104 (2012), also

appeared in: Virtual Journal of Nanoscale Science & Technology, Vol. 25 Iss. 23.

http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/polym9100472
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0921-4526(97)00015-X
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1016/j.nima.2005.12.240
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.97.167803
http://dx.doi.org/10.1117/12.722821
http://dx.doi.org/10.1117/12.722821
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1464-4258/11/2/024019
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1464-4258/11/2/024019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/OE.424233
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevApplied.14.044056
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/09500340.2016.1143534
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/09500340.2016.1143534
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1063/1.4758686
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1063/1.4720511


8

[16] M. Fally, J. Klepp, Y. Tomita, T. Nakamura, C. Pruner, M. A. Ellabban, R. A. Rupp, M. Bichler, I. Drevenšek Olenik,
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[28] F.-K. Bruder, T. Fäcke, R. Hagen, D. Hönel, E. Orselli, C. Rewitz, T. Rölle, G. Walze, and B. Wewer (SPIE, 2015).
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