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ABSTRACT

Aims. We report in this paper the test of a plane holographic optical element to be used as an aberration-corrected grating for a slitless
spectrograph, inserted in a convergent telescope beam. Our long term objective is the optimisation of a specific hologram to switch
the auxiliary telescope imager of the Vera Rubin Observatory into an accurate slitless spectrograph, dedicated to the atmospheric
transmission measurement. We present and discuss here the promising results of tests performed with prototype holograms at the
CTIO 0.9 m telescope during a run of 17 nights in May-June 2017.
Methods. After their on-sky geometrical characterisation, the performances of the holograms as aberration-balanced dispersive op-
tical elements have been established by analysing spectra obtained from spectrophotometric standard stars and narrow-band emitter
planetary nebulae.
Results. Thanks to their additional optical function, our holographic disperser prototypes allow to produce significantly better fo-
cused spectra within the full visible wavelength domain [370, 1050] nm than a regular grating, which suffers from strong defocusing
and aberrations when used in similar conditions. We show that the resolution of our slitless on-axis spectrograph equipped with the
hologram approaches its theoretical performance.
Conclusions. While estimating the benefits of an hologram for the spectrum resolution, the roadmap to produce a competitive holo-
graphic element for the Vera Rubin Observatory auxiliary telescope has been established.

Key words. Instrumentation: Holographic Optical Element, slitless spectroscopy

1. Introduction and context

The Vera C. Rubin Observatory uses a 8.4 meter diameter tele-
scope, equipped with a 3.2 Gpixels back-illuminated CCD cam-
era, which will be devoted to a 10 year south sky survey with 6
wide-band filters ugrizy (Abell et al. 2009). One of the objectives
is to reach sub-percent photometric precision, which needs a
careful calibration procedure (Ingraham et al. 2016). Therefore,
the main telescope (Simonyi Survey Telescope, hereafter named
SST) will be assisted by an auxiliary telescope (AuxTel) (di-
ameter 1.2 m, f /18, scale at focal plane 105 µm/arcsec), partly
devoted to the measurement of the atmospheric transmission
(Burke et al. 2010, 2013; Coughlin et al. 2018) which is one
of the main photometric systematic sources of uncertainty at
the sub-percent level. To monitor these spatial and temporal
transmission variations, a slitless spectrograph is inserted in
the AuxTel converging beam, following the original idea from
David Monet (US Naval Observatory, Flagstaff Station) (Stubbs
C.W. 2021). It will allow to obtain the spectra of spectrophoto-
metric standards from 370 nm to 1050 nm. This wide wavelength
domain is necessary since very different atmospheric features
will be studied such as the water vapor absorption band (around
950 nm) and aerosol absorption variations in the bluest part of
the spectrum. The spectrograph disperser is a grating, inserted
in a filter wheel, illuminating the on-axis camera with the zero-
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th and first diffraction orders of the convergent beam. The filter
wheel can be moved at a distance between 10 to 20 cm from
the sensor (in our case, a Charge-Coupled Device or CCD). This
design allows to switch between photometric and spectropho-
tometric studies with the same instrument by simply rotating
the filter wheel. The advantages of a slitless spectrograph are
the pointing facility and the possibility to make spectrophoto-
metric measurements unaffected by slit vignetting. Achieving
this nevertheless requires to model accurately the instrument
throughput and its wavelength-dependent point-spread function
(PSF). Observation nights at the Cerro Tololo Inter-American
Observatory CTIO 0.9 m telescope ( f /13.7, scale at focal plane
60 µm/arcsec) have been conducted to test the feasibility of this
concept and to compare classical periodic gratings with holo-
graphic dispersors.

Starting from the observation that a periodic grating presents
limitations when used with a convergent beam (Sect. 2), we pro-
pose a solution based on a holographic optical element. In Sect. 3
we describe the holographic grating principle, and its design and
production for its use at the CTIO 0.9 m telescope. A complete
set of tests has been performed at this telescope. Sect. 4 details
the geometrical characterisation of the hologram deduced from
the systematic scan of point-source pointings around the opti-
cal center. Then the performances are shown in Sect. 5, in terms
of focus, spectral resolution, and transmission for the first and
second orders of diffraction. In the discussion (Sect. 6), we com-
pare the performances of two types of holograms – amplitude
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and phase – with the performances of a Ronchi periodic grating
and a blazed periodic grating. We summarise the lessons learned
from these first holographic prototypes with a list of require-
ments for the final hologram adapted to the AuxTel configura-
tion. We conclude on the benefits of the holographic additional
optical function with respect to periodic gratings for the use with
a converging beam in Sect. 7.

2. Limitations of a periodic grating used as a
spectrograph with a convergent beam

The optical properties of regular periodic gratings used in a con-
vergent beam have been extensively studied in many papers and
books (see e.g. Ives (1917); Monk (1928); Murty (1962); Hall
(1966); Schroeder & Inc (2000)) as well as their implementa-
tion in slit spectrographs (see e.g. Gillieson (1949); Ferraro et al.
(2000)). Despite the use in a convergent beam instead of a plane
wave, these papers show that the Fermat’s principle implies that
the grating formula is still valid at zero-th order :

sin θp(λ) − sin θ0 = pNeffλ, (1)

where the angles are those of the projection in the plane perpen-
dicular to the grating lines (see Fig. 1); θ0 is the angle of the
projected telescope beam axis with respect to the normal to the
grating surface, p is the diffraction order, θp(λ) is the projected
corresponding diffracted angle, and Neff is the effective spatial
frequency of grating lines at the position of the central ray of the
light beam (hereafter called chief ray).

Grating

CCD

Telescope beam

Order 0 Order 1

Fig. 1. Notations used for the dispersion relation and the focus-
ing properties of a regular grating. The u axis is the dispersion
axis. The dotted lines marked f ′t (λ) and f ′s (λ) show the locations
of the tangential and sagittal foci of the first-order diffracted im-
age as λ varies, for a given θ0 (which fixes DCCD).

The other angle characterising the incident beam axis is its
angle with respect to the grating lines direction. This angle is
identical for all the emergent beams, whatever be the diffraction
order (Spencer & Murty 1962; Harvey & Pfisterer 2019).

Then aberration terms can be computed at first order (defo-
cusing terms) and second order (coma terms). In particular, in
the plane orthogonal to the grating lines (the dispersion plane
also called the tangential plane), the tangential focus distance is
given by a lemniscate curve (see Fig. 2 for the definition of the

tangential and sagittal foci):

f ′t (λ) =
DCCD

cos θ0

cos2 θp(λ)
cos2 θ0

(2)

with DCCD = S ′0S ⊥ the distance between the disperser and the
CCD (or sensor). In the orthogonal plane, the sagittal focus locus
is a circle of radius f ′s = S ′0S 0 = DCCD/ cos θ0, when the order
0 is focused on the CCD. An illustration of these formula for a
distance DCCD = 58 mm like expected on the CTIO telescope is
shown in Fig. 2.
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Fig. 2. Top: tangential and sagittal focus loci for the first diffrac-
tion order with DCCD = 58 mm and a Ronchi grating with
Neff = 350 lines/mm, and different incident beam angles θ0. The
grey stars represent the focused order 0 at z = 0 for each θ0
(beam pointing downwards, chief ray passing through S ′0). The
colored dots indicate the diffraction angles θ1(λ) for different
wavelengths λ along the tangential focus locus with respect to
the grating normal’s direction.
Bottom: view of the 3D beam structure at 600 nm with a Ronchi
400 lines/mm computed from a BEAMFOUR ray-tracing simu-
lation, showing the definition of tangential and sagittal foci. (see
also Appendix A).

Therefore, the defocusing increases with the wavelength λ
and Neff . The monochromatic beam structure near focus can be
characterized from the disperser to the CCD by i) the position
of the minimal waist within the dispersion plane, ii) the mini-
mal confusion spot, and iii) the position of the minimal waist
orthogonally to the dispersion plane (in the sagittal plane). The
effect that will limit the wavelength resolution when extracting
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Fig. 3. Ellipse main axes a and b (up) and b/a ratio (down) of
the optical PSF for a periodic grating illuminated with a con-
vergent beam at θ0 = 0, as a function of wavelength λ with
Neff = 350 lines/mm. The second order Taylor expansion super-
imposes very well with the exact computation.

the spectrum will be the extension of the spot within the disper-
sion plane at the detector position, as shown in Fig. 2 (bottom),
established with a BEAMFOUR simulation (Beamfour 2016).

