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ROBUST DETERMINATION OF THE
ANISOTROPIC POLARIZABILITY OF
NANOPARTICLES USING COHERENT
CONFOCAL MICROSCOPY

The present application claims priority from provisional
application Ser. No. 61/037,419, filed Mar. 18, 2008, the full
disclosure of which is hereby incorporated by reference
herein.

This invention was developed with Government support
under MURI Grant No. F49620-03-10379, awarded by the
US Air Force, and under NSF CAREER Grant No. 0239265,
awarded by the National Science Foundation. The Govern-
ment has certain rights in the invention.

TECHNICAL FIELD OF THE INVENTION

The present invention pertains to optical methods and
apparatus for determining polarizability characteristics and
locations of nanoparticles with high precision and accuracy.

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION

Nanoparticles are currently the subject of intense study as
surveyed, for example, in G. Schmid, ed., Nanoparticles:
From Theory to Application (Wiley, 2004), which is incorpo-
rated herein by reference. Applications are as diverse as drug
delivery, sensing, bio-imaging and sorbent manufacture. Not
least among the interesting properties of nanoparticles are
their optical characteristics. The optical attributes of nanopar-
ticles are observed in familiar materials such as opal and
stained glass. More recently the optical properties of nano-
structures have been exploited in applications such as the
construction of metamaterials, discussed by Ziolkowskietal.,
eds., Metamaterials: Physics and Engineering Explorations
(Wiley, 2006), and the subwavelength containment of fields
using optical antennas, as discussed by Miihlschlegel et al.,
Resonant optical antennas, Science, 308, 1607-1609 (2005).
With the increasing use of nanoparticles in optical applica-
tions it is desirable to be able to characterize the optical
response of a single nanoparticle. This work focuses on the
elastic scattering properties, which are determined by a wave-
length-dependent linear polarizability tensor for sufficiently
small nanoparticles.

The polarizability of a nanoparticle is determined both by
the constituent material and by the particle size and shape. For
purposes of the present description, unless the particular con-
text requires otherwise, the term “nanoparticle” will refer to a
scatterer having point-like characteristics, in that its overall
dimensions are smaller than the diffraction limit of any radia-
tion used in its characterization. For a known material and
geometry, the polarizability may be determined analytically
or by computational methods, however, small deviations
from the specified shape may introduce significant optical
changes—see Canfield et al., Chirality arising from small
defects in gold nanoparticle arrays, Optics Express 14, 950-
955 (2006) for related measurements from nanoparticle
arrays. It is, therefore, highly desirable that a means be pro-
vided for actually measuring the polarizability using far-field
optical measurements, and that is provided by the current
invention, as discussed below.

The measurement scheme of the present invention is based
on a coherent confocal microscope. Coherent microscopes
use interference with a reference beam to holographically
record data and hence acquire information regarding the
phase of the measured field. While coherent microscopy pre-
dates the invention of the laser, modern bright and broadband
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sources have made spectrally-sensitive coherent microscopy
a practical methodology. This is evidenced by the popularity
of techniques such as optical coherence tomography (OCT).

In addition to collecting phase-sensitive data, a coherent
microscope has the advantage of high sensitivity when com-
pared to a traditional intensity-based system. As a result,
coherent microscopy is suitable for true nanoimaging, as
demonstrated by results such as the interferometric detection
of single viruses and gold particles as small as 5 nm, as
reported by Ignatovich et al., Real-time and background-free
detection of nanoscale particles, Phys. Rev. Lett., 96, article
no. 013,901 (2006).

In coherent microscopy the optical source is usually split
into a reference field and a field that is used to illuminate the
sample. The light returned from the sample is combined with
the reference field and the interferometric features in the data
are used for image formation. To exhibit interference the
returned light must be coherent with the reference field and at
the same wavelength. This means that potentially useful sig-
nals from a nanoparticle, such as Raman-scattered, higher-
harmonic and/or fluorescent light, are not detected. As a
result, the coherent microscope described here is used to
measure only the linear component of the nanoparticle polar-
izability and the three-dimensional position of the nanopar-
ticle.

Traditional microscopy and spectroscopy usually involve
the formation of a scalar image on spatial and/or spectral axes.
While this image is immediately useful in many applications,
it is possible to design sensing systems that form non-scalar
images and/or exploit less obvious relationships between the
collected data and the imaged objects. A comprehensive dis-
cussion is provided by Barrett et al., Foundations of Image
Science (Wiley-Interscience, 2003), which is incorporated
herein by reference. For example, many modern microscopy
and imaging systems collect images as a function of polar-
ization state and/or scattering angle. Additionally, in some
applications the object can be represented by a small number
of parameters which are estimated from the data with very
high precision. In single molecule microscopy, the a priori
knowledge that the object can be parameterized by the mol-
ecule location allows the molecule to be localized with a
precision orders of magnitude better than the diffraction limit.

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION

In accordance with preferred embodiments of the present
invention, methods are provided for measuring the polariz-
ability of the nanoparticle as a function of wavelength. The
methods have steps of:

a. illuminating the nanoparticle with an illuminating elec-

tromagnetic wave via a first vector beam shaper;

b. coherently detecting light scattered by the nanoparticle
and propagated through a vector analyzer to generate a
detected signal; and

c. performing an inversion of the detected signal based on
a comparison of the detected signal to data predicted
from a forward scattering model; and

d. estimating nanoparticle polarizability based on the
inversion.

In accordance with further embodiments of the invention,
the aforesaid methods may have a further step of spectrally
resolving the detected light. The illuminating radiation may
be scanned in a plane transverse to the illumination direction.
The vector analyzer may, in some cases, be identical to the
vector beam shaper.

In accordance with alternate embodiments of the present
invention, there may be a further step that entails varying a
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physical parameter of an environment in which the nanopar-
ticle is disposed. Moreover, the step of estimating nanopar-
ticle polarizability may include minimizing a cost function
based on a norm relating the detected signal to an estimate.

