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Abstract: We present numerical simulations of multielectrode electrowetting devices used
in a novel optical design to correct wavefront aberration. Our optical system consists of two
multielectrode devices, preceded by a single fixed lens. The multielectrode elements function as
adaptive optical devices that can be used to correct aberrations inherent in many imaging setups,
biological samples, and the atmosphere. We are able to accurately simulate the liquid-liquid
interface shape using computational fluid dynamics. Ray tracing analysis of these surfaces shows
clear evidence of aberration correction. To demonstrate the strength of our design, we studied
three different input aberrations mixtures that include astigmatism, coma, trefoil, and additional
higher order aberration terms, with amplitudes as large as one wave at 633 nm.
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1. Introduction

Wavefront aberration is one of the major challenges for many optical systems. Aberrations can be
caused by optical elements in the system, as well as by samples or the atmosphere. Their presence
reduces resolution and contrast, and correction is essential for diffraction-limited performance. In
multiphoton microscopy, used for three-dimensional imaging of biological specimens [1, 2], the
emitted signal has a power law dependence on excitation intensity and aberrations greatly affect
the imaging depth. For instance, a specimen under investigation for in vivo two-photon imaging
can cause wavefront distortion, leading to poor imaging contrast [3]. Aberrations degrade the
point-spread function (PSF) and can produce a weak fluorescence signal that will constrain
the maximum achievable imaging depth [4]. Other areas that stand to benefit from aberration
correction include laser ablation of tissue for laser surgery [5], retinal imaging in visual optics [6]
and astronomy, where atmospheric turbulence can be problematic [7].
For both microscopy and astronomy, aberration correction can be performed directly by

wavefront sensing, or indirectly, by optimizing the return signal [8–10]. Adaptive optics techniques
have been developed to both characterize and correct wavefront aberrations [11–14]. Current
technologies include spatial light modulators (SLM) [15] and deformable mirrors (DM) [16].
Recent studies show that deformable mirrors can improve the point-spread function, signal-to-
noise, and imaging depth in multiphoton microscopy of the mouse cortex [8]. In a telescope
system, a spatial light modulator can be used as an adaptive optical element to correct atmospheric
turbulence-induced aberrations [17].
An attractive alternative is offered by adaptive optical elements based on the electrowetting

principle [18–20]. This allows the control of the shape of a liquid droplet or a liquid-liquid
interface on a dielectric surface through an applied voltage. The Lippman-Young equation [18–20]
can be used to quantify the relationship between applied voltage and liquid curvature. The contact
angles will be determined by the balance in surface tension at each interface and can be described
by the Lippman-Young equation, cos θ = cos θo + (εεo/2γd)V2, where θ is the contact angle
upon applying a voltage V , θo is the initial contact angle without any applied voltage, ε and d
are the effective dielectric constant and thickness of the dielectric layers, and γ is the surface
tension of the liquid-liquid interface. Electrowetting devices are transmissive, compact, low
power, and simple to fabricate. They are often implemented in a cylindrical cavity filled with two
liquids, where an applied voltage through a dielectric changes the curvature of the liquid-liquid
interface. Electrowetting-on-dielectric (EWOD) is a versatile technology, and devices have
been used as variable focus lenses in cameras [21, 22] and microscopy [19, 23], as optical
switches [24,25], and as beam scanners [26–28]. EWOD tunable lenses use a single electrode,
while devices implemented for beam scanning (tunable liquid prisms) benefit from two or more
electrodes [26–28]. Extending device design to multiple electrodes enables generation of a custom
surface shape at the liquid-liquid interface [29,30]. These devices can be used to correct both
on- and off-axis aberrations in an optical system. Recent studies of multielectrode devices have
focused on astigmatism correction [29,30]. In addition, liquid lens, using an array of one hundred
addressable electrodes, has been studied numerically to correct individual Zernike modes [31] in
a single device. However, our simple approach reveals the capability to implement multielectrode
electrowetting devices to correct a large group of on- and off-axis aberrations. We have combined
two multielectrode devices and a fixed lens to enable generation of a significantly more versatile
liquid-liquid interface than from a single device. We have used Strehl ratio as a criterion to
quantify the imaging quality of the design. The Strehl ratio is defined as the ratio of the image
irradiance at the diffraction focus with aberration relative to an unaberrated point-spread function.
A Strehl ratio of one indicates diffraction-limited performance, which produces excellent image
quality.
In this study, we present numerical simulations of a simple and agile aberration correction