At first order, the defocus produces elliptic patterns on the
CCD for point sources if the telescope focus has been tuned on
the zero-th diffraction order. The major axis a (along the disper-
sion direction) and the minor axis b (perpendicular to the disper-
sion direction) of the ellipses can be computed at the intersection
of the beam with the CCD plane:

a =
D
2

(
cos3 θ0

cos3 θp(λ)
− 1

)
, b =

D
2

(
cos θ0

cos θp(λ)
− 1

)
(3)

with D the telescope diameter. After a second order Taylor de-
velopment assuming small θ(λ) diffraction angles and θ0 � 1,
the b/a ratio is:

b
a
≈

1
3

[
1 −

1
2

(Neffλ)2
]
≈

1
3

(4)

giving an ellipse eccentricity e ≈
√

8/3. The dependency with
the wavelength is rather small (see Fig. 3) and even the zero-
th order development is a very good approximation of the el-
liptic PSF pattern. These formula show also that the optical
PSF of such a slitless spectrograph can be modelled (see also
Appendix A). When designing a system using a regular grating
with this type of configuration, one can consider to minimize the
impact of defocusing, for example by reducing the wavelength
range, or the dispersion power, or by conceding zero-th order
defocusing to improve first order focusing.

For instance, for the CTIO 0.9 m telescope configuration
of Fig. A.1 where a Ronchi with 400 lines/mm is installed at
DCCD ≈ 58 mm from the CCD plane, the defocusing in the
deflection plane reaches 8.7 mm in red (800 nm) and 13.4 mm
in infra-red (1000 nm), enlarging the image spot FWHM to
∼ 0.5 mm (∼ 8 arcsec) and ∼ 1.0 mm (∼ 16 arcsec) in the dis-
persion direction on the CCD plane. For AuxTel, the situation
will be less degraded; nevertheless, with a periodic grating of
150 lines/mm installed at DCCD ≈ 200 mm, the defocusing will
be ∼ 3.8 mm in red and ∼ 6.7 mm in infra-red, enlarging the
image spot FWHM to ∼ 0.15 mm (∼ 1.5 arcsec) and ∼ 0.3 mm
(∼ 3.0 arcsec) in the dispersion direction.

In addition to the defocusing, optical geometric aberrations
like coma aberrations are expected on the CCD plane, affecting

the light repartition in the elongated spot (refer to Appendix A
showing BEAMFOUR simulations). However, in Murty (1962)
it has been shown that the coma aberration can be reduced
or even cancelled with a grating using a varying ruling width
that can be obtained by the interference of two coherent point
sources. These kind of holographic dispersers have been exten-
sively studied in many theoretical papers (see e.g. Murty & Das
(1971); Noda et al. (1974a,b); Hutley (1976); Hettrick (1984);
Vila et al. (1988); Palmer (1989); Singh (2000); Palmer (2000);
Goodman (2017)). Holographic gratings were also widely exper-
imentally tested (see e.g. Labeyrie & Flamand (1969); Rudolph
& Schmahl (1967); Schmahl & Rudolph (1977); Namioka et al.
(1976)) but mostly with concave surfaces. This leads us to the
conception of a plane holographic element to design a sim-
ple slitless spectrograph with good focus and optical distortions
properties, allowing to convert a telescope into a wide wave-
length range spectrophotometer.

3. Description and production of the holographic
optical element

3.1. Principle

Our goal is to produce an hologram that forces the diffracted
spectrum of a converging beam to be correctly focused on the
sensor plane. Such an hologram, designed to convert a telescope
equipped with a CCD camera imager into a spectrophotometric
instrument, is specific to the geometry of each telescope, because
it depends on the distance DCCD between the plane of the holo-
gram (usually inserted within a filter wheel), the sensor size, and
the desired dispersion power.

The production of an hologram is illustrated Fig. 4. One has
to record the interference pattern of two spherical waves at a ref-
erence wavelength λR, issued from two coherent point-sources
A (reference wave) and B (image wave). The A and B sources
are positioned respectively at the expected telescope beam focus
point (order 0) and at the requested first order diffracted image
for λR, ideally both at a distance DR = DCCD from the holo-
graphic plate.

According to the holography principles, when the hologram
is back illuminated with the reverse reference wave converging
in A (order 0 in Fig. 4-right) at wavelength λR, it diffracts a spher-
ical wave converging at position B (order 1) and d = S 0S 1(λR) =
AB = dR if DCCD = DR. If the reference wave is replaced by a
telescope beam converging on A issued from an astrophysical
object, then a point-like image at λR is produced at B (order 1).
For wavelengths around λR, by continuity, the diffracted wave
is also focused near the line (AB), which is the optical function
that we are looking for to produce a correctly focused spectrum
from a convergent beam in the visible. This characteristic will be
quantified throughout this paper. Note that, conversely, the −1-th
order of the spectrum is defocused.

The recorded interference pattern is made of confocal hyper-
boloids (Fig. 5). It is not invariant by translation unlike usual
regular gratings, and has two symmetry axes (the (A′B′) line and
the orthogonal line passing through C′ the center of the [A′B′]
segment, where A′ and B′ are the orthogonal projections of A
and B on the plate). The spatial frequency of the lines decreases
from the center C′ to the edges of the hologram; as a conse-
quence, the left and right edges of the 4.1 mm diameter beam of
the CTIO telescope entering the hologram (grey circle on Fig.
4-right) are unequally diffracted. The result is an optical focus-
ing function in addition to the dispersion function. As a conse-
quence, the optical center A′ of this element (different than the
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Fig. 4. Left: recording of the hologram. The interference pattern of two illuminating point sources A (reference wave) and B (image
wave), produced by a split laser beam of wavelength λR = 639 nm, is recorded on the holographic sensitive plate emulsion. The two
sources are placed at the distance DR from the plate and spaced by a distance dR. Right: reading of the hologram. The telescope
beam, converging at the reference wave point source position A, is diffracted by the hologram. By construction, if DCCD = DR, the
zero-th order of the observed star is focused at the place where was source A, and the first order at wavelength λR is focused at the
place where was source B, i.e. d = dR. The other first order wavelengths are also well focused on the CCD plane. In both figures,
red dotted lines give the symmetric axis of the interference pattern, and the black dotted line gives the glass plate median axis. The
coordinate frames of the disperser (w, l, ζ) and of the spectrum (u, v, z) are represented.

symmetry center C′) needs to be aligned with the position A of
the undeflected (zero order) beam. To get this corrective optical
function we built a specifically designed optical bench to pro-
duce the hologram. The bench’s geometry depends only on the
distance to the focal plane DR = DCCD and on the requested
dispersion power (defined by the distance dR = AB).

3.2. Dispersion and focus properties

A complete description of the dispersion and focusing proper-
ties of holographic gratings is developed in Noda et al. (1974a),
using the Fermat principle for any hologram (i.e. any position
of the two coherent sources) and any position of the order 0.
Hereafter we propose a rewriting of Noda et al. (1974a) results
using S ′0, the incident point of the chief ray on the hologram,
as the reference point to apply the Fermat principle. We use the
coordinate system (u, v, z) with origin S ⊥(0, 0, 0) where u is the
dispersion axis, the suitable frame to describe the properties of
the hologram from the record of the diffraction orders on the
CCD (see Fig. 6).

Figure 6 shows the direct and first order diffracted
light-rays issued from the central ray (chief ray of a
conical beam) entering the hologram at the position
S ′0(w′0, l

′
0, 0)w,l,ζ = S ′0(0, 0,−DCCD)u,v,z and arriving at

S 0(u0, 0, 0) and S 1(u1(λ), 0, 0). We consider another light-
ray from the conical beam converging at point S 0, crossing the
grating surface at a point M(u, v,−DCCD). Let n(S ′0,M) be the
(fractional) number of grooves from S ′0 to M. The condition
to obtain a constructive interference at position S p (perfect
imaging for order p) between the light diffracted at M and the
light diffracted at S ′0 can be expressed by the stationarity of the
light-path function F defined as 1 :

F(M) = (MS p − MS 0) − (S ′0S p − S ′0S 0) + pλn(S ′0,M) (5)

1 Here, the λ dependencies are implicit to facilitate the reading.

Fig. 5. The intensity interference pattern recorded on the 5 cm ×
5 cm hologram are confocal hyperboloids, as shown here by a
simulation corresponding to the holograms produced for this
study ; here only 1 line every 400 is represented (and zoomed).
Note that the symmetry center C’ at the intersection of symme-
try axis (red lines) does not coincide with the optical center (A’
projection of A, perpendicular to the sensor plane).

adapted from Noda et al. (1974a) for transmission holograms,
where:

MS p =

√
(u − up)2 + v2 + D2

CCD

MS 0 =

√
(u − u0)2 + v2 + D2

CCD

S ′0S p =

√
u2

p + D2
CCD = rp

S ′0S 0 =

√
u2

0 + D2
CCD = r0.

