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Ion irradiation of LiNbO3 causes the formation of defects due to nuclear as well as electronic energy
deposition �n and �e, respectively. However, the defect formation is influenced by the orientation of the crystal.
If the irradiation is performed along a low index crystallographic direction �on-axis� the defect distributions are
strongly affected by ion channeling because the ions are prevented from close collisions with the target atoms
so that the penetration range of the impinging ions is increased. In order to investigate the effect of �n and �e

on damage formation LiNbO3 crystals were irradiated on- and off-axes using Si+ and Cu+ ions with energies
ranging from 550 keV to 2 MeV. We demonstrate for on-axis irradiation that at low ion energies where �n

dominates the formation of defects, the defect distribution is shifted to larger depths compared to off-axis
irradiation. The investigation of the shift shows a square-root dependence on both ion energy and ion species.
Furthermore, on-axis irradiation was done using high-ion energies where defects are formed in the near-surface
region due to electronic energy loss. Compared to off-axis irradiation a thinner amorphous surface layer was
formed as a result of the reduced electronic energy loss in the case of on-axis irradiation. For on-axis irradia-
tion �e could be estimated in two different ways considering the layer thickness and the penetration range of the
incident ions.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The patterning of electro-optical materials is of increasing
interest for the engineering of photonic devices such as elec-
trical tunable filters and switches. Moreover, resonant ele-
ments in nonlinear optical materials may possess transmis-
sion and reflection depending on the intensity of light. Due to
its physical properties, such as large electro-optical and non-
linear optical coefficients, lithium niobate �LiNbO3� �Ref. 1�
is an important material for the fabrication of integrated op-
tical devices. However, the high-chemical resistance of
LiNbO3 demands specific patterning techniques.2–10

A promising method to pattern LiNbO3 is the use of ion
irradiation and subsequent wet chemical etching �ion-beam
enhanced etching �IBEE��.11–17 In this process the physical
properties of LiNbO3 such as the refractive index, the etch-
ing behavior, the chemical stability, and the density are
modified due to the radiation damage, which can be attrib-
uted to both nuclear and electronic energy losses of the inci-
dent ions.11–22

Normally the ion irradiation is done in random direction
�off-axis�, which necessarily results in patterns not aligned
with the crystal axis.16,17 However, a number of applications
demand patterns aligned with a certain crystallographic axis
�e.g., to get phase matching�. To realize such structures the
irradiation has to be performed along the corresponding axis
�on-axis�. As a consequence of on-axis irradiation ion chan-
neling occurs �channeling effect�.23–26 Hence, compared to
off-axis irradiation, the projected range of the ions increases
because the channeled ions are prevented from close colli-
sions with the target atoms. As a result the defect distribution
is shifted to larger depths and less defects are created in
the case of on-axis compared to off-axis irradiation, which
has already been demonstrated in previous channeling ex-
periments in silicon,26–29 silicon carbide,30 and recently
LiNbO3.31

Understanding the influence of the channeling effect in
LiNbO3 is essential to successfully apply the IBEE method.
The purpose of the paper is to present experimental results
dealing with the shift of the defect maximum to larger depths
depending on ion energy and ion species �Si+ and Cu+ ions�.
Furthermore, on-axis irradiation was done in an energy range
where defect formation due to electronic energy loss occurs.
However, for irradiation under channeling conditions the
electronic energy deposition is reduced compared to the cor-
responding off-axis irradiation. The comparison of both irra-
diation conditions offers the possibility to estimate the elec-
tronic energy deposition for on-axis irradiation by two
different ways considering the layer thickness and the pen-
etration range of the incident ions.

