arXiv:1706.04478v2 [nlin.PS] 11 Sep 2017

Applied Physics A manuscript No. (will be inserted by the editor)

Orientation of ripples induced by ultrafast laser pulses on copper in different liquids

Stella Maragkaki · Abdallah Elkalash · Evgeny L. Gurevich

Received: date / Accepted: date

Abstract Formation of laser-induced periodic surface structures (LIPSS or ripples) was studied on a metallic surface of polished copper by using irradiation with multiple femtosecond laser pulses in different environmental conditions (air, water, ethanol and methanol). Uniform LIPSS have been achieved by controlling the peak fluence and the overlapping rate. Ripples in both orientations, perpendicular and parallel to laser polarization, were observed in all liquids simultaneously. The orientation of these ripples in the center of the ablated line was changing with the incident light intensity. For low intensities the orientation of the ripples is perpendicular to the laser polarization, whereas for high intensities it turns parallel to it without considerable changes in the period. Multi-directional LIPSS formation was also observed for moderate peak fluence in liquid environments.

Keywords ripples · periodic structures · ultrashort laser pulses

1 Introduction

Laser-induced periodic surface structures (LIPSS or ripples) were reported for the first time by Birnbaum in 1965 [1], where he revealed a system of parallel straight lines on a germanium surface upon irradiation with a ruby laser. Nowadays two types of LIPSS are studied on metal and semiconductor surfaces: (1) low spatial frequency LIPSS (LSFL), which period is comparable to the wavelength of the incident light and orientation of LIPSS perpendicular to the light polarization and (2) high spatial frequency LIPSS (HSFL), which period is several times smaller and the orientation can be either parallel or perpendicular to the polarization [2]. The physical processes involved in the formation of this pattern are still not understood completely and several theories describing interaction between laser light and the solid surfaces can be discussed. The most probable mechanisms of

Evgeny L. Gurevich Chair of Applied Laser Technology, Ruhr-Universität Bochum, Universitätsstraße 150, 44801 Bochum, Germany Tel.: +49 234/32 29891 E-mail: gurevich@lat.rub.de

the LIPSS formation involve interference of laser light on surface plasmons [3–5] or hydrodynamic instabilities [6–8]. A combination of these both mechanisms is also possible [9–11].

Analytical estimations show that the conditions for the Rayleigh-Taylor instability can be fulfilled for femtosecond laser ablation [9]. Moreover, molecular dynamic simulations of laser ablation in water demonstrate excitation of this instability and indicate its role in the formation of nanoparticles upon femtosecond laser ablation in liquids [12]. In this case the deacceleration required for the instability is provided by the dense liquid environment, which stops the expansion of the molten metal surface. However, in frames of the strong explosion approximation [13], the density of the environment plays a minor role, because the acceleration is scaled with the environmental density to the power of 1/5. Consequently, the same mechanisms can be expected by the LIPSS formation in liquids and at atmospheric conditions. However, the effect of the liquid environment may be more complex, so it can e.g., change the resonance conditions for excitation of surface plasmons [4] or broaden the spectrum of the incident beam [14].

The LIPSS are usually studied by ablation at atmospheric conditions in order to simplify the experiment. Several experiments on LIPSS formation on surfaces of metals and dielectrics in different liquids such as water, ethanol (C2H5OH), carbon tetrachloride (CCl4), trichlortrifluorethan (C2Cl3F3) and others, see e.g., [4, 15, 16] has been published recently. Experiments on LIPSS formation on silicon show that the environment changes the period of the observed pattern. For example, the LIPSS periodicity in water was five time smaller than the period in air[4], whereas in ethanol only 30% decrease [17] was observed. These studies [4, 17] claimed that the period of LIPSS under water and ethanol is changed compared to the experiments in the air due to the shift in the plasmon resonance conditions, which depend on the refractive index of the environment.

In this paper we study LIPSS formation on the surface of copper immersed in different liquids like water, methanol and ethanol. We focus on the intensitydependent change in the orientation of LIPSS in liquids, which is observed in liquids much stronger than in the air.