4



Moniez, Neveu, Dagoret-Campagne, Gentet, Le Guillou: Holographic slitless spectrograph: focus and resolution

CCD

CCD projection

Fig. 6. Coordinate systems for the description of the dispersion
and focusing properties of holographic gratings. The points S 0
and S 1(λ) are respectively the centroids of the order 0 and order
1 on the CCD at wavelength λ, while S ′0 is the incident point of
the chief ray on the hologram. The angle α0 is the orientation
angle of the hologram with respect to the x axis, while α, de-
pending on the position of S ′0, is the dispersion axis angle with
respect to the same x axis. The (x, y), (u, v), (w, l) frames are all
coplanar but have different orientations and origins.

The position S p satisfying this stationarity condition depends on
λ and for p = 1 it is represented as S 1(λ) on Fig. 6.

What is the meaning of the explicit λ term in F(M) ? Since
wave fronts are defined as surfaces of constant phase, the opti-
cal path difference between the principal path (S 0S ′0S p) and the
general diffracted path (S 0MS p) need to be an integer multiple
of the diffracted wavelength (Palmer 1989). The light-path dif-
ference pn(S ′0,M)λ from S ′0 and M states that the phase shift
for a ray passing through M is the same as for the ray passing
through S ′0 (modulo 2π). For instance, in the case of a regular
grating of spatial frequency Neff with straight grooves orthog-
onal to the w axis, we have simply n(S ′0,M) = w.Neff . For an
hologram recorded from two coherent sources A(uA, vA, zA) and
B(uB, vB, zB), the number of grooves between S ′0 and M is given
by the light-path difference:

n(S ′0,M) =
[
(MB − MA) − (S ′0B − S ′0A)

]
/λR. (6)

Note that zA and zB are not necessarily equal in the plane z = 0
because the CCD can be tilted and at a different distance from the
holographic emulsion than the sources were when the hologram
was recorded.

Appendix B develops the computing of the power-series ex-
pansion of F(M) and the consequences of its stationarity on the
diffracted beam. Below we summarize the main conclusions.

– The dispersion axis, characterized by the angle α(w′0, l
′
0)−α0,

is locally orthogonal to the mean orientation of the grooves
at S ′0.

– The grating formula (1) applies for holographic gratings re-
placing Neff by a local Neff(w′0, l

′
0) line density varying with

the incident point S ′0 of the chief ray.
– The tangential and sagittal focuses as a function of λ are

given by:

f ′t (w′0, l
′
0, λ) =

DCCD cos2 θp(λ)

cos3 θ0 − pλDCCD
∂2n
∂u2

∣∣∣∣∣∣
S ′0

(7)

f ′s (w′0, l
′
0, λ) =

DCCD

cos θ0 − pλDCCD
∂2n
∂v2

∣∣∣∣∣∣
S ′0

(8)

where the partial derivatives are explicitly computed at the end
of Appendix B.

The maps of the groove density Neff(w′0, l
′
0) and dispersion

axis angles α(w′0, l
′
0) − α0 are computed in Fig. 7. We can see
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Fig. 7. Maps of the groove density Neff(w′0, l
′
0) (black contours)

and dispersion axis angles α(w′0, l
′
0) − α0 (colored map) for an

holographic grating with DR = 58 mm, dR = 13.5 mm in the
(w, l) frame.

that the groove density decreases from the hologram symme-
try centre C′ and that the latter point is also a saddle point for
the dispersion axis angle. Concerning the focusing properties,
in Fig. 8 we represent the tangential and sagittal loci for holo-
grams designed for the CTIO configuration, when the incident
beam is normal (θ0 = 0) with S ′0 ≈ A′. Comparing with Fig. 2,
the tangential focus for the wavelength range [300 nm, 1000 nm]
spans only ≈ 5 mm along the z axis while it covers ≈ 10 mm
for a regular grating with the same Neff ; moreover, even if the
focus is not set on the 0th order but around 600 nm of the first
order, the defocusing effect is still stronger for a regular grating
than for an hologram with the same dispersion power. The first
order diffraction images on the sensor plane are ellipses with
sizes shown in Fig. 9: we observe a perfect focus for λ = λR as
a(λR) = b(λR) = 0. For any wavelength, values of eccentricities
and b/a ratios are close to the ones obtained for regular gratings.
Compared with Fig. 3, for the CTIO configuration we expect a
strong reduction of the spectrograph PSF size at all visible and
infrared wavelengths, as represented in Fig. 10 and Fig. A.3.
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ored dots indicate the image positions for different wavelengths
λ along the tangential focus locus.
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the optical PSF for an hologram illuminated with a convergent
beam at θ0 = 0, as a function of wavelength λ with Neff =
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0 5 10 15 20
u [mm]

0

2

4

v 
[m

m
]

Hologram

300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000
 [nm]

Ronchi

spot zoom
 ×5

Fig. 10. First diffraction order PSF patterns of the slitless spec-
trograph for a Ronchi grating (top) and an holographic grating
(bottom), both with Neff = 350 lines/mm at the optical center A′
and DCCD = DR = 58 mm, for 100 nm-spaced wavelengths from
300 to 1000 nm.

3.3. First prototypes

The holograms were made at Ultimate holography, a company
directed by one of the authors (Mr Gentet), based in Bordeaux,

Fig. 11. Top : Picture of the holographic production bench at
Ultimate Holography (Bordeaux, France) with sources A and
B (red dots indicated by the arrows), deported by a prismatic
mirror. Bottom: phase (left) and amplitude (right) holograms
mounted on frames to align their optical centers within our cho-
sen quarter of the CTIO 0.9 m telescope CCD camera.

France. Two prototypes have been produced dedicated to the
CTIO 0.9 m telescope configuration (DCCD ∼ 58 mm), using a
λR = 639 nm wavelength stabilized laser (Fig. 11) :

– a silver halide emulsion amplitude hologram, where the in-
terference pattern is recorded as a high resolution absorption
modulation.

– a silver halide emulsion phase hologram, where the interfer-
ence pattern is recorded as a high resolution optical index
modulation.

4. On-sky geometrical characterisation of the
holograms

From May 27th to June 14th 2017, the two silver halide-based
holograms have been evaluated together with a Ronchi grat-
ing (400 lines/mm) (hereafter called Ronchi400) and a Thorlabs
blazed grating (300 lines/mm) ref. GT50-03 2 (hereafter called
Blazed300). Both were placed on the CTIO 0.9 m telescope
filter-wheel for extensive quasi-simultaneous tests and compar-
isons. The images were focused on a 2048 × 2048 CCD, with
pixel size of 24 µm (0.4 arcsec on sky).

We rapidly visually checked some of the specific properties
of the holograms by observing the open cluster NGC4755 (see
Fig. 12): for each star, we observe a +1 order spectrum (on their
right) and a −1 order spectrum (on their left). The orientation of
the dispersion axis depends on the position of the star with re-
spect to the hologram optical center as expected from Fig. 7 and
Eq. B.2. Moreover one can observe from the expanded region
that for the +1 order spectrum, the focus looks correct from the
blue edge (left) to the red edge (right) of the spectrogram, while
the −1 order spectrum is defocused, as expected.

2 https://www.thorlabs.com/thorproduct.cfm?
partnumber=GT50-03

6

https://www.thorlabs.com/thorproduct.cfm?partnumber=GT50-03
https://www.thorlabs.com/thorproduct.cfm?partnumber=GT50-03


Moniez, Neveu, Dagoret-Campagne, Gentet, Le Guillou: Holographic slitless spectrograph: focus and resolution

Fig. 12. Spectra of stars within the wide open cluster NGC4755,
obtained at the CTIO 0.9 m telescope with the amplitude holo-
gram. The field is ∼ 13.7′ wide. +1 order spectra are on the right
and −1 order spectra on the left. The region in the red rectangle
is zoomed in the bottom panel, also showing profiles perpendic-
ular to the dispersion axis for the zero-th order image (center)
and at wavelengths λ ∼ 565 nm and 920 nm for both −1 and
+1 orders, allowing to compare the focused (order +1) versus
defocused (order −1) situations.