II. EXPERIMENT

Commercial x-cut ��112�0�� congruent LiNbO3 crystals
were irradiated with Si+ and Cu+ ions with energies in the
range of 550 keV and 2 MeV. The samples were kept at room
temperature and the irradiation was performed at tilt angles
of 0° �on-axis� and 7° �off-axis� with respect to the crystal
axis. The tilting plane was rotated to avoid planar channeling
during off-axis irradiation. Ion fluences were 3�1014 and
7�1013 cm−2 for Si+ and Cu+ ions, respectively. These flu-
ences were chosen to achieve comparable defect concentra-
tions in the maximum of the defect distribution for both ion
species. The depth distributions of the nuclear �n as well as
the electronic �e energy deposition were calculated using
SRIM-2006.32

Rutherford backscattering spectrometry �RBS� in chan-
neling configuration with 1.8 MeV H+ ions was applied to
analyze the damage accumulation. The number of Nb atoms
displaced from their crystal lattice sites were taken as a mea-
sure for the total amount of the damage caused by irradia-
tion. From the Nb part of the RBS spectra, the relative con-
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centration of displaced lattice atoms nda�z� was calculated
using the computer code DICADA, which is based on the dis-
continuous model of dechanneling.33,34 In the following nda
is referred to as defect concentration, whereas nda=0 and 1
correspond to perfect and amorphous crystals, respectively.

All experiments were performed in a chamber allowing
stepwise ion implantation and subsequent RBS analysis
without removing the sample. To achieve good channeling
conditions the irradiation was carried out through two aper-
tures forming an irradiated spot of 3 mm. For RBS measure-
ments a collimator was brought in the course of the beam for
analyzing solely the central part of the irradiated spot with a
diameter of 1 mm. These conditions guarantee a beam diver-
gence less than 0.1° and a homogeneous fluence distribution
within the analyzed spot. The orientation of all samples, i.e.,
the corresponding axial direction, with respect to the ion
beam was determined by angular scan measurements with
1.8 MeV H+ ions. Thereby, the samples were mounted on a
three axis goniometer having an angular accuracy of 0.01°.

Subsequent to the irradiation, the samples were etched
stepwise in a hydrofluoric �HF� solution of 3.7 and 40% at a
temperature of 40 °C, respectively. The etched depth was
measured relative to the nonetched surface after each etch
step with a Sloan DEKTAK surface profilometer. The etch-
ing rates as a function of the depth z were received by step-
wise etching.

III. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

A. RBS results

Figure 1 shows the relative defect concentration nda�z� as
a function of the depth z obtained from the RBS measure-
ments for on- and off-axis irradiations of x-cut LiNbO3 using
Si+ ions with different energies. In Fig. 1�c� the depth distri-
butions of the energy transfer to ionization �electronic energy
deposition �e� as well as to displacements �nuclear energy
deposition �n� are included for the example of Si+ irradiation
of LiNbO3 with an ion energy of 1 MeV.

For off-axis irradiation �open symbols�, the defect
maxima are located in depth regions of the nuclear energy
loss, which becomes apparent in Fig. 1�c�. The maximum of
�n is located in a depth of 650 nm and the shape of the defect
profile is coincident with the calculated distribution of �n.

There are two essential differences between on- and off-
axis irradiations. On one hand, the maxima of the defect
distributions for on-axis irradiation �closed symbols� are
shifted to larger depths compared to that for off-axis irradia-
tion �see Table I�. On the other hand, less defects are created
for the same ion fluence in the case of on-axis irradiation.
Especially the surface of the crystal is nearly free of defects
for all on-axis irradiation. However, in Fig. 1 it is obvious
that the defect concentration does not fall to zero for both
irradiation conditions at larger depths. This can be accounted
for by the presence of a low concentration of correlated de-
fects �e.g., stacking faults or dislocations� which are disre-
garded by the calculation of defect profiles with DICADA be-
cause only uncorrelated lattice defects are taken into
consideration for the calculation.

In Fig. 2 the relative defect concentrations are shown as a
function of the depth for x-cut LiNbO3 irradiated with Si+

ions with ion energies of 1.0, 1.25, 1.5, and 2.0 MeV, respec-

FIG. 1. �Color online� Relative defect concentration nda versus
depth z calculated from the Nb part of the RBS spectra for x-cut
LiNbO3 irradiated with �a� 550, �b� 750, as well as �c� 1000 keV Si+

ions. The irradiation was carried out at an ion fluence of 3
�1014 cm−2. The beam orientation is represented by open �off-
axis� and closed �on-axis� symbols, respectively. SRIM calculation of
electronic �e and nuclear �n energy deposition versus depth z for
LiNbO3 irradiated with 1 MeV Si+ ions are included in �c�.
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tively. Similarly to irradiation with 1 MeV �see above�, the
1.25 MeV on-axis irradiation �closed circles� shows a nearly
undamaged surface layer and the defect maximum is formed
in the maximum of the nuclear energy deposition. By con-
trast, apart from the damage peak caused by nuclear energy
loss an increased defect concentration at the surface of the
crystal �nda=0.8� is obtained for off-axis irradiation �open
circles�.