system. The design involves two EWOD devices and a fixed lens (described in Section 2). The
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liquid-liquid interface of a multielectrode device is modeled by solving the Young-Laplace
equation [32–35]. We validate these surfaces against a full 3D computational fluid dynamics
(CFD) simulations in COMSOL Multiphysics (using the Laminar two-phase flow model). Next,
the simulated surfaces are imported into Zemax to calculate the optical performance of our
design, in particular, the wavefront aberration correction. To correct a given input aberration,
we implemented the genetic algorithm to vary the voltages applied to the multielectrode device.
The point-spread function in our optical design is used as a feedback for the optimization
algorithm in a closed loop. Here, we present the ability to correct multiple input aberrations
using two multielectrode devices. The results of correcting three different input aberration
examples (including astigmatism, coma, trefoil, and higher order aberration terms) are discussed
in detail and show large improvement in point-spread function and Strehl ratio, compared with
the uncorrected cases.

2. Geometrical configuration and numerical methods

The geometric configuration used in our simulation is based on our actual EWOD lenses and
prisms [25,27, 36, 37]. The devices are constructed in cylindrical glass tubes with ITO sidewall
electrodes patterned using a 3D printing-assisted shadow masking technique. Parylene HT (∼1
µm) is used as the dielectric and Teflon (∼500 nm) as the hydrophobic layer. The ground electrode,
consisting of an annular Ti/Au/Ti (20 nm/500 nm/20 nm) layer, is patterned on a 10-mm diameter
optical window. The optical window is epoxy bonded to the cylindrical glass tube and has a clear
aperture of 3.75 mm. Two immiscible liquids (1% sodium dodecyl sulfate aqueous solution and
dodecane) are sequentially filled into the device followed by placing an optical window on top
of the device. The design of these multielectrode devices are based on our previous work [36],
where 28 V applied voltage corresponds to a contact angle of 90◦ with initial contact angle of
155◦ at 0 V. In this work, we numerically simulate the liquid-liquid interface of a multielectrode
device based on the fabrication process described here for aberration correction scheme.

The configuration of such a device is modeled in COMSOLMultiphysics and shown in Fig. 1(a).
The simulation, using time-dependent 3D CFD (the Laminar two-phase flow model in COMSOL
Multiphysics), is performed to evaluate the liquid-liquid surface interface. Our previous study of
electrowetting devices, with a similar geometry [36], showed excellent agreement between the 3D
CFD COMSOL simulation and experiment. An example of an eight-electrode device is shown in
Fig. 1(b). The equilibrium surface is shown, after applying 28 V to electrodes 2, 8, and 5, while
keeping other electrodes at 18 V. For visualization, the oil (top liquid) is hidden. Subsequently,
the liquid-liquid interface shape is extracted from the simulation to validate the ability to correct
both on- and off-axis aberrations [see Fig. 1(c)]. The wavefront can be decomposed into a
set orthonormal Zernike polynomials. We have used 44 Zernike polynomials to perform a
least-squares fit to the liquid-liquid interface extracted from the simulation. Initially, a larger set
of Zernike polynomials had been used to repeat the least-squares fit. However, the wavefront
RMS errors converged after using 44 Zernike polynomials. Figure 1(d) and (e) show the contour
plot of the Zernike fit and the corresponding Zernike polynomial coefficients, respectively. The
wavefront RMS errors are similar between the liquid-liquid surface extracted from the simulation
and the Zernike polynomial fit. The simulation also shows the ability to correct both on- and
off-axis aberrations, due to the broken symmetry around the device center.
In addition to the time-dependent COMSOL simulation, we have modeled the curvature of

the meniscus between the two liquids using the Young-Laplace equation [32–35]. The model
is based on the energy minimization principle and does not account for any transient effects.
By solving the Young-Laplace equation, we can describe the equilibrium shape of a liquid-
liquid interface for a given initial and final condition. The partial differential equation (PDE)
toolbox in MATLAB is used to solve the equation for the geometry shown in Fig. 1(a). The
steady-state contact angles were experimentally determined [36] to be 155◦ with no applied
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Fig. 1. (a) Simulation setup for 8-electrode device. We model a 4-mm diameter cylindrical
device filled with 1% SDS solution and oil. The electrodes are labeled by numbers. (b)
Simulation of the 8-electrode device after applying 28 V to electrode 2, 8, and 5, while
keeping other electrodes at 18 V. (c) Contour plot of the liquid-liquid interface extracted
from the simulation. (d) and (e) Zernike polynomial least-squares fit and the corresponding
coefficients of wavefront aberrations.

