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Simple Summary: Ultrastructural studies of cells and tissues are usually performed using trans-
mission electron microscopy (TEM), which enables imaging at the highest possible resolution. The
weak point of TEM is the limited ability to analyze the ultrastructure of large areas and volumes
of biological samples. This limitation can be overcome by using modern field-emission scanning
electron microscopy (FE-SEM) with high-sensitivity detection, which enables the creation of TEM-like
images from the flat surfaces of resin-embedded biological specimens. Several FE-SEM-based tech-
niques for two- and three-dimensional ultrastructural studies of cells, tissues, organs, and organisms
have been developed in the 21st century. These techniques have created a new era in structural
biology and have changed the role of the scanning electron microscope (SEM) in biological and
medical laboratories. Since the premiere of the first commercially available SEM in 1965, these
instruments were used almost exclusively to obtain topographical information over a large range of
magnifications. Currently, FE-SEM offers many attractive possibilities in the studies of cell and tissue
ultrastructure, and they are presented in this review.

Abstract: The development of field-emission scanning electron microscopes for high-resolution
imaging at very low acceleration voltages and equipped with highly sensitive detectors of backscat-
tered electrons (BSE) has enabled transmission electron microscopy (TEM)-like imaging of the cut
surfaces of tissue blocks, which are impermeable to the electron beam, or tissue sections mounted on
the solid substrates. This has resulted in the development of methods that simplify and accelerate
ultrastructural studies of large areas and volumes of biological samples. This article provides an
overview of these methods, including their advantages and disadvantages. The imaging of large
sample areas can be performed using two methods based on the detection of transmitted electrons or
BSE. Effective imaging using BSE requires special fixation and en bloc contrasting of samples. BSE
imaging has resulted in the development of volume imaging techniques, including array tomography
(AT) and serial block-face imaging (SBF-SEM). In AT, serial ultrathin sections are collected manually
on a solid substrate such as a glass and silicon wafer or automatically on a tape using a special
ultramicrotome. The imaging of serial sections is used to obtain three-dimensional (3D) information.
SBF-SEM is based on removing the top layer of a resin-embedded sample using an ultramicrotome
inside the SEM specimen chamber and then imaging the exposed surface with a BSE detector. The
steps of cutting and imaging the resin block are repeated hundreds or thousands of times to obtain a
z-stack for 3D analyses.

Keywords: scanning electron microscope; array tomography; serial block-face imaging; ultrastructure

1. Introduction

The first transmission electron microscope (TEM) was invented by Max Knoll and
Ernst Ruska at the Technische Hochschule zu Berlin in 1931 [1] based on research on elec-
tron motion in a magnetic field and the possibility of focusing the electron beam by Hans
Busch [2]. This instrument created the opportunity to overcome the barrier of resolution
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occurring in light microscopy; however, the method of studying the internal organization
of animal cells required much time and the development of specimen preparation methods
and commercially available electron microscopes, which could be used in biological labo-
ratories. In the 1940s, 1950s, and 1960s, scientists developed protocols for animal tissue
fixation and preparation for TEM studies, which enabled images of satisfactory quality
to be obtained [3–6]. As a gold standard, aldehydes were introduced for the fixation of
proteins and osmium tetroxide for the preservation of lipids and contrasting of mem-
branes [3–5]. The development of ultramicrotomy allowed the preparation of ultrathin
sections that were essential for obtaining high-quality images in terms of resolution and
focus [7,8]. The contrasting of sections using lead citrate and uranyl acetate improved
the differentiation of the structures [9–11]. Moreover, significant progress occurred in the
construction of the TEM, as electron guns, electromagnetic lenses, and power supplies
became more stable and efficient. The simplification of TEM operation for use by unskilled
operators was also important. From the end of the 1960s, transmission electron microscopy
could provide high-quality, high-resolution images of animal specimens. The 70s and 80s
of the last century was a period of intensive research on animal cells’ and tissues’ ultra-
structure. Further development of transmission electron microscopy included introduction
of cryo-techniques, immunochemistry, and digital imaging [12–16].