2 Experimental Setup

A fiber femtosecond laser (Tangerine, produced by Amplitude Systems) emitting linear polarized laser pulses delivering 1.5 ps pulses at the wavelength λ = 1030 nm and 1 kHz repetition rate was used for our experiments. A half lambda plate and a polarizer were used to control the laser pulse energy. Fine polished copper samples were immersed into a glass vessel so that the liquid-air interface was always 4 mm above the sample. The copper sample was placed perpendicular to the laser beam. The laser beam was guided onto the surface through a system of galvo-mirrors and an f-theta lens, where the sample surface was positioned at the focal plane of the lens, as shown in Fig. 1.

Each line is written in only one run, after which a groove is left on the copper surface. The scanning direction is almost identical with the direction of the light polarisation, the deviation between them is approximately 10° due to the angles between the mirrors in the galvo scanner [18]. The number of pulses per spot

4 mm 1 2 34_{Fig. 1 Schematic representation of the experimental setup. 1 - laser; 2 - two computer-}

controlled mirrors of the galvo scanner; 3 - F-theta lens; 4 - Petri dish with copper sample immersed in the liquid.

(N/spot) was calculated while taking into account the ablated spot diameter and the scanning speed. The peak fluence was calculated as Φ_P = 2E_P /πω^2_0 [19], where Φ_P is the peak fluence, E_P the pulse energy and ω0 the beam waist. The latter is estimated theoretically with ω0 =^{λF}_{πr} M^2 ≈ 19 μm, where F = 63 mm is the working distance of the lens, r = 1.15 mm is the beam radius at the lens and M^2 = 1.05 - the beam quality factor. We underestimate the real spot size in this way, but this estimation fits to the line width observed in our experiments.

All experiments are done at relatively high overlapping rate OR ≥ 97% (N/spot≥ 33). Experiments at four different environmental conditions were performed (in air, water, ethanol and methanol). Immersion procedure was performed in normal atmospheric condition.

Agglomerated nanoparticles remain on the surface after each ablation experiment. In order to remove them we induce small waves on the liquid surface by a weak air flow before each next experiment. These waves cause a flow in the volume of the liquid, which removes the agglomerated particles from the sample surface. The sample position and the liquid inside the vessel remained unchanged until the end of the whole experimental procedure. A scanning electron microscop (Zeiss EVO MA 15 ), with electron high tension set at 15 kV and I_{Probe} at 192 pA was employed for the surface characterization.

3 Results

The aim of this work is to investigate the influence of different environmental conditions on the ripples orientation. Here we refer to the orientation of the walls of the pattern as it is common in the modern literature [2], but not to the grating vector, which is perpendicular to the fringes, as in earlier publications [20]. To assess the influence of the different liquids, the amount of each liquid above the sample surface was chosen to be the same. SEM micrographs are presented below showing that the ambient conditions have an impact on the ripples orientation (Fig. 2 - 5). The classical LSFL are formed with period comparable to the laser wavelength and orientation usually perpendicular to the laser polarization. In the first set of experiments, for irradiation with low fluence - 0.36 J/cm^2 in water, ethanol, methanol and air (Figs. 2a - 5a) it was found that the orientation of LSFL on copper is always perpendicular to the polarization of the incident laser radiation, where the period is Λ_{(LSF L)} ≈ 0.5 λ.

Fig. 2 SEM micrographs of LIPSS under 4 mm of distilled water, where the direction of the laser polarization is indicated by the double arrow on the upper left corner, with [a] peak fluence Φ_P = 0.36 J/cm^2 and 1000 pulses/spot, [b] Φ_P = 0.9 J/cm^2, 100 pulses/spot, where the white arrow indicates the perpendicular LIPSS and the black the parallel LIPSS [c] Φ_P = 0.9 J/cm^2, 200 pulses/spot.

Moreover, according to the literature [21, 22], when higher fluences are applied, additionally to the LSFL in the center, HSFL are observed in the edge, where the light intensity is lower, with orientation parallel to the polarization. In the second set of our experiments, a contradicting behavior is illustrated, where the ripples at higher fluences 0.54−0.9 J/cm^2 appear to have two different orientations, perpendicular to each other, but they all belong to LSFL. In (Figs. 2b - 5b) the white arrows indicate the perpendicular ripples and the black arrows the parallel ripples in the center. Thus, at the edges the ripples are perpendicular to the laser polarization, while at the center their orientation surprisingly becomes parallel. This effect is observed in all ambient conditions, although much more intense and well confined in liquids and hardly detectable in the air.