voltage and 90◦ at 28 V. The contact angle, γ, variation versus the applied voltage is fitted to the
Lippmann-Young’s equation [19, 20] and used as a boundary condition in the Young-Laplace
equation, ν · (∇u/(1 + |∇u|2)1/2) = cos γ, where u(x, y) is the liquid-liquid interface surface, ν is
the unit exterior normal, and γ be the angle between the surface and the cylinder wall [32]. One
practical limitation of EWOD devices is contact angle saturation [18] which restricts the contact
angle tuning of these devices. The liquid-liquid surface profile is controlled by geometry of the
boundaries (voltages on the electrodes); hence, using two multielectrode devices with different
voltage configuration enhances the ability to produce more diverse surface profiles.

Solving the Young-Laplace equation results in an equilibrium surface between the liquid-
liquid interface. The surface is in good agreement with three-dimensional CFD COMSOL
simulations, which validates our results. Figure 2 shows an example of a surface extracted from
the MATLAB and COMSOL simulations of an eight-electrode device with 2-mm diameter
and voltage configurations of, V = [28, 20, 28, 20, 20, 20, 28, 20] V on the eight electrodes. We
compared the Young-Laplace method to the 3D CFD COMSOL simulation by examining the
residuals. These two numerical methods show good agreement despite different discretization.
The Young-Laplace and 3D CFD methods use different meshing parameters (3D CFD simulation
uses adaptive meshing, while the 2D MATLAB simulation uses regular meshing), and the
residues of the two simulations for various voltage configurations are within ∼2% at the edges,
indicating good agreement. Additionally, the two simulations match each other well in the center,
with relative error of only 0.4% (numerical roundoff). To optimize our devices for aberration
correction, we solve the Young-Laplace equation numerically using the PDE toolbox inMATLAB,
as this method is computationally efficient and allows for multiple iterations. The optical design
for aberration correction using multielectrode EWOD devices is shown in Fig. 3.
Our design is composed of two multielectrode EWOD devices, preceded by a single positive

fixed lens (effective focal length of 16.6 mm). Since the multielectrode EWOD lenses all have
negative power, to preserve a focal plane, we have to add a positive power to the system using the
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Fig. 2. (a) Liquid-liquid interface calculated by solving Young-Laplace equation in
MATLAB for a 8-electrode device, 2-mm diameter, and voltage configurations, V =
[28, 20, 28, 20, 20, 20, 28, 20] V. The colors represent the height if the liquid-liquid inter-
face in mm. (b) Liquid-liquid interface extracted from 3D computational fluid dynamics
simulation in COMSOL for a similar device with the same voltage configuration. The two
simulations agree well with each other. The residue of the two surfaces has a maximum
relative error of 2% due to the two different meshes used in the simulations. The small
differences are only at the edges of the circular meshes.

fixed lens. The two multielectrode devices correct the input aberration by generating deformed
sphere-shaped surfaces, obeying the constraints of the Lippmann-Young induced boundary
conditions. This is the main principle of our design. The resulting wavefront is imaged using a
paraxial lens. The input aberration is introduced to the system before the fixed lens, as labeled in
Fig. 3. Using two multielectrode devices enables us to generate a more versatile liquid-liquid
interface than from a single device, allowing us to correct a larger group of input aberrations.
The schematic of this design without input aberration is shown in Fig. 3.

The liquid-liquid interfaces extracted from the Young-Laplace solution are imported to the
design shown in Fig. 3. In this example, device 1 and 2 are only two-electrode devices. Device 1
has sidewall voltages of 20 and 25 V. The sidewall voltages are reversed on device 2 to change
the tilt angle as depicted in Fig. 3. Lastly, we use a paraxial lens to check the beam quality
in the image plane. To correct a given input aberration, we model the liquid-liquid surface of
each electrowetting device, using a set of random voltages. We implement a genetic algorithm
(GA) to optimize the design and find the most desirable voltages for a given input aberration.
The calculated surfaces are imported into Zemax and the Strehl ratio of the optical setup (one
measure of optical image quality) is evaluated, and used as a feedback to the genetic algorithm in
MATLAB. This single value number can be used as a feedback parameter for the optimization
process and is a good measure of image quality improvement from aberration correction [38–40].
The closed-loop optimization process finds the best sets of voltages that can correct the input
aberrations at the imaging plane. In addition to Strehl ratio (calculated from the point-spread
function in Zemax), we have also evaluated the imaging efficiency of our design. This will
ensure that the input rays are not eliminated in the optimization process (ie. escape system due
to a large tilt in the liquid-liquid interfaces). The fitness function used for the optimization is
defined as, f itness =