4.1. Measurement of DCCD

The first step is to check the geometry of the CTIO 0.9 m
telescope. To do so, we performed (RA,DEC) scans of the
Ronchi400 and Blazed300 gratings using an isolated star and
a Hα filter in a second filter wheel whose central wavelength
is around λHα

= 656 nm. In the images we fit the centroids
of the orders 0 and +1 using Gaussian profiles and compute
the distance d(λ = λHα

) between both centroids S 0 and S 1(λ).
Assuming the groove density were exactly those given by the
makers with an uncertainty of ±1 lines/mm, we invert equation 1
following notations from Fig. 1 and Fig. 6:

DCCD =
u1(λ)

tan θ1(λ)
=

u1(λ)
tan arcsin(Neffλ + sin θ0)

= u1(λ)
√

(Neffλ + sin θ0)−2 − 1. (9)

Neglecting angle θ0 (of the order of arcmin) compared with θ(λ)
(larger than 10◦), we find DCCD = 55.45 ± 0.19 mm when av-
eraging the results from the Ronchi400 and Blazed300 gratings.
This value is slightly smaller than the 58 mm assumed and re-
quired for the hologram production. The thickness variations of
the home-made frames installed on the filter wheel also induced

variations of the true grating plane position along the telescope
axis. We therefore expect fluctuation of this value to be of order
1 or 2 mm between dispersers. The DCCD = 55.45 mm value will
be used only as a first guess to estimate the dispersion proper-
ties of the holograms in the next section; but when astrophysics
spectra will be extracted and calibrated in the following of the
paper, DCCD will be fitted from the positions of known emission
or absorption lines.

4.2. Hologram symmetry center and orientation

The dispersion axis angle α of a spectrum image with respect to
the CCD orientation increases with the vertical distance of the
star to the horizontal symmetry axis (see Fig. 7 and Fig. 12).
Therefore, we decided to exploit these inclination angles to de-
termine the true position of the optical center in the CCD pixel
coordinates. To do so, we performed a systematic (RA,DEC)
scan of the hologram, with the telescope pointing an isolated star.
Given the 0-th order coordinates S 0(x0, y0), the angle α(x0, y0) of
the dispersion axis with respect to the horizontal axis of the CCD
is estimated using a Hessian analysis inspired by the interstellar
filament detection algorithm used by the Planck collaboration in
Ade et al. (2016). The elongated structures of the spectrum in the
CCD image are detected, and their orientation α are analytically
computed (see Appendix C for details). The hologram symme-
try center C on the CCD is then given by the saddle point of the
α(x0, y0) map (see the small colored map on Fig. 13). For each
hologram, we computed this α(x0, y0) map with 5 × 5 pointings
around the expected position of the optical center A′, and deter-
mined the location of the saddle point C′. We were also able to
measure the tilt angle α0 of the hologram symmetric axis (A′B′)
with respect to the CCD horizontal axis x. The other symmet-
ric axis is then orthogonal to this axis and passes through the C′
point (see the red lines in Fig. 5).

4.3. Dispersion properties

The next step to characterize the holograms consists in studying
their dispersion properties with the grating formula B.3. The in-
cident beam angle θ0 is computed using the zero-th order image
distance from the CCD center3, using a scale of 0.401 arcsec/pix
so there is a bijective description of the hologram properties in
terms of S 0 or S ′0.

4.3.1. Measurement of Neff

(RA,DEC) scans are performed with the silver halide holograms
through a Hα filter, similarly to the Ronchi400 and Blazed300
gratings. After determining the centroids of the orders 0 and +1
fitting Gaussian profiles, using the DCCD value of 55.45 mm, for-
mula (B.3) is inverted for each pointing position S 0(x0, y0, 0) to
find Neff(x0, y0), the local effective number of lines per mm of
the hologram, as a function of the undeflected beam impact :

Neff(x0, y0) =
1
λHα

[
sin

(
arctan

u1(λHα
| x0, y0)

DCCD

)
− sin θ0

]
(10)

In the inset of Fig. 13, the black contours are the Neff(x0, y0)
equal-lines for the amplitude hologram. For both holograms,
Neff is around 360 lines/mm at the hologram symmetry center,
slowly decreasing toward the edges as expected from Fig. 7 or

3 At the CTIO 0.9 m telescope, the maximum θ0 value is around
10 arcmin.
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Fig. 13. Measurements of the geometrical characteristics of the
amplitude hologram. The small colored inset (projected on the
CCD) maps the dispersion axis angle α of the +1 diffraction
spectrum line with respect to the x-axis. The open circles corre-
spond to the impacts of the zeroth-order. The fitted saddle point
coincides within 2 mm with the symmetric center of the holo-
graphic pattern (at the crossing of the red dotted lines, as in
Fig. 4); the expected optical axis from the makers’ indications
(red cross) is supposed to be confused with the big red dot. Iso-
density lines of Neff(x0, y0) are also superimposed (in lines/mm)
(see Sect. 4.3). The brown background lines reproduce the holo-
graphic pattern of Fig. 5.

Fig. 5. Similar results for the phase hologram are presented in
Appendix D.

4.3.2. Optical center position

To find the optical center A′, we use the hologram horizontal
symmetry axis, the saddle point position C′ and the Neff(x0, y0)
map interpolated at all CCD positions. Given these ingredients,
we find the position along the horizontal symmetry axis where
Neff is such that the order 0 position S 0 and the first order po-
sition S 1(λR) at wavelength λR are symmetrical with respect to
the saddle point C projected on the CCD4. Doing so, we find
for the amplitude hologram d = S 0S 1(λR) = 12.77 mm and
d = 12.86 mm for the phase hologram. This is shorter than the
optical bench value (dR = 13.5 mm) but expected because we
found at CTIO a shorter DCCD distance than DR, estimated inde-
pendently with the Ronchi400 and Blazed300 gratings (all dis-
persers are inserted in identical frames in the CTIO filter-wheel
and their exit face is at the same distance from the CCD). The
distances are indeed related as follows: d/DCCD ≈ 12.8/55.5 ≈
dR/DR ≈ 13.7/58. Given Fig. 5, the optical center A′ is located
at a distance d/2 toward the left of the saddle point in the hypoth-
esis that DCCD ≈ DR. For each hologram, we found the recon-
structed optical center to coincide within 2 mm with the makers’
indications (the cross in Fig. 13). The position B′ of the λR first

4 In other words, we look for a pointing S 0(x0, y0, 0) that gives
C′S ′0 = −C′S ′1(λR) given the dispersion relation (B.3) and the map
Neff(x0, y0). This pointing is the optical center A′ when DCCD = DR
and the order +1 on the sensor is the projection of B′.

order is expected at d/2 toward the right of the saddle point. The
A′ and B′ positions are sketched by the red and black dots in
Fig. 13.

To check the validity of our measurements, we plotted in
Fig. 14 the interpolated Neff measurements along the hologram
dispersion axis, whose uncertainties are mainly dominated by
the DCCD estimation, and the Neff predicted curve (formula B.4
in Appendix B) using the measured DCCD and d distances. We
see a very good agreement, convincing us that the holograms we
made follow perfectly their expected dispersion performances.
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Fig. 14. Interpolated values of Neff along the dispersion axis as a
function of the distance to the hologram center (black points)
issued from Figure 13 and the predicted function from equa-
tion B.4 (blue curve) using the measured DCCD = 55.45 mm and
d = 12.8 mm distances.

4.4. Preliminary extraction of spectra

Knowing the position of the optical center of the holograms and
their dispersion properties, we were able to pursue studies on
their performances, still using the CTIO 0.9 m telescope, and get
calibrated spectra of astrophysical sources. The extraction pro-
ceeds as follows:

1. estimation of the dispersion axis angle α and rotating the im-
age; since the angles are small, the rotation does not induce
significant correlations between the pixel values along the
dispersion axis;

2. fit of the zero-th order centroid;
3. crop of the +1 order spectrogram in the image;
4. fit of a Moffat profile φλ(v) transverse to the dispersion axis u

at all wavelengths λ to get the PSF profile and the amplitude
of the spectrum;

5. wavelength calibration using known absorption or emission
bright lines; the distance between detected lines and tabu-
lated wavelength is minimized to fit again DCCD, with given
Neff(x0, y0), using equation B.3;

6. rough flux calibration factor to convert Analog-to-Digital
Units (ADU) into erg/s/cm2/nm, accounting for the diame-
ter of the telescope and the CCD gain.

The result of the extraction is a spectrum

S (λ) = S ∗(λ) × Tatm(λ) × Tinst(λ), (11)

where S ∗(λ) is the astrophysical object spectral energy density
(SED), Tatm(λ) is the atmospheric transmission, and Tinst(λ) is
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the instrumental transmission (including the CCD quantum effi-
ciency). This spectrum corresponds to the first diffraction order,
contaminated by the second order light.
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Fig. 15. Spectra S (λ) in erg/s/cm2/nm units of HD111980 ac-
quired with the four dispersers. Vertical lines show the de-
tected absorption lines with signal-to-noise ratio above 3 and
the curved blue lines show the continuum fit (dashed) and the
Gaussian fit (plain) to get the lines. The grey zones indicate re-
gions contaminated with field stars (not present in all spectra due
to slightly different α angles). A zoom on the main dioxygen ab-
sorption line is provided on the right.