The main weakness of transmission electron microscopy is the limited ability to an-
alyze the ultrastructure of large areas and volumes of biological samples. Although the
introduction of motorized stages and digital cameras with large sensors into TEM has
created the opportunity for imaging of larger areas and analysis of serial sections, the acqui-
sition of large-volume morphological information using transmission electron microscopy
is extremely labor-intensive and frequently unsuccessful because of section deformation
and damage. This limitation can be overcome by using a modern field-emission scanning
electron microscope (FE-SEM) with high-sensitivity detection, which enables the creation
of TEM-like images from the surface of resin-embedded biological specimens. Several
FE-SEM-based techniques for two-dimensional (2D) and three-dimensional (3D) ultrastruc-
tural studies of cells, tissues, organs, and organisms have been developed during the 21st
century [17–32]. These techniques have created a new era in structural biology and have
changed the role of the scanning electron microscope (SEM) in biological and medical
laboratories. Since the premiere of the first commercially available SEM in 1965 [33], these
instruments were used in biological laboratories almost exclusively to obtain topographi-
cal information over a large range of magnifications. Currently, FE-SEM provides many
attractive possibilities in the studies of cell and tissue ultrastructure.

This article provides an overview of FE-SEM-based techniques developed for the
ultrastructural studies of large areas (2D) and large volumes (3D) of resin-embedded
animal specimens.

2. Basic Principles of Image Formation in Scanning Electron Microscopy

The SEM scans a focused electron beam over the surface of a sample. The electrons in
the beam, known as the primary electrons, interact with the sample, producing various
signals that can be used to obtain images showing the surface topography and material
composition. When the primary electron enters a sample, it frequently travels a certain
distance before contacting another particle. After colliding with this particle, the primary
electron moves on a new trajectory, which is known as scattering. The entry of the electron
beam into the specimen and the scattering events result in the formation of a teardrop-
shaped reaction vessel (Figure 1).

Secondary electrons (SE) are generated when the primary electrons extricate the
specimen electrons. They have low energy and cannot escape from the deeper parts of the
reaction vessel. Therefore, the SE detected in SEM originate exclusively from the surface
or the near-surface area of the specimen (Figure 1). The SE produced in the deeper parts
of the reaction vessel are absorbed by the sample. The shallow depth of origin of the
detected SE makes them ideal for providing high-resolution topographical information.
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SE production increases slightly with the atomic number of elements; therefore, an SE
signal can also be used to obtain TEM-like images from very smooth and flat surfaces of
resin-embedded biological samples fixed using heavy metals. The advantage of SE imaging
is that the primary electron produces several SE through multiple scattering events, which
significantly increases the signal. SE can be detected using Everhart–Thornley, variable
pressure SE, and in-column SE detectors.
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Figure 1. Basic principles of imaging in electron microscopy.

Backscattered electrons (BSE) are the original beam electrons that escape from the
specimen owing to scattering (Figure 1). They have higher energies than SE. BSE emission
is a function of the atomic number; therefore, the specimen area containing elements
with higher atomic numbers produces a brighter signal. Consequently, BSE can be used
to generate an image that indicates the differences in the chemical composition of the
sample. The sample volume, from which BSE are generated, is significantly larger than
the region that is a source of SE; therefore, BSE have poorer spatial resolution than SE. BSE
can be detected using extra column diode-based and in-column detectors. Note that BSE
participate to the same degree in the signals delivered by the SE detectors. Moreover, BSE
induce the formation of SE.

Since BSE provide information about material composition, they are used as a signal
source for imaging of the cut surface of tissue blocks or the tissue sections mounted to the
solid substrates in the majority of methods developed to study subcellular and cellular
structures of animal tissue, organs, and even entire organisms in 2D and 3D modes [17–32].
The effective, high-resolution ultrastructural imaging of biological samples using BSE
signals is dependent on three aspects. First, the sample preparation procedure should
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result in the incorporation of a large quantity of heavy metals into the tissue to differentiate
cell structures and increase the signal-to-noise ratio. Second, the electron optics of FE-SEM
should enable stable imaging at very low acceleration voltages because the size of the
reaction vessel is dependent on the acceleration voltage. At higher voltages, the electron
beam penetrates deeper into the sample, BSE are emitted from a large volume, and the
resolution is lower. Third, highly efficient BSE detectors are required to obtain good
signal-to-noise ratios and reasonable acquisition times.