√
(1 − ST RH)2 + (1 − IM AE)2. ST RH and IM AE are two operands in

Zemax corresponding to Strehl ratio and imaging efficiency, respectively. A Strehl ratio of one
corresponds to an aberration free, ideal optical system and an imaging efficiency of one ensures
that no rays are lost on the imaging plane. By minimizing the fitness function, using the GA, we
find the optimum sets of voltages to correct the given input aberration.

                                                                                                  Vol. 25, No. 25 | 11 Dec 2017 | OPTICS EXPRESS 31456 



Fig. 3. Schematic optical design for wavefront aberration correction, using two multielectrode
EWOD devices, preceded by a single fixed lens (effective focal length 16.6 mm). The
liquid-liquid interface is imported into Zemax through the Zemax grid sag function.
Next, ray tracing is performed on the imported surfaces. The corresponding Strehl ratio
and imaging efficiency are evaluated at the image plane. The fitness function, f itness =√
(1 − ST RH)2 + (1 − IM AE)2, is used as a feedback for the genetic algorithm inMATLAB.

ST RH: Strehl ratio. IM AE: Imaging efficiency. Imaging efficiency ensures that the input
rays are not eliminated in the optimization process. Device 1 and 2 are two multielectrode
devices in our design. In this example, device 1 and 2 have 2 electrodes each to show the tilt
caused by these devices. The liquid-liquid surface in this example corresponds to sidewall
voltages of 20 and 25 V on device 1. The voltages are reversed for device 2, as can be seen
by the opposite tilt shown in the figure.

3. Results and discussion

3.1. Astigmatism

Three different input cases containing multiple aberrations are studied. The first example uses
astigmatism, one of the most common aberrations found in optical systems, corresponding to
the fifth and sixth Zernike coefficients, with realistic values of astigmatism (1 µm, 1.57 wave at
633 nm for Z5 and Z6). Literature shows that this is reasonable assumption [41,42]. Measurements
carried out on the wavefront aberration of both eyes for a large population of human subjects
found that astigmatism aberrations are below 0.5 µm [41]. Multiphoton super-resolution imaging
used to study aberrations through a polyacrylamide gel and a curved glass surface concluded

Fig. 4. PSF, point spread function. (a) Input aberrations composed of 0◦ and 45◦ astigmatism
with amplitude of 1 µm (1.57 wave at λ=633 nm). (b) The corresponding PSF after imaging
the input aberration through a paraxial lens with a focal length of 2 mm. The Strehl ratio of
an ideal diffraction limited beam is 1, however, the astigmatism introduced here results in a
Strehl ratio of 0.086.
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Fig. 5. GA, genetic algorithm. PSF, point spread function. (a) Astigmatism aberrations shown
in Fig. 4 are used as an input for our optical design. After GA optimization, the optimum
liquid-liquid surfaces are shown for both 8-electrode devices. (b) The corresponding PSF is
plotted on the imaging plane with a Strehl ratio of 0.95. The result shows good correction
of the input aberration and reach diffraction-limited performance. (c) Evolution of the
fitness score for every generation is graphed. (d) The corresponding optimum voltages after
optimization are plotted versus electrode number for both devices.

that the astigmatism coefficients were smaller than 0.3 µm [42]. More recently, astigmatism
aberrations have been studied and corrected in a single optofluidic devices with amplitudes up to
3 µm [29, 30]. Figure 4 shows the result of imaging a wavefront with 0◦ and 45◦ astigmatism
through a paraxial lens. The astigmatism results in a degraded Strehl ratio of 0.086 (an ideal
diffraction-limited beam has a Strehl ratio of 1). The resulting distorted PSF does not allow for
diffraction-limited focusing and degrades imaging contrast and resolution.
We have used astigmatism aberration as an input to the optical design showed in Fig. 3. A