This second defect maximum cannot be explained by
nuclear collision damage since no correlation is established
with the nuclear stopping curve �cf. Fig. 1�b��. Hence, the
increased damage at the surface must be a consequence of
the increasing influence of the electronic energy deposition
of �e=180 eV Å−1 at the surface �compared to �e
=153 eV Å−1 at 1 MeV �see Table I��. Apparently, the elec-
tronic energy deposition exceeds a material-specific thresh-
old for damage formation �cf. Sec. IV C�.

With further increasing ion energy, 1.5 and 2 MeV �see
Fig. 2�b��, respectively, for off-axis irradiation a continuous
increase in the surface damage is obtained �nda=1� and a
strong damaged layer has extended into the crystal �open
diamonds�. The electronic energy deposition increases from
�e=202 to 250 eV Å−1 for an ion energy of 1.5 and 2 MeV,
respectively.

In contrast, only a weak-damaged near-surface region is
formed in case of 1.5 MeV on-axis irradiation �nda=0.1�. For
on-axis irradiation a strongly damaged surface layer �nda
=1� is only obtained by irradiation with an ion energy of 2
MeV �closed diamonds�. For both, 2 MeV on-axis and off-
axis irradiations �diamonds�, finally, a damaged layer is ob-
tained extending from the surface to a depth of about 1250
nm. Note that on-axis compared to off-axis irradiation shows
a lower defect concentration and both defect distributions
have a minimum at about 600 nm. Similar to the off-axis
irradiation, the near-surface damage has to be attributed to
the increased influence in the electronic energy deposition.
However, for on-axis irradiation the formation of defects
near the surface starts at higher-ion energies compared to
off-axis irradiation.

In Table I the measured peak shifts �z, i.e., the difference
of the depth of the defect maxima for on- and off-axis irra-
diations, are summarized for all ion species and ion energies
used for the irradiation. The errors of �z represent the degree
of uncertainty in the determination of the position of the
defect maxima for on- and off-axis irradiations �cf. Figs. 1
and 2�. Additionally, the electronic energy deposition at the
surface of the crystal is listed. Obviously, if the nuclear en-
ergy deposition dominates the defect formation the peak shift
increases with increasing ion energy �cf. Sec. IV B, Fig. 4�.
Considering the peak shift for Si+ ions with E�1 MeV, i.e.,
if an increased defect concentration is observed at the surface
in the RBS spectra, a decrease in �z with increasing ion
energy turns out �cf. Sec. IV C, Fig. 5�.

For an ion energy of 1 MeV the comparison between Si+

and Cu+ ions shows that the peak shift is clearly swayed by
the ion mass too �spectra not shown�.

TABLE I. Shift of the maximum of the defect distribution �z as
well as the electronic energy deposition �e at the surface for the
irradiation of x-cut LiNbO3 with Si+ and Cu+ ions of various ener-
gies at an ion fluence of 3�1014 and 1�1014 cm−2, respectively.

Ion
Eion

�keV�
�e

�eV Å−1�
�z

�nm�

No surface damage

Cu+ 1000 124 165�10

1400 145 205�10

Si+ 550 100 95�5

750 126 115�10

1000 153 125�10

With surface damage

1250 180 120�10

1500 202 95�15

2000 250 25�10

FIG. 2. �Color online� Relative defect concentration nda versus
depth z for x-cut LiNbO3 irradiated with Si+ ions with ion energies
of 1 MeV �squares�, 1.25 MeV �circles�, 1.5 MeV �triangles�, and 2
MeV �diamonds�. The fluences amount to 3�1014 cm−2. On-axis
irradiation is represented by closed symbols and off-axis irradiation
by open symbols, respectively.