In Fig. 15 we show the spectra of the CALSPEC star
HD111980 (Bohlin et al. 2014) observed with identical condi-
tions, extracted with this procedure for the four available dis-
persers. First, we note that the spectral resolution improves
from top to bottom panels (the Ronchi400 grating shows quasi
doughnut-shaped absorption lines5). The flux is larger when us-
ing the Blazed300 grating and the two holograms show differ-
ent transmissions and resolutions. All this will be more carefully
characterized in the next section.

5. Performances of the holographic optical
elements

5.1. Focusing performances

The first purpose of our observational tests was to check the im-
provement of the hologram focus for the red and IR light with
respect to a periodic grating.

To get a first idea of this improvement, we observed a star
through a Hα narrow filter (central wavelength 656 nm, FWHM=
6.4 nm) and used the standard focus procedure of the telescope

5 In principle, using an extraction based on a deconvolution process
(like in https://github.com/LSSTDESC/Spectractor) (Neveu
et al. 2021) using a 2D PSF function that models this doughnut shape
can improve spectral resolution obtained from the Ronchi grating, but
this model needs to be accurate.

Fig. 16. Focus procedures with the Hα narrow filter. The se-
ries of horizontal pairs of spots show the successive images ob-
tained when changing the telescope focusing (by 0.5 mm steps).
From top to bottom, Ronchi400, Blazed300, phase and ampli-
tude holograms (∼ 350 lines/mm). The zero order is on the left
side, and the corresponding first order is on the right side. The
Ronchi400 shows the largest difference between the best focus
distance for the two orders in Hα (4.5 ± 0.5 mm).

to systematically compare the 0 and +1 orders focuses for the
gratings and the holograms. Here, we define the +1 order focus
as the position of the waist along the dispersion axis, in order to
minimize the wavelength mixing when observing a continuum
spectrum. As shown in Fig. 16, we found the +1 order focus of
the holograms at the same position as the zero-th order focus
within 0.5 mm accuracy. In contrast, we found a 4.5 ± 0.5 mm
difference between the 0 and +1 orders for the Ronchi400, and
about 2.5 ± 0.5 mm difference for the Blazed300 (due to its
smaller Neff value). These values are compatible with the shifts
expected by the simulations (see Fig. A.1 for the Ronchi400).

The focusing performances shown in Fig. 16 are quantita-
tively confirmed by the analysis of the width of the fitted cross-
sectional profile φλ(v). In Fig. 17 is represented the full width
half maximum (FWHM) of the spectrum transverse profile as a
function of the distance to the order 0 centroid d(λ) = S 0S 1(λ).
This quantity is evaluated directly on the median of a stack of
ten consecutive transverse profiles. The seeing was ∼ 0.6 arcsec
i.e. 1.5 pixel, with variations from λ = 400 nm to 1000 nm not
exceeding 0.25 pixel. The Ronchi400 and Blazed300 gratings
show similar behaviour with an increasing FWHM with d(λ) as
expected. The hologram gratings present a rather constant cross-

9
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sectional FWHM along the dispersion axis, with a better focus
in the red, a consequence of the fact that they were recorded at
λR = 639 nm. We conclude that the holographic prototypes have
the expected performance concerning their focusing power, in
particular in the reddest part where the water vapor absorption
band stands.
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Fig. 17. FWHM of the transverse profile of the four spectra from
Fig. 15, as a function of the distance to the order 0 centroid
d(λ) = S 0S 1(λ). The seeing provided by the CTIO seeing mon-
itor was ∼ 0.7 arcsec i.e. 1.8 pixel. The width of the bands rep-
resents the FWHM uncertainty due to the flux measurement un-
certainty. Note that since dispersions change from one disperser
to another, the same d abscissa corresponds to different wave-
lengths.

One important test of the holograms is to check if the PSF
is degraded when the order 0 image does not coincide with the
optical center as determined in Sect. 4. We performed again
5 × 5 scans of telescope pointings while observing CALSPEC
stars without any filter, and extracted the spectra. All these mea-
surements were performed together during a short time interval
(1h15), thus limiting the variations of the atmospheric condi-
tions. In Fig. 18, we report the minimum FWHM observed along
the spectra as a function of the stellar order 0 image position. We
observe that this minimum FWHM degrades by less than 1 pixel
(24 µm or 0.401 arcsec) when the order 0 position is moved by
less than 200 pixels from the optimal position on the CCD. This
pixel domain is contained in a box of about 1 cm×1 cm, large
enough to allow for a comfortable use of these holograms and
maintain high focusing performances.

5.2. Resolution performances

The spectral resolution is defined as R(λ) = λ/∆λmin where
∆λmin is the minimal detectable separation between monochro-
matic lines.

5.2.1. Theoretical best resolution of a slitless spectrograph

Two spectroscopic lines from a source can be separated when
their dispersion on the sensor exceeds the extension of the spot
of one monochromatic line. Consider a perfectly monochromatic
source which produces a direct image of angular size σ0 on the
detector. The disperser produces a first-order diffracted image
with a spread of σ1 along the dispersion direction. We want to
know, for this same source, what is the chromatic width ∆λmin
which produces a first-order diffracted image with the same
spread σ1. We then assume that ∆λmin can be equated to the
power of separation, below which the diffracted image does not
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Fig. 18. Measurements of the focusing characteristics of the am-
plitude hologram. Iso-lines of the minimum FWHM (in pixel)
respectively to the wavelength, as a function of the order 0 posi-
tion, superimposed on the same frame than Fig. 13. The seeing
provided by the CTIO seeing monitor was about 1.2 arcsec i.e.
around 3 pixels.

differ from an image of monochromatic source. Starting from
the initial causes of zero-th order image spread (σ0), we have to
estimate the first-order diffracted image spread (σ1) to deduce
∆λmin.

Since our spectrograph is slitless, there is no slit width to
consider, and σ0 depends on the seeing, the focus quality, the
distortions, the pixel size and the angular size of the source. In
the optimal cases (point-source, pixel size� seeing, perfect fo-
cus, no distorsion), σ0 is dominated by the atmospheric seeing.
Eventually the variation of the seeing with the wavelength can
be taken into account, since it is scaling as λ−1/5 (Boyd 1978),
decreasing by a factor 0.83 from 400 nm to 1000 nm.

Following notations of Fig. 1, when the direction of an in-
coming ray θ0 changes by σ0 (due to one of the causes just
mentionned), then the impact of the telescope beam on the grat-
ing S ′0 varies by σ0 × ( f − DCCD)/ cos2 θ0, where f is the focal
length of the telescope. The projection on the sensor plane S ⊥
also varies by the same quantity. Taking the derivative of Eq. (9)
with respect to θ0 and using the derivative of Eq. (1), one finds
δ(S ⊥S 1) = σ0 × DCCD cos θ0/ cos3 θ1(λ). Then the shift of S 1 is:

δS 1(λ) = σ1. f = σ0 ×

(
f − DCCD

cos2 θ0
+

DCCD cos θ0

cos3 θ1(λ)

)
. (12)

In our case (and in general), DCCD � f and θ0 < few arcmin, and
the consequence is that σ1 ∼ σ0. Incidentally, this is also true
in the direction perpendicular to the dispersion axis. It should
be noted that this result concerns the chief ray of the telescope
beam (the axis of the light cone), and is therefore only valid if
the first order diffracted image is focused like the direct image.

Now we examine the spreading of the image in S 1 under
the sole effect of a chromatic broadening of the source. When
shifting by ∆λ the wavelength of a point source, only the impact
S 1(λ) of the first order diffracted beam is shifted (θ0 and conse-
quently S ′0 and S ⊥ are unaffected). We obtain the shift δS 1(λ) by
derivating Eq. (9) with respect to λ, and using Eq. (1) to get the
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derivative of θ1(λ) with respect to λ. Finally, the shift of S 1 is:

δS 1(λ) = ∆λ ×
NeffDCCD

cos3 θ1(λ)
. (13)

Our hypothesis states that if δS 1(λ) = σ1. f (= σ0. f ), then ∆λ =
∆λmin and we get the relation

∆λmin(σ0) = fσ0 cos3 θ1(λ)/(NeffDCCD). (14)

The wavelength separation between two spectral lines has to be
larger than ∆λmin(σ0) to avoid the confusion due to the direct
image spread characterized by σ0. Assuming normal incidence
(sin θ0 = 0) and expressing cos θ1(λ) from Eq. (1), the theoret-
ical resolution of our slitless spectrometer with imaging quality
limited by the dispersion σ0 is finally :

R(λ, σ0) =
λ

∆λmin(σ0)
=

DCCD

fσ0

λNeff

[1 − (λNeff)2]3/2 . (15)

5.2.2. Measured resolution performances

For the CTIO 0.9 m telescope with f = 21.6 m and for holo-
grams with Neff ∼ 350 mm−1 and DCCD = 55.45 mm, the best
theoretical resolution is:

Rtheor.(λ, σ0) ∼ 337
[

σ0

1 arcsec

]−1
[
λ

1 µm

] 1 − 0.123
[
λ

1 µm

]2−3/2

.