1-mm diameter beam is propagated through the optical design with a central wavelength of
633 nm. Two 8-electrode devices are implemented in the simulation. In order to find the best
liquid-liquid surface to correct the input aberration, 16 voltages have to be optimized (two
8-electrode devices). The GA population size of 40, with 45 generations, has been used for the
optimization. The result of the optimization process is shown in Fig. 5. The optimum liquid-liquid
surfaces are shown on top of 8-electrode devices, in the optical design schematic [see Fig. 5(a)].
The PSF shows great improvement, compared with the case of Fig. 4(b). A Strehl ratio of 0.95
results in a nearly diffraction-limited beam. Evolution of the fitness score for every generation
is shown in Fig. 5(c). The fitness score converges to zero, corresponding to a Strehl ratio and
an imaging efficiency of one. Our result shows the imaging efficiency of one with a Strehl ratio
of 0.95. The corresponding optimum voltages after optimization are plotted in Fig. 5(d) for
both devices. We should note that the optimization on the given input astigmatism aberration
is performed using two 4-electrode devices, and the results converge to a Strehl ratio of 0.92
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with an imaging efficiency of one. Using two 8-electrode devices improves the Strehl ratio to
0.95. We have repeated the optimization process using two 16-electrode devices and the Strehl
ratio did not improve any further showing the result has converged to an optimum Strehl ratio.
Lastly, although the astigmatism is eliminated, as shown by the Strehl ratio improvement of
0.95, a tip-tilt aberration, caused by the two multielectrode devices, is present in the imaging
plane and results in a shift of the PSF. Cross-talk between Zernike modes exists because the
aberration correction is not performed at the conjugate plane. However, we expect this effect to
have minimal impact on image quality.

3.2. Random aberrations: 7 Zernike terms

Fig. 6. PSF, point spread function. (a) Input aberration composed of two astigmatism, two
coma, and two trefoil terms as well as one spherical aberration term (Z5 to Z11). (b) The
corresponding the PSF is plotted after focusing through a paraxial lens with a focal length of
2 mm, with a Strehl ratio of 0.187. (c) The optimum liquid-liquid surfaces are shown for
both 16-electrode devices. (d) The PSF is plotted on the imaging plane with a Strehl ratio of
0.834. The Strehl ratio shows a significant improvement of the PSF.

In the second case, we demonstrate the capability of our simple technique with seven random
Zernike terms. We use the fifth through eleventh Zernike coefficients, which include: two
astigmatism, two coma, and two trefoil terms as well as one spherical aberration term (does
not include tip/tilt and defocus Zernike terms). The randomly generated Zernike terms were
restricted in amplitude to ±1 µm, with values of, Z5: 0.97, Z6: -0.88, Z7: 0.35, Z8: -0.64, Z9:
-0.632, Z10: 0.74, and Z11: 0.34 µm. The results of adding up these Zernike terms are shown in
Fig. 6(a). Propagating a 1-mm beam through this input aberration results in a PSF with a Strehl
ratio of 0.187, as shown in Fig. 6(b). Such a poor PSF is a non-starter for two-photon microscopy.
We have used the optical design described in Fig. 3, in conjunction with GA optimization to
correct this input aberration, using two 16-electrode devices. The resulting surfaces from GA
optimization with a population size of 60, and 70 generation runs are shown in Fig. 6(c). The PSF
is depicted in Fig. 6(d), with a Strehl ratio of 0.834 and an imaging efficiency of one. Initially, the
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input aberration was optimized for two 8-electrode devices and the results converge to a Strehl
ratio of 0.8. Using two 16-electrode devices improves the Strehl ratio to 0.834. A larger number
of electrodes may improve the Strehl ratio further. However, finding the global minimum with a
large number of unknown variables requires large numerical optimization times. Our aberration
correction method, based on liquid multielectrode devices, shows significant improvement in
the Strehl ratio. As described earlier, multiphoton microscopy has a strong dependence on the
quality of the PSF of the scanning source. Thus, improving the PSF results in a stronger emitted
signal and deeper scan depth. In our case the emitted two-photon signal can be improved ∼20
times (ratio of the Strehl ratio squared).