In accordance with another aspect of the present invention,
an improvement to an optical coherence microscope is pro-
vided for estimating linear polarizability of a particle. The
improvement has a vector beam shaper disposed within the
illuminating beam.

In accordance with yet another aspect of the present inven-
tion, a computer program product is provided for use on a
computer system for calculating, with respect to a nanopar-
ticle characterized by a polarizabilty, the polarizability of the
nanoparticle as a function of wavelength. The computer pro-
gram product has a computer usable medium containing com-
puter readable program code that includes:

a. program code for generating a forward scattering model

based on forward scattering by a point source;

b. program code for receiving a signal based on coherent
detection of light scattered by the nanoparticle and pro-
pogated through a vector analyzer;

c.program code for performing an inversion of the detected
signal based on a comparison of the detected signal to
data predicted from a forward scattering model; and

d. program code for estimating nanoparticle polarizability
based on the inversion.

DESCRIPTION OF THE FIGURES

The foregoing features of the invention will be more
readily understood by reference to the following detailed
description, taken with reference to the accompanying draw-
ings, in which:

FIG. 1 is a schematic depiction of a coherent confocal
system in accordance with preferred embodiments of the
present invention, including fields and tensor operators used
in the model derivation. The dependence on the wavenumber
k has been dropped in the notation and the tensor operators
describe the evolution of fields in the direction of the arrows.

FIG. 2 is a flow chart of a method for measuring polariz-
ability of a nanoarticle as a function of wavelength using the
coherent confocal system of FIG. 1 in accordance with an
embodiment of the present invention.

FIG. 3 depicts the optical field at entrance pupil, E®’. The
field direction is parallel to the entrance pupil with the x-di-
rected (a) and y-directed (b) fields shown separately. The field
is displayed as a function of the cosines of the angles to focus
over the 0.8-NA lens aperture.

FIG. 4 depicts the optical field at exit pupil, E®. The
x-directed (a), y-directed (b) and z-directed (c) fields are
shown separately. The field is displayed as a function of the
cosines of the angles to focus over the 0.8-NA lens aperture.

FIG. 5 shows calculated intensities of the focused field g(x,
y, Z; k) at z=0 (a-c), z=h\(d-f) and z=2A(g-1), where the wave-
length is given by A=2m/k. The intensities of each component
are plotted separately—i.e., g |* (a,d,g), | gyl2 (b,e,h)and Ig I
(c,fi1) are shown on different plots.

FIGS. 6(a)-(f) are Fourier-domain representations of the
focal plane PSFs for the example system. At z¥’=0 and for
this system, these functions are real fields. The function axes
are shown in the upper right and the remaining plots show hjc)C
(a). by, (b). By, (©). b, (d). B, (¢) and b, (©)

FIG 7 shows Founer-domaln magnitudes of the system
PSFs at z¥=0 (a, d, 2.1 Z(P) =M2 (b, e,h, k) and z®=)p(c, 1,
i,1). Magnitudes for h,, (a-c),h,, (d-f),h,, (g-1) andh_ (j-) are
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shown with h ,» being a rotation of h, and hy being a rotation
of h . The ﬁrst column represents the magnitudes of the plots
shown in FIG. 5.

FIG. 8 shows Fourier-domain phase profiles of the system
PSFs at z¥=h/4 (a, d, g, j), zZP=\/2 (b, e, h, k) and ZP=)(c,
f,1,1). These are calculated by dividing h at Z(P) intoh at 7P=0
and taking the complex angle. Phases for h, (a-c), h_, (d-1),

h,,(g-1) and h,, (j-1) are shown with h belng a rotatlon ofh,,
and h, belng a rotation of i,_. The phase profiles have been
unwrapped.

FIG. 9 depicts simulated data for the example nanoparticle
parameters of Eqns. (22) and (23). The real (a-c) and imagi-
nary (d-f) parts of the data are plotted with no noise (a,d), and
SNRs of 14.3 dB (b,e) and 5.3 dB (c.1).

FIG. 10 depicts Fourier-domain magnitudes (a,c,e) and
phases (b,d,f) of simulated data. Noise-free (a,b) and 14.3
dB-SNR (c,d) data from the example nanoparticle parameters
of'Eqns. (22) and (23) are shown, along with data correspond-
ing to the estimated parameters of Eqns. (24) and (25) (e,f).
Note that noise outside the system bandlimit (q=1.6) is not
shown and that approximately 0.25% of the pixels in plot (c)
saturate the scale.

FIG. 11 shows average polarizability (a) and position (b)
errors for various SNRs and expected nanoparticle distances
from focus. Each marked point is calculated from 100 simu-
lations, and each simulation has a different random nanopar-
ticle polarizability, nanoparticle location and noise realiza-
tion.

DESCRIPTION OF SPECIFIC EMBODIMENTS
OF THE INVENTION

Definition. As used in this description and the accompany-
ing claims, the following term shall have the meaning indi-
cated, unless the context otherwise requires:

An “analyzer” is any optical element that breaks the sym-
metry of an optical system with respect to the vector orienta-
tion of an optical field in a plane transverse to its propagation
direction. Examples include both static and dynamic polariz-
ers, whether homogeneous or patterned.

In accordance with embodiments of the present invention,
ananoparticle is parameterized by a linear polarizability ten-
sor and a three-dimensional position. This parameterization
represents prior knowledge of the object, which is used in
conjunction with the instrument sensitivity to the polarization
and angular distribution of the scattered light. The nanopar-
ticle parameterization implicitly assumes that the particle is
sufficiently small, in relation to the wavelength of light, to be
characterized by a point polarizability. However, point-polar-
izability models may be useful for some larger-particle appli-
cations, as well, as they give a coarse first-order description of
the scattering for larger particles. In addition, for purposes of
the present description, it is assumed that the nanoparticle is
sufficiently isolated to preclude interaction with other par-
ticles. A mathematical analysis is employed to describe how
the particle polarizability affects the data observed in a coher-
ent microscope and shows how the polarizability may subse-
quently be inferred from the measured data.