As a third step, we increased further the fluence and/or number of pulses. Obviously the formation of bubbles and inhomogeneous material ablation start,

Fig. 3 SEM micrographs of LIPSS under 4 mm of ethanol with [a] Φ_P = 0.36 J/cm^2, 1000 pulses/spot, [b] Φ_P = 0.9 J/cm^2, 100 pulses/spot, where the white arrow indicates the perpendicular ripples and the black those which are parallel to the laser polarization, [c] Φ_P = 0.9 J/cm^2, 200 pulses/spot.

Fig. 4 SEM micrographs of LIPSS under 4 mm of methanol with [a] Φ_P = 0.36 J/cm^2, 1000 pulses/spot, [b] Φ_P = 0.9 J/cm^2, 100 pulses/spot, where the white arrow illustrates the perpendicular ripples and the black the parallel, [c] Φ_P = 1.8 J/cm^2, 100 pulses/spot.

although the previously-described behavior is still presented as shown in (Figs. 2c-4c).

Table 1 One-directional LIPSS parameters on copper surface from (Figs. 2a-5a) in different environments with fix τ =1.5 ps, λ_0=1030 nm, ν=1 kHz, (n) and (n_2) linear and nonlinear refractive index [23], (P_{sf} ) threshold power for self-focusing, (Λ) LIPSS period, (Φ_p) peak fluence, (P_p) peak power, (N/spot) number of pulses per spot, (⊥) and (‖): orientation of LIPSS perpendicular or parallel to the laser polarization

medium n n_2 [cm^2W^{−1}] P_{sf} [MW] Λ[ nm] Φ_p[ J/cm^2] P_p [MW] N/spot (⊥)/(‖)

air 1 5.0 10^{−19} 3200 895±26 0.36 1.3 50 (⊥) water 1.33 4.1 10^{−16} 2.9 640±20 0.36 1.3 1000 (⊥) ethanol 1.36 7.7 10^{−16} 1.5 580±27 0.36 1.3 1000 (⊥) methanol 1.33 6.9 10^{−16} 1.7 602±22 0.36 1.3 1000 (⊥)

Fig. 5 SEM micrographs of copper irradiation in air. [a] One-directional LIPSS at low fluences Φ_P = 0.36 J/cm^2, 50 pulses/spot and [b] double- directional LIPSS with Φ_P = 0.54 J/cm^2, 100 pulses/spot, where the white arrow indicates the perpendicular periodic structures and the black the presence of parallel ripples.

Table 2 Two-directional LIPSS parameters on copper surface from (Figs. 2b-4b) in different environments with (Λ) LIPSS period, (Φ_p) peak fluence, (P_p) peak power, (N/spot) number of pulses per spot, (⊥) and (‖): orientation of LIPSS perpendicular or parallel to laser polarization

medium Λ( nm) Φ_p( J/cm^2) P_p (MW) N/spot (⊥)/(‖)

water 620±37 0.9 3.3 100 (⊥) ∼ 760±128 ∼ ∼ ∼ (‖) ethanol 575±56 0.9 3.3 100 (⊥) ∼ 640±87 ∼ ∼ ∼ (‖) methanol 630±30 0.9 3.3 100 (⊥) ∼ 790±205 ∼ ∼ ∼ (‖)

The experimental results are summarized in the tables( 1-2). In table 1 the optical constants of the liquids as well as the critical power for self-focusing, estimated as P_{sf} ≈ 0.15^{λ2}_{nn2} for a Gaussian beam [24], can be found.

4 Discussion

We observe that at high intensities of the incident laser radiation, the orientation of LIPSS in liquids (water, ethanol, methanol) changes and becomes parallel to the polarisation of light. We cannot give any final explanation of this effect but can provide some ideas about the background physics, based on the following observations:

1. The LIPSS orientation changes in liquids whereas in the air at comparable intensities of the incident light this effect is less pronounced. This indicates that the LIPSS reorientation is caused (or strongly increased) by the interaction with the liquid environment.

2. For high intensities of the incident light in liquids, the orientation of LIPSS is changed only in the middle of the line, where the local intensity of the Gaussian beam is at maximum. This indicates that the effect depends on the local beam intensity, and there is a threshold, at which the orientation change takes place.