3.3. Aberration of gradient index (GRIN) lenses used in two-photon fluorescence
endomicroscope imaging: 13 Zernike terms

Fig. 7. PSF, point spread function. (a) Input aberration composed of tip, tilt, defocus,
astigmatism, trefoil, spherical, secondary astigmatism, and quadrafoil terms (Z2 to Z14).
The amplitudes are taken from the measurements of Wang et al. [9] measurements of a
2 µm fluorescence bead at a working distance of -100 µm [red bars in Fig. 2(e)]. (b) The
corresponding PSF is plotted after focusing through a paraxial lens with a focal length of 2
mm with Strehl ratio of 0.43. (c) The optimum liquid-liquid surfaces are shown for both
8-electrode devices. (d) The PSF is plotted on the imaging plane with a Strehl ratio of 0.85.

Lastly, we have examined our design, using 13 Zernike terms from the measurement carried out
byWang et al. [9] with a gradient index (GRIN) lenses in two-photon fluorescence endomicroscope
imaging. The input aberration is extracted from the red bars in Fig. 2(e) [9], corresponding to
measurements of a 2 µm fluorescence bead at a working distance of -100 µm. We have digitized
the Zernike coefficients amplitudes and used them as an input in our simulation. Our simulation
is composed of tip, tilt, defocus, astigmatism, trefoil, spherical, secondary astigmatism, and
quadrafoil terms (Z2 to Z14). Adding these terms results in an aberration depicted in Fig. 7(a).
Using a 1-mm diameter beam results in minimal distortion of the PSF. Propagating a 1.5-mm
diameter beam through this aberration and focusing it using a paraxial lens results in a Strehl
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ratio of 0.43, shown in Fig. 7(b). To correct the aberration, we run the GA optimizer, using two
8-electrode devices. The optimum solution is found, using the GA with a population size of 60,
and 50 generations. The optimum liquid-liquid surfaces of two 8-electrode device interfaces are
plotted in Fig. 7(c). The cylindrical symmetry of these surfaces is broken due to the asymmetric
input aberrations. The corresponding PSF on the imaging plane is graphed in Fig. 7(d) with an
improved Strehl ratio of 0.85. Optimization with more electrodes (i.e. 16) yields no improvement,
with identical liquid surfaces and PSF to the 8-electrode case [see Fig. 7(d)]. Our results show
that adaptive electrowetting technology with multiple electrodes can be used to compensate for
aberrations of a GRIN lens and extend the depth of focus in biological tissue imaging.

4. Conclusion

Numerical simulations were performed to investigate the ability to correct wavefront aberrations
usingmultielectrode EWODdevices.We performed a full 3D computational fluid dynamics (CFD)
simulation (using the Laminar two-phase flow model in COMSOL) to predict the equilibrium
shape of eight- and sixteen-electrode EWOD devices. In addition, we have solved the Young-
Laplace equation in MATLAB to describe the equilibrium shape of a liquid-liquid interface for a
given initial and final condition. The liquid-liquid interface from 3D CFD calculation is compared
with the Young-Laplace solutions and the results show good agreement. To investigate the ability
to correct wavefront aberrations, a new optical design is constructed using two multielectrode
EWOD devices and the liquid-liquid surfaces were imported into Zemax, an optical design
program. The PSF is evaluated through ray tracing in Zemax. We used a genetic algorithm to
optimize the liquid-liquid interface by using a Strehl ratio and imaging efficiency as feedback
and studied three different input aberration cases. The first case includes an astigmatism with
2 Zernike terms as an input aberration. We are able to correct the input aberrated wavefront
and improve the Strehl ratio from 0.086 to 0.95. In the second example, we studied 7 random
Zernike terms as an input aberration with amplitudes ±1 µm and show that the aberration can be
corrected, using two 16-electrode EWOD devices. Lastly, we studied 13 Zernike terms taken
from the measurement reported by Wang et al. [9] for off-axis aberration caused by GRIN lenses
in two-photon fluorescence endomicroscope imaging at -100 µm depth. Our result shows a Strehl
ratio of 0.85 after genetic algorithm optimization.
We have shown the benefits of implementing a multielectrode EWOD device as an adaptive

optical element for aberration correction and beam shaping in optical systems. These devices are
capable of correcting multiple low and high-order aberrations and can be realized in a variety of
sizes with a large number of electrodes. The demonstration of multielectrode adaptive optical
elements based on electrowetting principle for aberration correction shows the potential of this
technology. Implementing this method to improve the wavefront through a random scattering
medium is important in areas such as surgery, free space and fiber-coupled microscopy, imaging,
and astronomy.
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