The results presented herein build on work from a number
of'authors. The characteristics of light scattered from a nano-
particle depend on the particle size, shape and orientation—a
fact exploited in a number of microscopy modalities, as
described by van Dijk et al., Absorption and scattering
microscopy of single metal nanoparticles, Physical Chemis-
try Chemical Physics 8, 3486-3495 (2006), which is incorpo-
rated herein by reference. The use of the polarization state of
light scattered from nanoparticles to identify the two-dimen-
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sional orientation of rod-like structures is described by Son-
nichsen et al., Gold nanorods as novel nonbleaching plas-
mon-based orientation sensors for polarized single-particle
microscopy, Nano Letters 6, pp. 301-4, (2005), which is
incorporated herein by reference. Illuminating nanoparticles
with a tightly focused vector beam (i.e., a beam with a spa-
tially-varying polarization state) results in incident light with
a polarization state dependent on the angle of incidence. A
single confocal image formed with the scattered light can
then be used to distinguish particle shapes and estimate a
two-dimensional orientation angle for rod-like structures, as
described by Failla et al., Orientation imaging of subwave-
length Au particles with higher order laser modes, Nano
Letters 6, 1374-1378 (2006). More recently, this technique
has been extended to interferometric confocal microscopy by
Failla et al., Topology measurements of metal nanoparticles
with 1 nm accuracy by confocal interference scattering
microscopy, Optics Express 15, pp. 8532-42 (2007), to pro-
vide an enhancement in sensitivity.

In each of the references discussed in the foregoing para-
graph, the measurement systems described are sensitive to a
subset of nanoparticle shape features. Given a model of the
nanoparticle shape(s), expected data can be calculated, which
can then be matched to the observed data to estimate features.
For example, given that the sample consists of nanorods ori-
ented perpendicular to the optical axis, the data allow the
estimation of the azimuthal orientation angle. Failla (2007)
suggested that it may not be necessary to assume that the
nanorods are perpendicular to the optical axis—i.e., they
conjectured that the polar orientation may also be measured,
however, they failed to demonstrate how that might be
achieved. The present invention enables, for the first time, the
measurement of the orientations of all principal axes of a
nanoparticle of dimensions below the diffraction limit,
including the polar orientation of the dominant axis.

Rather than assuming nanoparticle shape(s) a priori, it may
be assumed, instead, only that the particle is small enough to
have its linear scattering characterized by a point polarizabil-
ity. It is shown that a high numerical-aperture (NA) coherent
confocal image formed using vector-beam illumination is
sufficient to infer the polarizability up to a complex constant.
That is, the linear scattering properties of the nanoparticle are
measured without a-priori assumptions regarding particle
shape. Particle orientation information can be obtained by
examining the principal axes of the polarizability tensor. In
addition, the system in accordance with the present invention
is robust to defocus. Moreover, the data processing algo-
rithms described are computationally inexpensive, although
the use of other data processing algorithms is encompassed
within the scope of the present invention.

As mentioned above, the principal axes of the polarizabil-
ity can be related to the orientation of an asymmetric nano-
particle. The orientation of nanoparticles has been deter-
mined optically using both scattering and fluorescence
measurements. Kulzer et al., Single-molecule optics, Annual
Rev. Phys. Chem., 55, pp. 585-611 (2004) contrasts the fluo-
rescence signal from a nanoparticle or single molecule with
the comparable scattering signal, which is weaker and thus
more difficult to detect. Fluorescence-based orientation
imaging systems provide a point of comparison for the scat-
tering-based instrument described here. Like the scattering-
based systems, fluorescence orientation imaging involves
postulating a model describing the relevant nanoparticle
optics and estimating the parameters of this model from
observed data.

The power coupled into a fluorophore, and hence the fluo-
rescence emission rate, is dependent on the orientation of the
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fluorophore and the direction of the exciting field. This mea-
surable dependence has resulted in the development of a
number of systems where the polarization state of the focused
excited field can be controlled. By varying either the exciting
polarization state or the detected polarization direction, it has
been shown that the orientation of the fluorophore can be
determined. Alternatively, it is possible to find the fluoro-
phore orientation by matching observations from high-angle
excitation, vector-beam excitation or defocused data to those
predicted for different orientations. Most fluorescence orien-
tation imaging systems assume a dipole model for the fluo-
rophore, although chirality has been measured by Hassey et
al., Probing the chiroptical response of a single molecule,
Science 314, pp. 1437-39 (2006), and non-dipolar emission
has been measured by Patra et al., Defocused imaging of
quatum-dot angular distribution of radiation, Appl. Phys.
Lett. 87, article no. 101103 (2005).

While scattering is a coherent field-based phenomenon,
fluorescence is an incoherent intensity-based effect. For a
point-like nanoparticle, scattering is defined by a rank-2 ten-
sor relating the incident field to the scattered field, whereas
fluorescence is captured by a rank-4 tensor relating the inci-
dent intensity and polarization state to the emitted intensity
and polarization state. This rank-4 tensor can be related to
optical intensity measurements, as in the model derived by
Davis et al., Spectral self-interference microscopy for low-
signal nanoscale axial imaging, J. Opt. Soc. Am. A 24, pp.
3587-99 (2007), which is incorporated herein by reference.
However, due to high dimensionality, this tensor would be
difficult to estimate. The assumption of a dipolar fluorophore
simplifies the fluorescence tensor and makes fluorophore ori-
entation characterization feasible. In this work we show that
such simplifications are not necessary when estimating the
rank-2 polarizability tensor that characterizes the linear nano-
particle scattering—the polarizability tensor can be fully esti-
mated from a single coherent confocal image.

Inthe following section the forward model for the coherent
confocal microscope is derived. In the section entitled
Approximate Forward Model below, this model is approxi-
mated in a manner that reduces the computational cost of the
polarizability estimation. The procedure for estimating the
polarizability is given in the section entitled Inverse Problem,
i.e., the inverse problem is solved. The method is demon-
strated and characterized using numerical experiments.
Forward Model

The nanoparticle position and polarizability are deter-
mined by selecting values that best explain the measured data.
In order to do this, the instrument must be thoroughly mod-
eled. This section describes such a model, which may be
generated in process 21 of FIG. 2, following the coherent
microscope treatment presented in Davis et al., Nonparaxial
vector-field modeling of optical coherence tomography and
interferometric synthetic aperture microscopy, J. Opt. Soc.
Am. 24, pp. 2527-42 (2007), which is incorporated herein by
reference and referred to hereinafter as “Davis 2007.”