Fig. 6 The range of fluences and number of pulses per spot at which one-directional and two-directional LIPSS appear in all four environmental conditions. The empty square corresponds to the grooves with LIPSS perpendicular to the laser polarization, the filled circles to the LIPSS with both horizontal and perpendicular polarazation while the filled diamonds represent the two-directional LIPSS while strong influence of self-focusing is observed.

For lower intensities the orientation of LIPSS remains always perpendicular to the light palarisation.

3. The periods of the perpendicular and parallel LIPSS are comparable. Hence, this effect cannot be explained by the transition from LSFL to HSFL, because the period of these structures differs by almost one order of magnitude [2].

Fig. 7 SEM micrograph of two-directional LIPSS on copper in ethanol solution with the laser polarization parallel to the scanning direction, peak fluence Φ_P = 0.9 J/cm^2 and N/spot = 200. (a-d) The 2D-FFT from four different areas of the presented SEM image

The following mechanisms can play role in the rotation of the LIPSS orientation:

Surface deacceleration caused by the liquid. As suggested in [12] if metals are ablated in a liquid environment, the melt is stopped due to interaction with the liquid and this deacceleration can be sufficient to develop the Rayleigh-Taylor instability, which can cause the LIPSS [8]. As mentioned before [13], the acceleration of the melt surface should be scaled as the fifth-order root of the environment density, so one can expect slightly different conditions for the stopping dynamics (and hence for the development of the Rayleigh-Taylor instability) in air and in liquids, but no considerable difference between different liquids. However this mechanism cannot directly explain the change in the LIPSS orientation.

Formation of bubbles. Theoretically bubbles can scatter the incident light and distort the wave front, but in our experiments this effect is reduced due to low repetition rate of the laser pulses (in all experiments ν = 10^3 Hz) and low peak fluence. The observed groove widths at high and low fluences (see e.g., Figs. 2-4) are very similar, which indicates minor effect of the light scattering on the bubbles. Moreover, the grooves are continuous and never interrupted, which happens as a big bubble sticks to the surface [25]. There are also some indications in the figure 5b that ‘two-directional’ LIPSS may be observed in the air, where no bubble formation is possible.

Self-focusing. The peak powers, at which the LIPSS orientation changes are reasonably close to the threshold power for self-focusing as shown in tables(1- 2). Moreover, the depth of the ablated line becomes inhomogeneous with deeper channels as the intensities and pulse overlaps become very high Figs. 2c-4c. On the one hand, these deep channels cannot be explained by the bubble formation because a bubble would act as a defocusing lens due to lower refractive index of the vapor. On the other hand, the self-focusing must be independent on the overlap (except of change in n2 with the temperature), whereas the bubble formation is strongly facilitated at higher overlaps. The self-focusing is known to modify the wavelength of light and generate plasma in the environment, but it is not clear how exactly it can turn the polarisation of the incident light on 90°.

Surface morphology. At high intensities of the incident light, the sample is ablated and deep grooves are formed, so that the following laser pulses shine on a slightly tilted surface of the groove side walls. The direction of the scan (and hence, of the groove) is close, but not absolutely equal to the direction of the polarisation of the light due to the polarisation rotation in the scanner [18]. Thus, there is a small p-component of the incident electric field on the side surface of the groove, see figure 8, which can either excite plasmons like it happens in the Kretschmann configuration, or increase the absorption for the p-polarisation of the incident light (E_⊥ in figure 8), or provide necessary conditions for the erosion/smoothing model. On the plane surface the conditions for the Kretschmann mechanism of the plasmon excitation are not fulfilled [26] and the absorption is just about 3-4%, but on the sloped wall of the groove the light shines onto the metal at a higher angle and the absorption of the p-component of the polarisation increases. We notice that the conditions for the surface plasmon resonance are still not fulfilled in this case, unless a thin dielectric layer (e.g. vapor) with a real refractive index smaller than that of the liquid appears on the interface [27].