INFLUENCE OF ION ENERGY AND ION SPECIES ON… PHYSICAL REVIEW B 78, 184106 �2008�

184106-3



B. Etching results

As an example, the etching rate is plotted in Fig. 3 as a
function of the depth z for off-axis �a� and on-axis �b� irra-
diations with 2 MeV Si+ ions.

According to the depth distribution of the defect concen-
tration �cf. Fig. 2�b�� the depth distribution of the etching
rate of the off-axis irradiation �Fig. 3�a�, 3.7% HF solution�
can also be divided into three areas: the first area �I� extend-
ing from the surface to a depth of 275 nm is characterized by
an average etching rate of 138 nm min−1. At larger depths
the etching rate decreases rapidly and the second area �II�
shows a constant etching rate in a depth between 600 and
1000 nm �vetch=10 nm min−1�. In a depth between approxi-
mately 1000 and 1300 nm the third area �III� is obtained with
an average etching rate of 35 nm min−1. These areas refer to
three various strongly damaged crystal areas, which are al-
ready indicated in the damage profiles �cf. Fig. 2�b�� as stated
above. However, the areas II and III are only rudimentary

reflected in the defect distribution because the defect profile
shows a higher defect concentration. In accordance to previ-
ous studies16 the obtained etching rates indicate that the sur-
face layer �area I� is amorphous, whereas the buried damaged
layer �area III� is not amorphous. Additionally, in Fig. 3�a�
the electronic and the nuclear energy losses are plotted.

The areas I–III appear for on-axis irradiation too �cf. Fig.
3�b��. However, the etching rate is lower compared to off-
axis irradiation. The first area extending from the surface to
200 nm is smaller compared to off-axis irradiation and shows
an average etching rate of 100 nm min−1. Subsequently, the
etching rate decreases rapidly and is almost zero at a depth of
600 nm. The etching rate of the third area �from 1000 to
1300 nm� amounts to 10 nm min−1. To bridge the gap be-
tween 600 and about 1000 nm the sample was etched a few
minutes in 40% HF solution �not shown� because the etching
rate is higher for the same defect concentration due to the
higher HF concentration.35

Additionally, for on-axis irradiation and subsequent etch-
ing in 40% HF solution a fourth area �IV� can be determined
�Fig. 3�b�, circles�. Again, due to the higher HF concentra-
tion the etching rate is higher for the same defect concentra-
tion �approximately 35 nm min−1�. At a depth of 1450 nm
the etching rate decreases with increasing depth, i.e., with
decreasing defect concentration. The maximum etched depth
zmax

C amounts to 2060 nm and is increased by a factor of 1.3
compared to off-axis irradiation.

IV. DISCUSSION

A. Channeling irradiation

The reduced defect concentration as well as the shift of
the damage peak for on-axis compared to off-axis irradiation
can be explained as follows �for details, see Raineri et al.26

and Schrempel et al.31�. In the case of the irradiation along a
low index crystallographic direction, the defect distribution
consists of three components: random, channeled, and
dechanneled fractions. The ions which are scattered at sur-
face atoms of the crystal at large angles form the random
fraction. The channeled fraction consists of ions, which are
prevented from close collisions with the target atoms �chan-
neling effect�. Therefore the penetration range of these ions
is increased and the irradiation-induced defects occur at
larger depths compared to off-axis irradiation. However, the
channeled ions experience multiple scattering by various de-
fects and by vibrating lattice atoms until they are dechan-
neled. This way the dechanneled fraction is formed. The ran-
dom and the channeled ions dominate the defect formation at
very low fluences. With rising ion fluence, i.e., with increas-
ing defect concentration, the dechanneling probability in-
creases and the dechanneled component becomes the domi-
nating fraction. Consequently, the peak shift is a function of
the ion fluence which has been shown previously.31

As a result of these processes defects are created at depths
which are still larger compared to the defect distribution
caused by off-axis irradiation. However, the peak of the total
distribution is shifted toward the surface with increasing ion
fluence.