With reference to the basic system diagram of FIG. 1 and
the process flow diagram of FIG. 2, in process 20 of FIG.2 a
polychromatic reference field E“(k) (where k is the wave-
number) is emitted by a source 11 and focused into the object
18 using a lens 10 of high numerical aperture (NA) and a
vector-beam shaper 12. The scattered field returned from the
sample 18 is denoted by E®(r; k), where r gives the geometri-
cal focus of the lens 10. In process 22 of FIG. 2 the scattered
field is combined with the reference field by an interferom-
eter, designated generally by numeral 100, which collects the
combined fields at a spectrometer 15, and the collected field is
averaged at a detector 14 connected to the spectrometer 15.
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Data from the detector is processed by a processor 19 accord-
ing to the techniques described in detail below. In some
embodiments, the processor may perform control functions,
such as directing the physical displacement of sample 18
during scanning. The data collected are thus proportional to
the total spectral density

13 5) = (ED®) + B9 k), 8

= (IED WY + 2RelS(r; k) + (IEO o),

where | is a constant that accounts for any depletion of the
reference field and ( - jindicates an expected value. The inter-
ferometric cross term is

SR ={[RECW®TE@:k) ), @)

where T is the Hermitian transpose operator.

The first term in Eqn. (1) is constant with r and can be
removed. The third (autocorrelation) term is typically of
much lower magnitude than the other two terms and will be
assumed negligible. Finally, by setting the path length of the
interferometer reference arm 16 to be shorter than the mini-
mum path to the sample 18, the complex signal S can be
recovered from the measured real part using Hilbert trans-
form processing, as discussed in Davis 2007.

As seen in FIG. 1, the plane-wave reference field E
falling on the vector-beam shaper 12 produces a field E’ on
the entrance pupil 13 of the objective lens 10, and this field in
turn maps to field B on the exit pupil 17 of the lens 10.
Following standard practice, the vector-beam shaper 12 and
the objective lens 10 will be modeled using geometrical
optics. The variables s_and s, refer to the x and y components
of a unit vector directed from a point on the exit pupil 17
toward the geometrical focus. Each such ray can be traced
back to a point on the entrance pupil 13. In this case an
infinity-corrected aplanatic lens is assumed so each (z-di-
rected) ray passing through the beam shaper 12 to the
entrance pupil 13 emerges at the same (x,y) location on the
exit pupil 17.

The field E® is determined by the illuminating reference
field and a tensor operator V representing the action of the
beam shaper 12, i.e.,

EDs,, 35, K)=V(S,8, ) E k). 3)

Here represents a tensor and, for simplicity, the beam shaper
is assumed to be independent of k. It is to be understood that
any implementation of a beam shaper is within the scope of
the present invention. In particular, in one embodiment, the
beam shaper may be a spatially-uniform polarization ana-
lyzer, rotated between sequential measurements.

The vector-beam shaper 12 is used to produce diversity in
the polarization states at the entrance pupil 13. In this case the
beam shaper is partitioned into quadrants and half-wave
plates employed to rotate the polarization state of the incident
field. As illustrated in FIG. 3, two quadrants are x-polarized
and two components are y-polarized. The center of the beam
shaper is opaque and the action of the beam shaper is assumed
to produce negligible deviation from the z-directed propaga-
tion of the incident field.

The mapping from E® to E® is given by a standard tensor
operator, obtained from simple rotations of Eq. (2.23) in
Richards et al., Electromagnetic diffraction in optical sys-
tems. II. Structure of the image field in an aplanatic system,
Proc. Royal Soc. London. Series 4, 253, pp. 359-79 (1959),
hereinafter Richards (1959), which is incorporated herein by
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reference in its entirety. The tensor operator A contains this
operation and the action of the beam shaper so that the field at
the lens exit pupil is

E(’)(sx,sy;k):Z (sx,sy)E(’)(k). 4
The field E® for the example system is shown in FIG. 4. It can
be seen that the high NA (0.8) produces high angles-to-focus
and hence significant z components in the electric field.
Blocking the center of the beam-shaper ensures that these
z-directed components are of a similar magnitude to the x and
y components. It will be seen that the diversity of polarization
states at the exit pupil is critical in the estimation of the
nanoparticle polarizability.

Each position on the exit pupil is associated with an angle-
to-focus. This means that the field E> can be regarded as an
angular spectrum which can then be used to calculate the
focused field in the object. For a position r' in the object and
a geometrical focus r, the focused field is

Alsy, s,)ED (k) 5)
—_—&

iks(+ )
57(8x5 Sy)

, k
g —rk)= ﬁj&;dsxdsy
=F(' -rED k),

where

Sy(sx, Sy) =4[ L =52 =53,

©

5=(5, S, s,)” (¥ is the transpose operator) and integration is
over the unit disk Q={s,, s : s, *+s ><1}. Use of this angular
spectrum framework to describe focusing into a sample with
a background-index mismatch was described by Tordk et al.,
Electromagnetic diffraction of light focused through a planar
interface between materials of mismatched refractive indi-
ces: an integral representation, J. Opt. Soc. Am. A 12, pp.
325-32 (1995).

The exit pupil fields from FIG. 4 produce the focused
intensities seen in FIG. 5. The beam focusing described here
is similar to a pseudo-radial beam described by Cooper et al.,
Focusing of pseudorandom polarized beams, Optics Express
13, pp. 1066-71 (2005) except that opposing quadrants in
FIG. 3 do not have opposing signs. Field engineering
approaches such as pseudo-radial beams and such as those
mentioned in Beversluis et al., Programmable vector point-
spread function engineering, Optics Express 14, pp. 2650-56
(2006) provide physical manipulation of a vector beam to
produce a desired polarization state at focus. Within the scope
of'the present invention, it is required only that the focal field
consists of a spectrum of components with diverse polariza-
tion states—the value of the resulting field at focus is not
important. For example, in FIG. 5 it can be seen that the field
at the geometrical focus has no z component, while a focused
pseudo-radial beam produces a purely z-oriented field. Both a
pseudo-radial system or the example described here will
allow determination of the nanoparticle polarizability.