EE_‖E⊥ Evθ Fig. 8 Schematic representation of the incident electric field and the groove ablated by the laser. The angle between the polarisation and the scanning direction is θ. On the plane surface the LIPSS are perpenducular to the direction of the electric field, but on the sloped surface E_‖ = E_s and E_⊥ = E_p, thus the p-polarisation, even small, place key role in the LIPSS formation.

But also without the plasmon resonance, the absorption of the p-polarisation increases, see figure 9. The absorption is calculated as A = 1 − R with R - reflectivity, calculated by means of Winspall software [28]. In frame of this approach, the orientation of LIPSS must be also defined by the slope of the surface, which agrees with our observations. Profilometer measurements revealed a slope of the side walls of the groove in the range of 20 − 67°. Figure 9 demonstrates, that the increase in the absorption of the p-component of the incident wave, though less pronounced, can be observed in the air also. However liquids with higher refractive index intensify this effect for the groove angles θ ≲ 80°.

Fig. 9 Calculated absorption of copper for different incident angles in water (thick black curve) and in the air (thin red curve) in dependence on the incident angle θ (which corresponds to the slope angle of the side walls of the groove).

Surface charging. The importance of the surface morphology for multi-pulse LIPSS formation was also discussed in [7] in the context of competition between diffusion and desorption of atoms from the charged surface upon femtosecond laser ablation. This model was further developed in [29, 30], where the Kuramoto-Sivashinsky-like equation was derived for the surface profile evolution. This model predicts that the LIPSS orientation is changed with the incident angle if the light energy is deposited asymmetric in the plane of the surface. Although the physical reason of the charging in our experiments remains unclear due to high electric conductivity of copper, it is possible that the liquids chemically react with the copper target. One can assume that this reaction passivates the surface and reduces its electrical conductivity. Laser-induced chemical modification was reported for iron in [31, 32].

5 Conclusions

We demonstrated experimentally, that the orientation of LIPSS on copper ablated with multiple femtosecond laser pulses can deviate from the polarisation of the incident light beam. This effect has been observed in all tested liquids, which are water, ethanol and methanol in a broad range of fluences Φ_P ≈ 1 − 10 J/cm^2. In the air less noticeable change in the LIPSS orientation has been detected only at intensities Φ_P ≈ 0.54 J/cm^2 and number of pulses N = 100 − 200 pulses per site. Although the complete theory of the observed phenomenon is not clear, different possible mechanism have been discussed. Most probably, the slope of the walls of the grooves, which are produced upon laser ablation, changes the local incident angle of the light, so that the absorption of the p-polarisation component increases. From this point of view, liquid environment with high refractive index increases the absorption of this component of the incident electric field. It is also possible that the liquid facilitates the surface charging, which triggers the change in the ripples orientation. The self-focusing and bubble formation may contribute to the inhomogeneous groove profile, which is responsible for the state with mixed LIPSS orientation.

Author contribution statement.

S. Maragkaki: conception of the experiments and collection of the data. A. Elkalash: first observed the change in the LIPSS orientation. E. L Gurevich: data analysis and interpretation.

References

1. M. Birnbaum, J. Appl. Phys. 36, 3688 (1965) 2. J. Bonse, J. Krüger, S. Höhm, A. Rosenfeld, J. Laser Appl. 24, 042006 (2012) 3. J.E. Sipe, J.F. Young, J.S. Preston, H.M. van Driel, Phys. Rev. B 27, 1141 (1983) 4. T.J.Y. Derrien, R. Koter, J. Krüger, S. Höhm, A. Rosenfeld, J. Bonse, J. Appl.

Phys. 116, 074902 (2014) 5. J. Bonse, A. Rosenfeld, J. Krüger, J. Appl. Phys. 106, 104910 (2009) 6. F. Costache, M. Henyk, J. Reif, Appl. Surf. Sci. 186, 352 (2002) 7. O. Varlamova, F. Costache, J. Reif, M. Bestehorn, Appl. Surf. Sci. 252, 4702 (2006) 8. E.L. Gurevich, Appl. Surf. Sci. 374, 56 (2016) 9. E.L. Gurevich, Y. Levy, S.V. Gurevich, N.M. Bulgakova, Phys. Rev. B 95, 054305 (2017) 10. Y. Levy, T.J.Y. Derrien, N.M. Bulgakova, E.L. Gurevich, T. Mocek, Appl.