(16)
We measured the effective spectral resolution of the gratings

thanks to the observation of a small angular-size planetary neb-
ula with sharp emission lines. Spectra of the planetary nebula
PNG321.0+3.9 (or HEN 2-113), with an angular extension of
∼ 2” FWHM (Lagadec, E. et al. 2006), are presented in Fig. 19,
and the resolution ∆λmin is estimated from the measured width
of the Hα

6 and Hβ emission lines (see Table 1). Rough esti-
mates of the effective spectrograph resolution λ/∆λmin(σ0) are
also quoted in Table 1 for the two spectral lines.

To get indicative information on the performances for redder
color, we add in Table 1 the measured width of the atmospheric
O2 absorption band at 762 nm, as observed in the spectrum of
HD111980 (Fig. 15). Since this absorption band is wide, the
measured ∆λ is wider than ∆λmin(σ0), and it can not be used to
estimate the resolution. The Ronchi400 spectral resolution has
not been evaluated as the Gaussian profile fit fails for lines that
are too strongly defocused.

We notice that in the red part (λ = 659 nm), the observed
resolutions for the holograms are closer to the estimates of Eq.
(16) (assuming σ0 = 2”/2.35) than for the Blazed300 grating.
Indeed, as the Blazed300 grating doesn’t focus correctly at or-
der 1 when the order 0 is focused, then σ1 > σ0 and the true
resolution is worse than expression (16).

In the bluer part of the spectra, the three gratings are almost
equivalent, with performances close to the theoretical expecta-
tions, limited here by the nebula size. We observe a slight ad-
vantage to the Blazed300 grating and a disadvantage for the am-
plitude hologram (probably due to a low signal-to-noise ratio in
this blue part). However, in the redder part of the spectra, the
holograms clearly benefit from their better focus.

6 The Hα line is not contaminated by a NII contribution (wavelengths
differing by only 2.1 nm) according to (Acker et al. 1992); we are able
to confirm this fact considering the sharpness of the line obtained with
the holograms.
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Fig. 19. Spectra S (λ) from planetary nebula PNG321.0+3.9
(extension 2 arcsec) in erg/s/cm2/nm units measured with the
Blazed300 grating, the phase hologram, and the amplitude holo-
gram. Vertical green lines show the detected emission lines with
signal-to-noise ratio above 3 and the curved blue lines show the
continuum fit (dashed) and the Gaussian fit (plain) to the lines.
The grey zones indicate regions contaminated with field stars
(not present in all spectra due to slightly different α angles). A
zoom on CII and CIV carbon emission lines is provided on the
right.

Table 1. Resolution of the gratings.

Phase Amplitude
Blazed300 Hologram Hologram

λ Neff 300 l/mm ∼ 350 l/mm ∼ 350 l/mm

∆λmin 3.4 nm 3.5 nm 4.1 nm
Hβ (483 nm) Rmeas. 145 140 115

Rtheor. 160 190 190

∆λmin 5.6 nm 2.8 nm 2.9 nm
Hα (659 nm) Rmeas. 115 240 230

Rtheor. 230 270 270

O2 (762 nm) ∆λ 5.9 nm 3.2 nm 3.0 nm

Notes. ∆λmin values are the RMS of the Gaussian profiles fitted to
the emission lines (Hβ and Hα); ∆λ is the RMS of the profile of the
(wider) O2 absorption band. The measured spectrograph resolution
Rmeas. = λ/∆λmin can be compared with the theoretical one Rtheor., com-
puted from Eq. 15 for a source of 2 arcsec extension.

5.3. Sensitivity to atmospheric parameters

Fig. 20 shows the red section of a reduced spectrum of the
CALSPEC standard HD111980, with a zoom around the water
vapor absorption band (850−1000 nm), one of the main features
we plan to use for the Legacy Survey of Space and Time (LSST)
atmospheric calibration. We used here a red filter (RG715) that
blocks wavelengths below 700 nm, to avoid superimposition of
the second diffraction order blue light with the first order red
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light. The equivalent width estimated for the airmass z = 1.26 of
this observation is EQWH2O(data) = 8.5±1.5 nm. As this equiv-
alent width is not very sensitive to the details of the transmis-
sion, as long as it does not vary too abruptly, we can confront it
with a simulation. In the figure, the simulated spectrum has been
obtained by multiplying the CALSPEC HD111980 SED by the
atmospheric transmission and by a guessed (rough) typical tele-
scope transmission (optical throughput and CCD quantum effi-
ciency). The atmospheric transmission profile is calculated by
using the Atmospheric Radiation Transfer package LibRadTran
(Emde et al. 2015), setting the typically expected precipitable
water vapor at 4 ± 2 mm for a ground altitude of 2200 m and
airmass z = 1.26. Although the CTIO 0.9 m telescope CCD
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Fig. 20. The top panel shows the CALSPEC HD111980 standard
spectrum filtered through the low passband filter RG715, ob-
tained with the phase hologram (data in red, simulation in blue,
with a rough throughput model). The bottom panels focus on the
water vapor absorption band (left is data, right is simulation),
showing ratios of the spectrum to the estimated continuum. Blue
curve refers to a simulation with precipitable water set at 4 mm.
Grey region in simulation refers to a range of precipitable water
wapor between 2-6 mm (equivalent widths are respectively 7.7,
10.5, 12.7 nm).

quantum efficiency is very low in this wavelength domain, we
are however able to unambiguously detect the water absorption
band, observe that its shape is in good agreement with the ex-
pectations, and measure its equivalent width that allows us to
roughly estimate the precipitable water quantity (between 2 and
4 mm). These preliminary results are very promising, since the
AuxTel camera will benefit from the same type of CCD than the
Rubin Observatory SST Camera, with a much better IR quantum
efficiency.

5.4. Transmission efficiency in the first diffraction order

The resolution of the spectrum appears significantly better with
the holograms, but the Blazed300 grating transmits significantly

more light in the first order. Moreover, as can be seen in Fig. 15,
the two holograms do not have the same transmission functions
of the wavelength. As expected, the amplitude hologram, which
modulates the light absorption, has a significantly lower trans-
mission than the modulation index hologram, which is essen-
tially translucent. We found the following rough transmission
ratios for the first diffraction order at 760 nm:

– Blazed Thorlabs300/Phase hologram: ∼ 10
– Phase hologram/Amplitude hologram: ∼ 2

While the transmission is not critical for the purpose of the
present paper, the final holograms to be used for a slitless spec-
trophotometer will be optimized for the best transmission effi-
ciency and uniformity. This point will be specifically addressed
in our next paper (Dagoret-Campagne et al. 2021, to be pub-
lished).

5.5. Second diffraction order

Since the spectral domain we want to study exceeds one oc-
tave, we expect superimposition of the blue part of the sec-
ond diffraction order spectrum onto the red part of the first
diffraction order. Figure 21 is produced from spectra obtained
through the blue band-pass filter FGB37. This filter absorbs all
the light redder than 700 nm. As a consequence, the blue light
(350 < λ < 550 nm) coming from the second order and reach-
ing abscissa 700−1100 nm on the figure is the only contribution
within this part of the experimental spectrum. The lower panel
of Fig. 21 shows the deduced transmission ratio of the second
to the first orders of diffraction, defined by the ratio of the light
fluxes within dλ that are diffracted in the second and first orders,
i.e.:

Y2/Y1(λ) =
dF2(λ)

dλ
/dF1(λ)

dλ
. (17)

We also estimated this ratio at Hα wavelength, by using the nar-
row band-pass Hα filter. Thanks to the suppression of even orders
in the Fourier transform of the square wave function characteriz-
ing the Ronchi grating (here we did the measurement with a 200
lines/mm Ronchi grating instead of 400), this type of disperser
has the smallest second order relative contribution; in the bluest
part, the strongest relative second order is observed with the
Blazed300. Amongst the holograms, the phase hologram shows
the largest relative second order contribution, followed by the
amplitude hologram.