The illuminating field interacts with a nanoparticle at posi-
tion r®” with polarizability ai(k). This produces a scattering
source kK?a(k)g(r®-r; k). This scattered light propagates
back through the system to produce the—z-propagating field
E®. The scattered light passes through a vector analyzer,
which, for simplicity of description is assumed to be identical
to the vector shaper in the illuminating beam, although that is
not required within the scope of the present invention as
claimed. Assuming, for convenience of description, that the
lens and beam shaper obey reciprocity, the tensor operator FZ
describes propagation back through the system so that

ESr)=IPFL(r@r k) alk) g (7D -r:k). 7
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The complex data can then be calculated by evaluating Eqn.
(2) so that

503 k) = @ k2 < {[E QT FT 09 = 1 @) F O = r; ED (). ®)

Due to the confocal nature of the system, the collected data
is second-order in the focused field.

The focal point is scanned over two dimensions p, where
p=(x,y)” and the focal plane is set to lie at z=0. Additionally,
it will be assumed that unmodeled instrument losses and
uncertainties in the path lengths preclude precise knowledge
of the absolute scale of the data. As a result, the data can be
written,

S(psk)eagg(Klep(p-p®iz® k), ©

where

g (P32 P W (OF (P 2 B Py (p2PiE), 10)

with the coherency matrix

WR=(ECBE®]) an

defining the reference polarization state. Einstein summation
is applied in Eqns. (9) and (10) over repeated subscripts. From
Eqn. (9) it can be seen each component of the polarizability
(indexed by C and 3) contributes a point spread function (PSF)
term to the data. These PSFs vary with ¥, the defocus of the
nanoparticle.

Assuming an adequate sampling rate in p, a sufficiently
small sampling range to isolate a single nanoparticle and a
sufficiently large sampling range to collect all of the relevant
signal, Eqn. (9) can be rewritten in the Fourier domain as

@)

S(gik) o p (k) p(q:2®) K)e e, 12

where denotes a lateral Fourier transform.

The nanoparticle polarizability can be estimated by opti-
mally decomposing the data into a weighted sum of he orhe
terms, where the weights give the elements of the polarizabil-
ity. The coherent nature of the measurement means that the
data are linear in the polarizability elements, which makes
them easier to estimate than parameters such as orientation
angles, which are nonlinear parameters of the data. Orienta-
tion parameters are estimated by nonlinear algorithms such as
pattern matching, as described, for example, by Patra et al.,
Image analysis of defocused single-molecule images for
three-dimensional molecule orvientation studies, J. Phys.
Chem. A, 108, pp. 6836-41, (2004). It will be seen that the
linear formulation of Eqn. (12) allows efficient estimation of
the polarizability.

In order to estimate the polarizability elements c.p, it is
desirable to have a PSF h that varies significantly with € and
[. It can be seen from Eqn. (10) that the PSFs are invariant to
areordering of C and f3. This does not cause a problem, as the
polarizability can be seen to be transpose-symmetric by con-
servation of energy arguments, so that ozp=cts.. That is, the
instrument produces six independent PSFs and the polariz-
ability is defined by six independent elements.

The more different the PSFs are, the more recognizable the
signature of each polarizability component is in the data. The
high-NA lens and vector beam shaper are chosen to give this
PSF diversity. The Fourier domain will be used to process the
data and examine the PSFs because, as shown in the next
section, a Fourier domain representation allows a simplitying
approximation. The Fourier-domain representations of the
PSF's can be calculated as follows.
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The lateral Fourier transform of the illuminating field at a
given x-y plane and wavenumber can be found from the
representation of Eqn. (5). Specifically,

2x Aﬁy(‘l/k) ghsetalhe
ik si(q/k)

13
Falgiz. k)= -

expresses the Fourier optics relation between the focused
field and the field emerging from the lens. The PSFs are the
weighted sum of products of F 5, components [Eqn. (10)], and
in the Fourier domain these products become convolutions so
that

hep(—g; 29, k) = —4n* Wy (k) (14)
9-d\, (4 -9
Aﬁy(—k ]A;K I] S| 3 +
ayq , ~—~ Xexpiik 2P
TR .
R z k z & S I

These expressions were evaluated for an exemplary system
on the focal plane (z¥’=0) and the resulting Fourier spectra
are shown in FIG. 6. The exit pupil fields of FIG. 4 can be
related to these plots using Eqns. (13) and (14).
Approximate Forward Model

The data expected from a given nanoparticle are described
by Eqn. (12), where the PSFs can be calculated using Eqn.
(14). The PSFs depend on k via simple axes scaling but
depend on the nanoparticle defocus z#” in a more complicated
fashion. As will be seen in the next section, it is necessary to
calculate the PSFs repeatedly, at different values of z# in
order to estimate the nanoparticle polarizability. For this rea-
son, Eqn. (14) will be approximated in a manner that makes
numerical evaluation inexpensive in terms of both computa-
tions and memory requirements.

Due to the finite extent of A, the integrand of Eqn. (14) is
nonzero only on a circle with a radius of twice the NA. Within
this area the magnitude of the integrand is peaked at N points
q=p(q; &, B, n), where n=1, . . ., N. The region of integration
will be divided into N regions R(q; T, B, n), based on these
peaks. For low kz® the exponential factor in Eqn. (14) is
approximated as constant in each region R(q; C, f8, n), result-
ing in

heg(—q; 27, k) ~ 15

—47?