FIG. 3. �Color online� Etching rate vetch as a function of depth z
obtained for x-cut LiNbO3 irradiated �a� off- and �b� on-axes with 2
MeV Si+ ions and etched at 40 °C in a HF solution of 3.7 and 40%,
respectively. The error bars indicate the standard error of the mean
for up to five measurements of the step height at five different
locations of the surface. The nuclear �n as well as the electronic �e

energy deposition calculated with SRIM-2006 are included in �a�.
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B. Effect of nuclear energy deposition

For the energy range where the nuclear energy deposition
dominates the defect formation, Fig. 4 shows the measured
shifts �z from Table I as a function of the square root of both
the ion energy and the ion mass. The peak shifts indicate a
square-root dependence �z=A�Eionmion, with a fit parameter
A which amounts to 0.60�0.06 nm��keVu�−1 �solid line in
Fig. 4�.

Kerkow and Wedell27 also found a square-root depen-
dence of the peak shift, i.e., �z��Eionmion, for on-axis irra-
diation of �110� and �111� silicon using Ca+ and Mg+ ions
with different energies. Additionally, a dependence on the
channel direction was determined. The shift of the damage
distribution was explained qualitatively by a scattering
model �see Kerkow and Wedell27 and references therein� and
�z was given by the following analytical function:

�z =�Eionmion

Edm
D , �1�

where Ed is the displacement energy, m is the mass of the
target atom, and D is the average distance of the atomic
strings forming the channels. Consequently the fit parameter
A equates to ��Edm�−1D.

For Nb atoms, the parameter D was calculated to 9.2 Å,
whereas Ed

Nb was assumed to be 25 eV and mNb amounts to
92.90 a.u. Hence, D is a reasonable value compared to the
distances of the Nb atoms �lattice parameter �hexagonal�:
aH=5.15 Å and cH=13.87 Å�.

C. Effect of electronic energy deposition

1. Defect formation due to electronic energy deposition

It can be clearly seen in Fig. 3�a� that the buried damage
layer �area III� correlates with the maximum of the nuclear
energy deposition �n �dotted line�. Otherwise, the amorphous
surface layer cannot be attributed to �n but to the high elec-

tronic energy loss �e, which occurs at the surface of the crys-
tal �solid line�.22,36–38 The defects in the second area �II�
occur as a result of an overlap of both energy losses.

Various theoretical models have been applied to describe
the amorphization caused by electronic energy deposition,
for instance, the thermal spike model as well as the Coulomb
explosion model.36–39 If the electronic energy deposition �e
exceeds a material-specific threshold value �e,th

track, each ion
forms an amorphous track. With an increasing ion fluence,
more and more ion tracks are formed until a continuous
amorphous surface layer is produced due to multiple over-
lapping of tracks. In the case of �e��e,th

track the irradiation
leads to the formation of point defects in the near-surface
region, which accumulate to an amorphous layer with further
irradiation. That is, the amorphous layer increases from the
surface into the crystal with increasing ion fluence.36,40,41

This implies an effective fluence-dependent threshold
�e,th�NI� and suggests a cumulative effect �memory
effect�.36,40,41 In experiments using high-energy irradiation
�2.0–7.0 MeV� of LiNbO3 the damage formation in the near-
surface region due to electronic energy deposition was
investigated.22,36,42,43 Thereby the threshold �e,th was deter-
mined for different ion fluences using the depth z of the
boundary of the generated amorphous layer at which �e de-
creased from the value at the surface to the threshold �e,th.
For example, for an ion fluence of 3�1014 cm−2, which was
used in our experiments, �e,th�NI� is in the range from 2 to
2.3 keV nm−1. For the extrapolation to a “zero” ion fluence,
i.e., one ion forms one amorphous track �single impact�, a
threshold �e,th

track=5 keV nm−1 was obtained. This value certi-
fied former experimental results concerning swift heavy-ion
irradiation of LiNbO3.44

Considering the electronic energy deposition �e for an ion
energy of 2 MeV �see Table I� with the experimental results
described above, it is obvious that �e��e,th�NI� for the used
ion fluence of NI=3�1014 cm−2, which is in accordance
with the observed amorphous surface layer �see Fig. 3�a��.
By means of the thickness of the amorphous surface layer it
is possible to determine �e,th similar to Refs. 36, 40, and 41
�see Sec. IV C 2�.