6. Discussion: toward a finalized hologram for
AuxTel

The prototypes studied here were our first generation of holo-
grams, initially produced as a proof of concept to test their fo-
cusing properties. But we learned much more lessons from our
tests and we are now able to define more precisely the require-
ments for the final hologram to be installed on the AuxTel:

– choose modulated phase hologram that has a significantly
better transmission than the modulated amplitude hologram;

– maximise the light transmitted in the first (+1) diffraction
order with the minimal objective to exceed the constant 10%
transmission of a Ronchi grating;

– minimise the light transmitted in the second order;
– minimise the transmission variation with the incoming beam

position, by filtering the interfering laser beams on the holo-
graphic optical bench, and avoiding diffuse light during the
hologram recording.
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Fig. 21. Top: The FGB37 band-pass filter throughput.
Middle: the instrumental CALSPEC HD205905 spectral den-
sity through the FGB37 blue band-pass filter, obtained with the
Blazed300, a Ronchi grating with 200 lines/mm, and the holo-
grams. Here the fluxes from two orders of diffraction are su-
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to 700 nm) and second order (beyond 700 nm, corresponding to
λ2nd order > 350 nm), can clearly be distinguished. The plotted
values are flux densities per wavelength unit of the first diffrac-
tion order. The second scale (order 2) shows the wavelength from
the second order dispersion law.
Bottom: the measured second to first order transmission ratios.

The transmission of the phase holograms can be improved by
tuning different emulsion parameters (for instance the thick-
ness of the emulsion or the size of the silver complex grains).
Theoretically a maximum of 32% of the light can be diffracted
in the first order with a thin hologram (Kogelnik 1969), with re-
duced light in the second order.

An ideal, theoretical hologram should only produce +1 and -
1 orders (reconstructed and conjugate object beams), in addition
to the zero-th order. However, from a theoretical hologram to a
real hologram, a non-linear intervening process (such as photo-
graphic recording) takes place. That introduces distortions in the
record of the interference pattern, producing higher orders in the
image restitution. For the final hologram production, we explore
a way to reduce the second order contribution by recording the

interference pattern through very contrasted photographic emul-
sion, to mimic crenel phase variations.

Series of prototypes adapted to the AuxTel geometrical con-
figuration have been produced to approach the theoretical best
performances. Their evaluation benefited from extensive optical
test-bench measurements and will be described in a forthcoming
paper (Dagoret-Campagne et al. 2021, to be published).

Since we cannot entirely suppress the second order, a com-
plete analysis of the stellar spectrum will need to perform a com-
bined fit of the first + second diffraction orders, assuming knowl-
edge of the system throughput as a function of the wavelength.
An alternative strategy to cancel the second order (significant for
λ > 700 nm) could be to use the hologram together with a low
passband filter when only the red part of the spectrum has to be
measured (for water vapor absorption estimates). The choice of
using or not such a filter for AuxTel observations could be syn-
chronized with the choice of the filter used by the SST.

7. Conclusion and perspectives

In this paper, we have tested the advantages of using a plane
holographic grating as a disperser inserted on the path of a con-
vergent telescope beam, to convert an imager telescope into an
on-axis slitless spectrophotometer. The spectrophotometer thus
exclusively consists of the dispersive and focusing hologram and
the sensor.

Systematic tests have been performed using the CTIO 0.9 m
telescope equipped with an on-axis CCD camera. First, we
checked and quantified the benefits of the optical function of
the hologram that ensure correct focusing for the complete spec-
trum from 370 nm to 1050 nm. Our tests have shown that the
PSF of the first diffraction order does not significantly down-
grades with respect to the PSF of the zero-th order. A significant
improvement is specifically observed with respect to the periodic
gratings in the red section of the spectra (for equivalent disper-
sions). We determined the allowed excursion of the position of
the source beam-axis around the optical center of the holograms
in order to maintain optimal focusing performances. We found a
”sweet pot” of at least 1 cm2 area on the CCD plane, correspond-
ing to an angular diameter of 1.5 arcmin on the sky.

As a conclusion, this kind of holographic grating can easily
convert a telescope imaging camera into a slitless spectrograph
with a rather good resolution at a moderate price. The main chal-
lenge to get accurately calibrated spectrum lies in the proper ex-
traction of the spectrum from the image which will be detailed
in Neveu et al. (2021b, to be published). The only instrumental
need is the availability of a free slot in a filter wheel. A cus-
tomized hologram has to be produced with a specific optical
bench, only depending on the distance from the filter wheel to
the camera CCD, and on the desired dispersive power.

Acknowledgements. We are grateful to the CTIO technical staff members
Hernan Tirado and Manuel Hernandez for their help during our tests with the
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Appendix A: Simulation of the optical PSF and
aberrations

The structure of the beam spot at the focus of the CTIO 0.9 m
telescope ( f /13.7, scale at focal plane 60 µm/arcsec) can be as-
sessed by optical simulation using Beamfour (Beamfour 2016).
Beamfour implements a standard ray-tracing procedure defined
in Spencer & Murty (1962). The trajectory of each optical ray is
followed through the successive optical surfaces arranged along
the optical axis of the experimental setup. At each surface where
the ray interacts, the new direction ~S ′ is calculated from the pre-
vious direction ~S according the following equation:

n′~S ′ ∧ ~ζ = n~S ∧ ~ζ + pλNeff~v, (A.1)

where ~S and ~S ′ are the unit vectors of the incident and outgo-
ing ray, n and n′ are the refractive indexes of the medium up-
stream and downstream the optical surface, p is the diffraction
order and Neff is the spatial density of the grating lines. The unit
vectors direct base (~u,~v, ~ζ) is defined at the interaction point on
the surface, where ~ζ is the normal to the surface, ~v is parallel
to the grating lines and ~u is perpendicular to the lines (similar
to Fig. 6 but on the hologram surface). The second term to the
right of equation A.1 is relevant only for interfaces that have a
grating with a defined orientation and local Neff density of lines.
For our simulation we set n = n′ = 1, thus isolating the opti-
cal function of the disperser, ignoring its glass support. For the
simulation of the hologram, the orientations and densities Neff of
the local grating are computed from the interference pattern of
the two sources recorded on the hologram. For the simulation of
the Ronchi disperser, the orientation and the value Neff are fixed.
Under these assumptions, and using ~v = −~u ∧ ~ζ, equation A.1
becomes :

(~S ′ − ~S + Λ~u) ∧ ~ζ = ~0, (A.2)

where Λ = pλNeff . This means that vector (~S ′ − ~S + Λ~u) is
collinear to ~ζ:

~S ′ − ~S + Λ~u = Γ~ζ (A.3)

where Γ, such that ~S ′ norm is 1, must satisfy the following equa-
tion :

Γ2 + 2(~S · ~ζ)Γ + Λ2 − 2Λ(~S · ~u) = 0. (A.4)

In our case of a transmission grating, the root with smallest mod-
ule corresponds to the solution associated with the p−th order
diffracted ray. If there is no real root, then there is no diffracted
ray at order p.

We materialize the incoming beam cross-section with a disk
shaped grid with light-rays uniformly distributed within the tele-
scope aperture, all converging at the focal point. The disperser
is inserted at distance DCCD = 58 mm upstream the focal point.
The beam profile is shown on Fig. A.1 for 4 wavelengths, and
its defocusing with respect to the zero order image is estimated
from the beam spot size reported in Fig. A.2.

In agreement with simple geometric considerations from pe-
riodic gratings (such as the Ronchi), it was expected that the
larger the wavelength, the stronger the defocusing and aberra-
tion. This is clearly demonstrated in Fig. A.2. Moreover, in the
zero order focal plane, the beam spot size along the disper-
sion axis σu is significantly larger than the size σv perpendic-
ular to the dispersion axis for the Ronchi400 case (Fig. A.3).
Unfortunately, σu is the most critical parameter as it limits the
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Fig. A.1. First diffraction order beam focus at 400, 600, 800,
1000 nm (blue, green, red, black), from a BEAMFOUR ray-
tracing simulation in tangential plane. Top panel: beam dis-
persion for a Ronchi grating with 400 lines/mm. Bottom pan-
els: zoom on defocusing near the sensor for Ronchi 400
lines/mm, Ronchi 350 lines/mm (for comparison with the holo-
gram) and the hologram (with equivalent spatial frequency ∼
350 lines/mm). Curves and crosses show the focus in the deflec-
tion plane, calculated from the grating equation.

spectroscopic resolution, since this aberration leads to wave-
length mixing if the spectrum is naively evaluated from the per-
pendicular projection on the dispersion axis, without deconvolu-
tion. Alternatively, by design, we expect no defocusing nor aber-
ration for the hologram at its recording wavelength λR = 639 nm,
which is indeed what Figs. A.2 and A.3 show (green solid line
curves and spot). Bluer wavelengths focus slightly downstream
(blue solid line curve) whereas redder wavelengths focus slightly
upstream, due to next-order effects. The important fact is that the
hologram best focus (σu waist) remains always within 4 mm of
the focal plane whereas the Ronchi400 best focus is systemati-
cally upstream the focal plane (up to 13 mm). For the hologram,
this results in a beam spot size at the focal plane which is always
comparable with the typical seeing spot expected at the telescope
site (1 arcsec), except for λ = 1000 nm, for which σu is slightly
worse (see Fig. A.3).
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Appendix B: Consequences of the stationarity of
n(S ′0, P)

As in Noda et al. (1974a), a power-series expansion of F(M)
(expression (5)) in u, v and v0 gives :

F(u, v) =(v − v0)
[
pλ

∂n
∂v

∣∣∣∣∣
S ′0

]
+ u

[
− sin θp + sin θ0 + pλ

∂n
∂u
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S ′0

]
+

u2

2
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+
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0
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+ pλ
∂2n
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∣∣∣∣∣∣
S ′0
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∂u∂v

∣∣∣∣∣∣
S ′0


+ higher order terms... (B.1)

where rp sin θp = up(λ) and r0 sin θ0 = u0. To compute the posi-
tion of the image S p(λ), the stationarity condition of the Fermat’s
principle states that each of these terms must cancel.