P d B )Z(p)} q9-pg:d B, n))
k

oli)
(1)

ZN: exp{iksz(

n=1
Z(p)}xwxy(k)f dz (
R@$.pm) SZ(

As shown by Eqns. (13) and (14), the integral under consid-
eration depends on the overlap between offset copies of the
patterns shown in FIG. 4. For this example it can be seen that
the integrand will generally have one dominant peak at p(q; C,
B3, 1) or, when C=f, two equally dominant peaks where p(q; C,
B, 2)=q-p(q; T, B, 1). In either of these cases, Eqn. (15)
reduces to

X exp{iksz(

| =~

k
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ﬁgﬁ(—q; 2P, k) ~ —4n’exp (16)
{iksz(w)Z(p)}xexp{iksz(%w]z(p)}x
T )el)
ww(k)f & ’Aﬁy(qfi,qk
e s (T

where in the two peak case the fact that the exponential
prefactors are equal for p(q; T, 8, 1) and p(q; €, B, 2) has been
exploited. This equation can be written in the simple form

g2 =G T R an

where the Fourier transforms of the PSFs for an in-focus
particle (z#’=0) are

] (18)

q-
ol e
H(g;Z, B. k)= -4 W (k) | d°q ’7[1
|R2

(kT

and defocus contributes a phase term of the form

g-plg; ¢, B, 1)]+Sz(p(q;§, B 1))_ 19

0 ¢ oy =5 L -

The approximation represented by Eqn. (17) allows an easy
calculation of the system PSFs as a function of the nanopar-
ticle defocus z#’. Within the bounds of this approximation, it
is possible to calculate the PSFs at any plane using simple
manipulations of H and ®. These functions vary trivially with
k, so it is only necessary to store twelve two-dimensional
images (i.e., functions of q) in order to calculate the six PSFs
required to characterize the system.

The approximation described in this section can be tested
by evaluating Eqn. (14) and examining the behavior of the
magnitude and phase across multiple values of z?. Accord-
ing to Eqn. (17) the resulting magnitude should not change
with z#. The magnitudes calculated for this example are
shown in FIG. 7 and it can be seen they are relatively stable
with up to a wavelength of defocus. The corresponding phase
profiles are shown in FIG. 8, although it should be noted that
the z#=0 column of FIG. 7 has been replaced with z#=)/4,
since the in-focus spectra are real and therefore have no useful
phase profile. The images in FIG. 8 are plotted on a scale
proportional to z?, so that the along-row consistency corre-
sponds to a phase profile scaling with z#”, as required by Eqn.
(17). Taken together, FIGS. 7 and 8 indicate that the approxi-
mation derived in this section is relatively accurate, up to at
least a wavelength of defocus.

Inverse Problem

With a forward model formulated, the inverse problem can
be addressed. That is, estimating the nanoparticle parameters
from the collected data. The inverse problem can be solved by
comparing, in process 24 of FIG. 2, the observed data to data
predicted using the forward model and a given set of nano-
particle parameters. The set of parameters giving the mini-
mum discrepancy will be chosen as estimated particle char-
acteristics. Mathematically, a cost function can be defined as
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- - . 2
Clath), 7; k1 = [|3(g: k) - azpb)igslq: 27, ke 7|, o

and minimized with respect to %’ and (k) at each k value. A

Euclidean (i.e., ¢%) norm ||*|| is chosen in Eqn. (20), which is
consistent with a Gaussian noise model and maximum like-
lihood parameter estimation. Moreover, this noise model is
consistent with interferometer measurements dominated by
noise from the reference beam and/or thermal detector noise.

The Fourier-domain PSFs h used in Eqn. (20) can be cal-
culated using either the unapproximated Eqn. (14) or the
approximate Eqn. (17). The approximated calculation is more
efficient and involves the precalculation of H and ®. To find
H, Eqn. (18) can be numerically evaluated. Rather than find-
ing ® by direct evaluation of Eqn. (19) (which involves defin-
ing many peaks p), a simpler approach is to evaluate the exact
Fourier spectra (using Eqn. (14)) for a small value of z%®,
divide by the spectra H, take the complex angle of the result
and divide that by kz®. This algorithm can be justified by
examining the form of Eqn. (17).

Regardless of how the PSFs are calculated, the forward
model (Eqn. (12)) is linear in the polarizability elements, due
to the coherent nature of the measurements. As a result, an
inversion is performed in process 26 of FIG. 2 on the detected
signal by minimizing the cost given in Eqn. (20) with respect
to the polarizability o using a standard single-step closed-
form least squares solution. Therefore, the cost at a given k is
easily reduced to a nonlinear function of 1%, where each
value of r® has an optimal polarizability associated with it.
This three-dimensional non-linear cost function can be mini-
mized by standard optimization algorithms such as the
Nelder-Mead simplex method, provided in Press et al.,
Numerical Recipes 3rd Edition: The Art of Scientific Com-
puting (Cambridge U. Press, 2007), which is incorporated
herein by reference. This algorithm is used in the simulations
presented below. In the Nelder-Mead method a simplex, in
this case defined by four points in three-dimensional space,
defines a volume in search space. The cost is evaluated at each
of these points and the points iterated until a local minimum
is contained within a small simplex volume. The initial sim-
plex should be made large enough to include all reasonable
nanoparticle positions. The approximation of Eqn. (17)
makes the evaluation of the cost inexpensive and the Nelder-
Mead algorithm fast. Once a minimizing value for r® has
been found, the corresponding minimizing polarizability
(used in the evaluation of the cost at r#’) completes the
estimation in process 28 of FIG. 2 of the nanoparticle param-
eters.

The inversion procedure described above is for a fixed
value of k. To calculate the wavelength dependence of the
polarizability the inversion can be performed over the full
range of the wavenumber. However, the position of the nano-
particle does not vary with k and so the optimal position found
at the first inversion calculation is valid over all k. Conse-
quently, once the inversion is performed for one value ofk, the
position r? is known and the polarizability a.(k) can be found
for all other values of k by a standard least-squares minimi-
zation of Eqn. (20) withr®” fixed. The iterative inversion need
only be performed once.