For both off- and on-axis irradiations �cf. Figs. 3�a� and
3�b��, the etching rate is higher in area I compared to area III
which corresponds to a higher defect concentration in area I.
Thus, the defect formation caused by electronic energy depo-
sition is significantly higher in this energy range.

In contrast to the etching results, the defect distribution of
the RBS spectra �cf. Fig. 2�b�� shows nearly commensurate
defect concentration for all three areas. Thus, the areas II and
III are only rudimentarily reflected in the RBS spectra, which
can be accounted for by the disregarding of correlated de-
fects by the calculation of defect profiles with DICADA �cf.
Sec. III A�. Hence, the etching rate is very sensitive to the
defect concentration compared to the RBS measurements.

Simultaneously to the onset of defect formation at the
crystal surface, the shift of the damage peak decreases for the
Si+ irradiations with E�1 MeV �see Fig. 2�. In Fig. 5 all
measured peak shifts �z for the Si+ irradiations �cf. Table I�
are depicted, whereas the dashed-dotted line represents the
linear fit of Fig. 4 in Sec. IV B.

The decrease in the peak shift is connected with the dam-
age formation due to the electronic energy deposition. On
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FIG. 4. Peak shift �z as a function of the square root of the ion
energy Eion and ion mass mion for x-cut LiNbO3 irradiated with
different ion energies and ion species. Data were fitted by function
�1� �solid line�.
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one hand, the defect formation caused by electronic energy
deposition is significantly higher as stated above, and on the
other hand the maximum of the defect formation is located
close to the surface. Hence, with rising ion fluence the ions
experience more and more multiple scattering by the result-
ing defects until they are dechanneled �cf. Sec. IV A,
dechanneled fraction�. Finally, the near-surface region is
heavily damaged, all channels are destroyed, and an amor-
phous surface layer is formed. As a consequence the ions
behave like off-axis incident ions and the defects are formed
in the same depth as for off-axis irradiation �cf. Fig. 2 as well
as Fig. 3�. Hence, at the beginning of the on-axis irradiation
where the surface of the crystal is still free of defects, the
defects of the fourth area were formed. They have to be
attributed to the defect formation caused by well-channeled
ions �cf. Sec. IV A, channeled fraction and Schrempel
et al.31�.

2. Calculation of the threshold and electronic energy deposition

As mentioned above, it is possible to determine the
threshold �e,th by means of the thickness of the amorphous
surface layer which becomes evident in the etching process
�see Fig. 3�a��. The layer thickness is determined by the rapid
decrease in the formerly high-constant etching rate at a depth
of 275 nm �as indicated by the vertical dashed-dotted line in
Fig. 4�a��. At this depth the calculated electronic energy loss
amounts to 200 eV Å−1. The threshold �e,th�3�1014 cm−2�
=200 eV Å−1 is in good agreement with the above-
mentioned fluence-dependent threshold �e,th�NI�.

Note, for the determination of this threshold the nuclear
energy loss is negligible because the electronic energy depo-
sition dominates the defect formation in this energy range
�cf. Fig. 3�a��. Hence, the influence of �n is insignificant and
does not sway the thickness of the amorphous layer, which is
used for the determination.

For on-axis irradiation it was shown that the damage for-
mation due to electronic energy loss starts at higher-ion en-
ergies compared to off-axis irradiation which can be ac-

counted for by the lower electronic density in the chan-
nels.26,31 As a consequence the electronic energy loss is re-
duced and the threshold for on-axis irradiation is exceeded
just at higher-ion energies. The reduced electronic energy
loss under channeling conditions �e

C can be determined in
two ways. �e

C can be estimated by the ratio of the thickness of
the amorphous surface layer za of on- and off-axis irradia-
tions �see Fig. 4, area I� because za��e.