Therefore, the cancellation of the first term of the F(M) ex-
pansion implies that the dispersion axis is locally orthogonal to
the mean orientation of the grooves at S ′0 and follows the gradi-
ent of the interference pattern recorded on the hologram. In the
(w, l, ζ) frame, the orientation of the dispersion axis is the angle
α(w′0, l

′
0) of the dispersion axis:

tan
(
α(w′0, l

′
0) − α0

)
=

(∂n/∂l)|S ′0
(∂n/∂w)|S ′0

(B.2)
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Hologram:
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Fig. A.3. Beam spot PSF in the focal plane for Hologram
(with Neff corresponding to the position of the chief ray) and
Ronchi400 calculated with BEAMFOUR. The center of each
panel is at the position predicted by the dispersion relation. The
shift between the beam spot barycenter and the predicted po-
sition ranges between 2-5 µm for Hologram and 7-23 µm for
Ronchi400, increasing slightly with wavelength; it remains al-
ways much smaller than the beam extension fwhmu. Panels for
four wavelengths are shown for beam incident angle of 0◦. The
small circles on the lower-left corner show the extension of a 1
arcsec seeing spot.

with α0 the mean rotation of the grating expressed in the sensor
frame. It means also that if (∂n/∂l)|S ′0 = 0 then the u axis is
aligned with the w axis. This is the case only if S ′0 is on the w
axis.

The second term gives the grating formula for transmission
holograms along the u axis with S ′0 being the incident point of
the chief ray :

sin θp(λ) − sin θ0 = pλ
∂n
∂u

∣∣∣∣∣
S ′0

(B.3)

and the map of the effective groove density of the hologram is:

Neff(w′0, l
′
0) =

∂n
∂u

∣∣∣∣∣
S ′0

=

√√
1 +

 (∂n/∂l)|S ′0
(∂n/∂w)|S ′0

2
∂n
∂w

∣∣∣∣∣
S ′0

(B.4)

given that (∂n/∂v)|S ′0 = 0. The grating formula for holographic
gratings used in convergent beam is thus the same as the usual
grating formula for regular disperser with a local Neff(w′0, l

′
0) line

density.
The cancellation of the third term gives the tangential focus

f ′t (S ′0):
cos2 θp

f ′t
−

cos2 θ0

r0
+ pλ

∂2n
∂u2

∣∣∣∣∣∣
S ′0

= 0 (B.5)

⇒ f ′t (w′0, l
′
0, λ) =

DCCD cos2 θp(λ)

cos3 θ0 − pλDCCD
∂2n
∂u2

∣∣∣∣∣∣
S ′0

(B.6)

with r0 = DCCD/ cos θ0 if the zero-th order is correctly focused
on the CCD. At last, the fourth term leads to the sagittal focus

f ′s (S ′0):
1
f ′s
−

1
r0

+ pλ
∂2n
∂v2

∣∣∣∣∣∣
S ′0

= 0 (B.7)

⇒ f ′s (w′0, l
′
0, λ) =

DCCD

cos θ0 − pλDCCD
∂2n
∂v2

∣∣∣∣∣∣
S ′0

(B.8)

This term models the bending of the spectrum around the disper-
sion axis defined by (∂n/∂l)|S ′0 = 0.

The higher order terms in the F(M) expansion are related to
the coma aberrations; they are cancelled or greatly reduced by
the hologram conception (Murty 1962). Note again that all these
results are included in Noda et al. (1974a) and Palmer (1989),
but we reformulate them here for the particular case of a planar
holographic grating to be used directly in a slitless spectrograph.

For completeness, we write here below the first derivatives
of the n(S ′0, P) function, that are needed to compute the groove
density Neff(w′0, l

′
0) of holograms, as well as the dispersion axis

angle and the focal curves.
Given that, in the (w, l, ζ) frame, the source positions are

A(−d/2, 0,D(A)
R ) and B(d/2, 0,D(B)

R ), we get:

∂n
∂w

∣∣∣∣∣
S ′0

=
1
λR

 d/2 − w′0√
(d/2 − w′0)2 + (l′0)2 + (D(B)

R )2

−
−d/2 − w′0√

(−d/2 − w′0)2 + (l′0)2 + (D(A)
R )2

 (B.9)

∂n
∂l

∣∣∣∣∣
S ′0

=
1
λR

− l′0√
(d/2 − w′0)2 + (l′0)2 + (D(B)

R )2

+
l′0√

(−d/2 − w′0)2 + (l′0)2 + (D(A)
R )2

 . (B.10)

In the (u, v, z) frame the source positions A(uA, vA, zA) and
B(uB, vB, zB) are given by:

ui =
(
wi − w′0

)
cos β − l′0 sin β

vi = −
(
wi − w′0

)
sin β − l′0 cos β

zi = DCCD − ζi

(B.11)

for i = A, B and tan β = (∂n/∂l)|S ′0/ (∂n/∂w)|S ′0 . The derivatives
are then:

∂2n
∂u2

∣∣∣∣∣∣
S ′0

=
1
λR

− z2
B + v2

B(
u2

B + v2
B + z2

B

)3/2 +
z2

A + v2
A(

u2
A + v2

A + z2
A

)3/2

 (B.12)

∂2n
∂v2

∣∣∣∣∣∣
S ′0

=
1
λR

− z2
B + u2

B(
u2

B + v2
B + z2

B

)3/2 +
z2

A + u2
A(

u2
A + v2

A + z2
A

)3/2

 (B.13)
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Appendix C: Hessian analysis

The spectra have filament shapes that can be detected using an
Hessian analysis inspired by the one developed in Ade et al.
(2016). The advantage of this technique is that it provides an
analytical expression of the angle of the detected shape with re-
spect to the horizontal or vertical axis of the CCD grid.

The Hessian matrix H(x, y) is computed for each x, y pixel
of the image I(x, y) as:

H(x, y) =

(
Hxx Hxy
Hxy Hyy

)
=


∂2I
∂x2

∂2I
∂x∂y

∂2I
∂x∂y

∂2I
∂y2

 (C.1)

The two eigenvalues of the Hessian matrix H are calculated as

λ±(x, y) =
1
2

(
Hxx + Hyy ± h

)
(C.2)

with h =
√

(Hxx − Hyy)2 + 4H2
xy. The value λ− corresponds to

the eigenvector along the spectrum main axis while λ+ corre-
sponds to the eigenvector along the line of greater slope in in-
tensity i.e. transverse to the dispersion axis. The orientation of
these vectors can be analytically computed, for instance for λ−
we find:

α−(x, y) = arctan
(

Hyy − Hxx − h
2Hxy

)
=

1
2

arctan
(

2Hxy

Hxx − Hyy

)
(C.3)

using the trigonometric formula tan 2α = 2 tanα/(1 − tan2 α).
After selecting all the pixels with λ− value above a reasonable
threshold, the median α of the remaining α−(x, y) values gives
the mean orientation of the spectrum with respect to the x axis.
A linear fit can also be performed across the selected pixels and
the slope gives an angle very similar to the one estimated with
the median of the angle values.

Appendix D: Phase hologram characterisation

The phase hologram has also been studied extensively and we
present the results in Figures D.1, D.2 and D.3.
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Fig. D.1. Same as Figure 13 but for the phase hologram.
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Fig. D.2. Same as Figure 14 but for the phase hologram.
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Fig. D.3. Same as Figure 18 but for the phase hologram.
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