While the instrument shown in FIG. 1 can be regarded as an
imaging system collecting data over spatial and spectral axes,
the determination of the nanoparticle parameters is not tradi-
tional imaging. A meaningful two- or three-dimensional
function is not the objective, rather a tensor and a vector are
estimated from the data. The a-priori knowledge that the
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object can be characterized by these parameters results in a
dimensionally over-constrained problem. The elements of the
polarizability are coefficients of the system PSFs, which
essentially act as basis functions in an alternative representa-
tion of the polarizability. The conditioning of the projection
onto this basis determines the expected performance of the
characterization system, with dissimilar PSFs giving better
conditioning and a more accurate estimate.

Simulations

Numerical simulations now demonstrate the performance
of an embodiment of the system described in the present
invention. Eqns. (9) and (10), may be used to generate syn-
thetic data. Complex white Gaussian noise is added to these
data and the parameters of the nanoparticle estimated accord-
ing to the method described above. By comparing the param-
eter estimates to those used to generate the data, the perfor-
mance can be quantified. The simulations presented are at a
single wavenumber as the system is not coupled across k.

To calculate synthetic data the focused field g must be
found. The inversion procedure is defined in the Fourier
domain and depends directly on the exit pupil fields E®
shown in FIG. 4. To avoid an artificial match between the
forward model and the inverse processing, it is not desirable
to calculate g using numerical methods that start with E©.
Instead the focal field is preferably calculated using the
approach outlined in Abouraddy et al., Three-dimensional
polarization control in microscopy, Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, p.
153,901 (2006), incorporated herein by reference, where E©
is decomposed into a series expansion with each term being
analytically propagated into the sample. The resulting calcu-
lation involves the evaluation of one-dimensional integrals as
in Richards (1959), but with higher order Bessel functions
included in the integrands. This method was used to calculate
the fields shown in FIG. 5.

Nanoparticle parameters to be used in the simulations are
generated randomly. A polarizability is constructed by first
using manipulations of a random number generator to give a
random complex orthonormal spatial basis u"”, where j=1, 2,
3. Three unit-variance, zero-mean complex scalars ¢ are
generated and the polarizability is then

=[PP, on
This method of constructing o. guarantees a symmetric polar-
izability as physically required. A typical example of a ran-
dom polarizability is

433 +.633i 137 -.380i -.308+ .424i 22)
@=| .137-.380i -.540+.164i —.096-.293{ |,
—.308 —.424i -.096-.293i —.087 +.185i

where o is represented as a matrix operating on vectors in
(x,y.Z) space.

The location of the nanoparticle may also be randomly
generated. The values x?? and y® are both normally distrib-
uted about 0 with a standard deviation of A. The axial offset
7%®) has a standard deviation of 2/5 and in different simula-
tions will be given various means in order to examine how the
approximation of Eqn. (17) affects performance as a function
of'expected defocus. An example position for the case where
(zPY=0 (where {*) indicates an expected value) is,
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KPP =2A[-1.67 -124 —08871. 23)

Complex white Gaussian noise was added to the data and the
signal to noise ratio (SNR) is defined as the ratio of the noise
variance and the expected square magnitude of the data from
arandom scatterer placed at the geometrical focus. Synthetic
data at various SNRs are shown in FIG. 9 for a nanoparticle
with parameters given by Eqns. (22) and (23). The focus is
scanned in steps of A/4 in both the x and y directions.

The nanoparticle position and polarizability are estimated
according to the procedure described above, with the approxi-
mate model used for PSF calculation. As mentioned above,
the absolute magnitude and phase of the polarizability are not
easily measurable. Consequently the estimated polarization
is scaled by a constant to give a minimum difference with
actual polarization when making comparisons between the
two. The 14.3 dB-SNR data produced from the example
nanoparticle parameters was inverted to give parameter esti-
mates of

Al7+.6228 137 - 4018 —.339-.405; 24)
&=\ .137-40li -543+.170i —.031-.279 |.

—.339-.405; -.031-.279% -.111+.168¢
and
F=A[-166 -1.25 -.0857". (25)

It can be seen that these estimates show good fidelity to the
original parameters.

The Nelder-Mead algorithm was implemented using the
fminsearch function inthe MATL.AB 7.4 (Mathworks, Natick
Mass.) software package. This function requires an initializa-
tion point, which was found by normalizing the Fourier-
domain data § to unit magnitude, taking the inverse Fourier
transform and setting the initial value of (x%’, y%) to the
lateral position of the maximum-magnitude pixel. This
approach is based on the phase correlation image registration
technique of De-Castro et al., Registration of translated and
rotated images using finite Fourier transforms, IEEE Trans.
Pattern Analysis and Machine Intelligence PAMI-9, pp. 700-
705 (1987). The initial value of z#’ was set to zero.

The action of the estimation processing can also be exam-
ined in the Fourier domain. In FIG. 10, the Fourier domain
data can be seen (both noise-free and at the 14.3 dB SNR
noise level), along with the data corresponding to the esti-
mated parameters. The similarity between the actual data and
the estimated data indicates a small value of the cost function
(Eqn. (20)). The plots seen in FIG. 10 are of high resolution,
corresponding to a relatively large spatial data collection area
0t 30Ax30A. This range was chosen for display purposes—a
smaller range can be used provided that all significant signal
is collected.

The numerical experiment described above was repeated at
different noise levels and different values of expected defocus
(z®)), giving the results seen in FIG. 10. The quality of each
polarizability and position estimate was assigned a quantita-

tive metric: for the position estimate the metric is the #norm
of'the position error; and for the polarizability the metric is the
£Inorm of the polarizability error (arranged as a 9x1) divided

by the #norm of the polarizability. For the example random
polarizability of Eqn. (22) and its estimate (Eqn. (24)), this
error metric is 0.0823, while for the example location (Eqn.
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(23)) and location estimate (Eqn. (25)) the error metric is
0.0103A.. Note that the estimated polarizability is scaled by a
constant (accounting for unknown instrument phase and
amplitude) to give the minimum error, which means that the
maximum realizable polarizability error metric is 1 (achieved
for a scale factor of 0).