Surf. Sci. 374, 157 (2016) 11. S. Maragkaki, T.J.Y. Derrien, Y. Levy, N.M. Bulgakova, A. Ostendorf, E.L. Gurevich, Appl. Surf. Sci. 417, 88 (2017). DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apsusc.2017.02.068. URL

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0169433217304191.

10th International Conference on Photoexcited Processes and Applications 12. C.Y. Shih, C. Wu, M.V. Shugaev, L.V. Zhigilei, Journal of Colloid and Interface Science 489, 3 (2017). DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcis.2016.10.029. URL

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0021979716307846.

Laser Synthesis

13. I. Zeldovich, Y. Raizer, Physics of Shock Waves and High-Temperature Hydrodynamic Phenomena. Dover Books on Physics (Dover Publications, 2002). URL https://books.google.de/books?id=zVf27TMNdToC 14. M. Wittmann, A. Penzkofer, Optics Communications 126(4), 308 (1996). DOI http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0030-4018(95)00758-X. URL

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/003040189500758X

15. E. Barmina, E. Stratakis, M. Barberoglou, V. Stolyarov, I. Stolyarov, C. Fotakis, G. Shafeev, Appl. Surf. Sci. 258, 5898 (2012) 16. C. Radu, S. Simion, M. Zamfirescu, M. Ulmeanu, M. Enculescu, M. Radoiu, Journal of Applied Physics 110(3), 034901 (2011) 17. L. Jiao, E. Ng, H. Zheng, Applied Surface Science 264, 52 (2013). DOI http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apsusc.2012.09.101. URL

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0169433212016455

18. G. Anzolin, A. Gardelein, M. Jofre, G. Molina-Terriza, M.W. Mitchell, J.

Opt. Soc. Am. A 27(9), 1946 (2010). DOI 10.1364/JOSAA.27.001946. URL

http://josaa.osa.org/abstract.cfm?URI=josaa-27-9-1946

19. J.M. Liu, Opt. Lett. 7, 196 (1982) 20. S.E. Clark, D.C. Emmony, Phys. Rev. B 40, 2031 (1989) 21. S. Höhm, A. Rosenfeld, J. Krüger, J. Bonse, J. Appl. Phys. 112, 014901 (2012) 22. S. Höhm, A. Rosenfeld, J. Krüger, J. Bonse, Opt. Express 23, 25959 (2015) 23. R.W. Boyd, G.L. Fisher, Nonlinear Optical Materials. Encyclopedia of Materials: Science and Technology (Elsevier Science Ltd., 2001) 24. D. Bäuerle, Laser processing and chemistry (Springer, 2011) 25. C.L. Sajti, R. Sattari, B.N. Chichkov, S. Barcikowski, J. Phys.

Chem. C 114(6), 2421 (2010). DOI 10.1021/jp906960g. URL

http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp906960g

26. E.L. Gurevich, Appl. Surf. Sci. 278, 52 (2013) 27. A. Otto, Zeitschrift für Physik A Hadrons and nuclei 216(4), 398 (1968). DOI 10.1007/BF01391532. URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01391532 28. Winspall 2.20, author: J. Worm, Max-Planck Institute für Polymerforschung (2001), freeware.

29. J. Reif, O. Varlamova, S. Varlamov, M. Bestehorn, AIP Conf. Proceedings 1464(1), 428 (2012). DOI 10.1063/1.4739897. URL

http://aip.scitation.org/doi/abs/10.1063/1.4739897

30. O. Varlamova, J. Reif, S. Varlamov, M. Bestehorn, in Progress in Nonlinear Nano-Optics, ed. by S. Sakabe, C. Lienau, R. Grunwald (Springer International Publishing, Switzerland, 2015), chap. 1, pp. 3–29 31. P. Schaaf, Progress in Materials Science 47, 1 (2002).

DOI http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0079-6425(00)00003-7. URL

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0079642500000037

32. A. Kanitz, J. Hoppius, E. Gurevich, A. Ostendorf, Physics Procedia 83, 114 (2016). DOI http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.phpro.2016.08.022. URL

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1875389216301298.

Laser Assisted Net Shape Engineering 9 International Conference on Photonic Technologies Proceedings of the LANE 2016 September 19-22, 2016 Fürth, Germany