36,40,41 It follows that
the electronic energy loss of the channeled ions �e

C irradiated
along the �112�0� axis amounts to 0.73�e

R �za
C /za

R=0.73
=�e

C /�e
R�. According to its various trajectories, the channeled

ions experience not the same electron density so that this
value relates to an average value.

Alternatively, �e
C can be estimated from the maximum

range Rmax of the impinging ion. The maximum etched depth
zmax is correlated with Rmax, which is mainly determined by
electronic energy loss �z�R�1 /�e�.26 Consequently, �e

C can
be estimated by the ratio of the maximum etched depths
zC /zR. Figure 6 shows the maximum etched depth zmax for
on- and off-axis irradiated x-cut LiNbO3 with Si+ ions as
well as the factor Fetch=zC /zR as a function of the square root
of the ion energy.

The maximum etched depths zC and zR were determined
after 10 h etching in 40% HF solution at a temperature of
40 °C. With rising ion energy the maximum etched depth
increases linearly for on- and off-axis irradiations. Compared
to off-axis irradiation the maximum etched depth of on-axis
irradiation is always clearly higher for all ion energies used.
This behavior is reflected in the factor Fetch, which is always
greater than 1 despite a slightly decrease from 1.4 �Eion
=500 keV� to 1.3 �Eion=2 MeV�. On the basis of the rela-
tion zC /zR=Fetch=�e

R /�e
C and the mean value of Fetch=1.35 it

is obvious that the electronic energy loss in channeling con-
ditions is also reduced by a factor of 0.74. Using these two
methods we found a 0.735 times lower average electronic
energy deposition for channeling along the �112�0� axis of
LiNbO3 compared to off-axis irradiation.
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FIG. 5. Peak shift �z as a function of the square root of the ion
energy Eion and ion mass mion for x-cut LiNbO3 irradiated with Si+

ions with different ion energies. The dashed-dotted line represents
the linear fit in Fig. 4 Sec. IV B by Eq. �1�.

FIG. 6. Maximum etched depth zmax after etching in 40% HF
solution for 10 h at a temperature of 40 °C for on- and off-axes Si+

irradiation of x-cut LiNbO3 at different ion energies. Additionally,
the factor Fetch=zC /zR is shown.
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V. CONCLUSIONS

The influence of ion energy and ion species on the defect
formation in on-axis irradiated x-cut LiNbO3 was investi-
gated. It has been shown that in the energy range where the
nuclear energy deposition dominates, the defect distribution
for on-axis irradiation is shifted to larger depths. The peak
shift increases linearly with the square root in both ion en-
ergy and ion mass. With further rising ion energy, e.g., Si+

irradiation with E�1 MeV, the electronic energy loss be-
comes more and more dominant. When the electronic energy
loss exceeds a material-specific threshold which could be
estimated to 200 eV Å−1, a strong damaged surface layer
was observed whereas the peak shift nearly disappeared.
These processes are a consequence of the defect formation
due to the electronic energy deposition.

Furthermore, by comparing on- and off-axis irradiations
with ion energies ranging from 1.0 to 2.0 MeV it was shown
that the damage formation due to electronic energy deposi-

tion starts for on-axis irradiation just at higher energies. This
effect is accounted for by the reduced electronic density in
the channels. Consequently the electronic energy deposition
is reduced for channeled ions and could be determined in
two ways: by comparing the thickness of the amorphous sur-
face layer as well as the maximal etched depths. Compared
to the electronic energy loss for off-axis irradiation, the elec-
tronic energy loss under channeling conditions is reduced by
a factor of �0.735.

With respect to the patterning of LiNbO3 by means of
ion-beam enhanced etching, the channeling irradiation offers
the possibility to produce structures aligned with the crystal
axis. However, metal masks with high-dimensional accuracy,
which are required to pattern the sample with desired ar-
rangement of structures, can only be produced with thick-
nesses below 400 nm. Thus, on-axis irradiation enables an
increase in the depth of the pattern �approximately 1.35
times for x axis� without being obliged to increase the mask
thickness due to the use of higher-ion energies.
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