From FIG. 11 it can be seen that the reconstruction quality
decreases with higher noise levels and also with the expected
defocus. The degradation with (z#) can be attributed to the
Forward Model approximation breaking down. In terms of
the reconstruction quality, the approximation deteriorates
around +A of defocus and is invalid beyond +2..

Summary Comments

Spectrally sensitive, two-dimensionally scanning, coher-
ent confocal microscopes (e.g., Fourier-domain OCT instru-
ments) may be used advantageously, as shown above, to
estimate the linear polarizability of a nanoparticle as a func-
tion of wavelength. The polarizability fully determines the
elastic scattering properties of the nanoparticle, provided that
the particle is small enough to be characterized by a point
polarizability. By measuring the polarizability, information
regarding particle shape, size and orientation is obtained,
suggesting applications in nanoparticle discrimination and
characterization.

The main instrument modification over, for example, a
high-NA Fourier-domain OCT system, is the inclusion of a
vector beam shaper. The beam shaper analyzed here is piece-
wise constant over the lens aperture and has a binary trans-
mittance profile, leading to a simple potential realization with
half-wave plates and aperture stops. There is also consider-
able flexibility in moditying this beam shaper, as all that is
required is the creation of diverse instrument PSFs (calcu-
lated according to Eqn. (14)) across the polarizability com-
ponents.

The elements of the polarizability and the nanoparticle
location are estimated from the collected data. The estimation
procedure is a physically-based algorithm found by numeri-
cally solving the system inverse problem. The computational
efficiency and stability of the estimation algorithm are aided
by an approximation to the forward model and the fact that
coherent detection means the system responds linearly to the
polarizability elements. The inversion includes an iterative
search method across the three nanoparticle position param-
eters and numerical simulations show that the result is robust
to both noise and focal plane uncertainty.

The methods described herein may be applied advanta-
geously to more general coherent processes such as second
harmonic generation (SHG), within the scope of the present
invention. This would provide additional nanoparticle char-
acterization possibilities and an alternative contrast mecha-
nism. Additionally, the methods described herein may be
applied while other physical parameters of the environment in
which the nanoparticle is embedded are varied. Such physical
parameters may include, for example, temperature or stress in
a lattice.

The present invention may be embodied in any number of
instrument modalities. In alternative embodiments, the dis-
closed methods for evaluating nanoparticle polarizability
may be implemented as a computer program product for use
with a computer system. Such implementations may include
a series of computer instructions fixed either on a tangible
medium, such as a computer readable medium (e.g., a dis-
kette, CD-ROM, ROM, or fixed disk) or transmittable to a
computer system, via a modem or other interface device, such
as a communications adapter connected to a network over a
medium. The medium may be either a tangible medium (e.g.,
optical or analog communications lines) or a medium imple-
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mented with wireless techniques (e.g., microwave, infrared or
other transmission techniques). The series of computer
instructions embodies all or part of the functionality previ-
ously described herein with respect to the system. Those
skilled in the art should appreciate that such computer
instructions can be written in a number of programming lan-
guages for use with many computer architectures or operating
systems. Furthermore, such instructions may be stored in any
memory device, such as semiconductor, magnetic, optical or
other memory devices, and may be transmitted using any
communications technology, such as optical, infrared, micro-
wave, or other transmission technologies. It is expected that
such a computer program product may be distributed as a
removable medium with accompanying printed or electronic
documentation (e.g., shrink wrapped software), preloaded
with a computer system (e.g., on system ROM or fixed disk),
or distributed from a server or electronic bulletin board over
the network (e.g., the Internet or World Wide Web). Of course,
some embodiments of the invention may be implemented as a
combination of both software (e.g., a computer program
product) and hardware. Still other embodiments of the inven-
tion are implemented as entirely hardware, or entirely soft-
ware (e.g., a computer program product). These and other
variations and modifications are within the scope of the
present invention as defined in any appended claims.

We claim:

1. A method for measuring, with respect to a nanoparticle
characterized by a polarizabilty, the polarizability of the
nanoparticle as a function of wavelength, the method com-
prising:

a. illuminating the nanoparticle with an illuminating elec-

tromagnetic wave via a first vector beam shaper;

b. coherently detecting light scattered by the nanoparticle
and propagated through a vector analyzer to generate a
detected signal, wherein the vector analyzer is a beam
shaper;

c. employing a computer system to perform an inversion of
the detected signal based on a comparison of the
detected signal to data predicted from a forward scatter-
ing model; and

d. estimating nanoparticle polarizability based on the
inversion.

2. A method in accordance with claim 1, further compris-

ing a step of spectrally resolving the detected light.

3. A method in accordance with claim 1, further compris-
ing scanning the illuminating radiation in a plane transverse
to the illumination direction.

4. A method in accordance with claim 1, wherein the vector
analyzer is identical to the vector beam shaper.

5. A method in accordance with claim 1, further compris-
ing varying a physical parameter of an environment in which
the nanoparticle is disposed.

6. A method in accordance with claim 1, wherein the step of
estimating nanoparticle polarizability includes minimizing a
cost function based on a norm relating the detected signal to
an estimate.

7. A method in accordance with claim 1, wherein the beam
shaper is a spatially-uniform polarization analyzer rotated
between sequential measurements.

8. A computer program product for use on a computer
system for calculating, with respect to a nanoparticle charac-
terized by a polarizabilty, the polarizability of the nanopar-
ticle as a function of wavelength, the computer program prod-
uct comprising a computer usable tangible medium having
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computer readable program code fixed thereon, the computer c. program code for performing an inversion of the detected
readable program code including: signal based on a comparison of the detected signal to
a. program code for generating a forward scattering model data predicted from a forward scattering model; and

based on forward scattering by a point source;

b. program code for receiving a signal based on coherent 5
detection of light scattered by the nanoparticle and
propagated through a vector analyzer, wherein the vec-
tor analyzer is a beam shaper; L

d. program code for estimating nanoparticle polarizability
based on the inversion.



	Bibliographic Data
	Claim
	Drawing
	Description
	Abstract