Transmitted electrons are the primary electrons that pass through specimens if they are
sufficiently thin (60–200 nm). The transmission of electrons through a sample depends on
the atomic number; therefore, osmium fixation and heavy-metal-staining largely increase
the contrast of the image. These electrons form images in TEM and can be detected by
SEM using a scanning transmission electron microscopy (STEM) detector located under
the ultrathin section (Figure 1).

3. Multiscale Imaging of Large Sample Areas

The preparation of a resin-embedded tissue block for imaging in TEM frequently
involves the cutting of semithin sections (0.5–1.5 µm), which are used to examine a large
area of tissue with an optical microscope to locate the regions of interest for ultrastructural
studies. Based on these observations, the block is trimmed to a size that enables the
preparation of ultrathin sections (50–90 nm), which are placed on mesh grids and then
contrasted with heavy-metal salts. Consequently, the investigated area has largely reduced
overall dimensions and is divided into separate parts by grid bars, which additionally
cover some portion of the sample area. Due to this separation, it is frequently difficult to
recognize the histological context of TEM images. These problems can be overcome by the
use of single-slot grids with supporting films, which enable obtaining an unobstructed
image of the entire ultrathin section. The imaging of the entire ultrathin section or its
large part at high resolution in standard TEM is frequently problematic because of the size
of sensors in digital cameras and the requirement of a montage of many images into a
larger one. A transmission electron microscope camera array (TEMCA) was constructed to
increase the image acquisition efficiency in TEM [34], and this idea was recently developed
as high-speed TEM [35].

The detection of transmitted electrons in SEM using a STEM detector is a highly
efficient method of imaging ultrathin sections [36–39]. The electron beam focused on a
small spot scans the ultrathin section, and the image is formed by mapping, synchronously
with the scan, the signal intensity below the sample. The advantages of this method include
automatic imaging of large sample areas with a single frame of up to 24,000–36,000 pixels
in each direction (available for many models of SEM), very low noise and high image
quality, very high resolution, and significantly shorter acquisition time compared with
other SEM methods of TEM-like imaging (Figures 2 and 3). STEM imaging does not require
any special staining of samples [38]; furthermore, the contrast in this method is higher
than that in TEM because of the lower accelerating voltages (30 kV in SEM vs. 80–120 kV
in TEM). Moreover, the transmission mode in SEM exhibits no chromatic aberration. The
number of grids loaded simultaneously into the standard SEM holder is 6–12, whereas it is
only 1 or 2 in the standard TEM holder. Many commercially available software packages
dedicated to SEM provide automatic procedures for STEM imaging, such as overview
imaging of all grids, autofocus, and automatic correction of astigmatism. The sections
can also be transferred from SEM to TEM if required. Single-slot grids are particularly
suitable for STEM detection because they enable an unobstructed digitalization of entire
sections [39]. Carbon-coated formvar is frequently used as a support for the sections [39].
Recently, Dittmayer et al. [40] described a workflow to produce high-quality sections on
large-slot grids coated with Pioloform films.
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Figure 2. Imaging of an ultrathin section of the river lamprey larvae using a STEM detector. (A) An
image acquired at a 20 nm pixel size (area 120 × 107 µm). (B,C) The areas marked by blue rectangles
on figure A after zooming in. (D) An image of the area (119 × 68 µm) marked with a red rectangle
on figure A acquired at a 3 nm pixel size. (E,F) The areas marked by blue rectangles on figure D after
zooming in. The sample was fixed according to the modified protocol by Deerinck et al. [41] and
the ultrathin section on a slot grid was imaged using EF-SEM Gemini 450 (Carl Zeiss, Oberkochen,
Germany) at 30 kV and a dwell time of 1 µs.



Animals 2021, 11, 3390 6 of 21
Animals 2021, 11, x 6 of 21 
 

 
Figure 3. Imaging of an ultrathin section of the river lamprey larvae using a STEM detector (cont.). 
(A) An image of 20 × 21.5 μm area acquired at a 1 nm pixel size. (B) The area marked by a blue rec-
tangle on figure A after zooming in. (C) An image of 8.7 × 8.5 μm area acquired at a 0.3 nm pixel 
size. (D) The area marked by a blue rectangle on figure C after zooming in. The imaging was per-
formed as described in Figure 2, but with a dwell time of 3 μs. 

The disadvantage of STEM detection as a method of large-area imaging is the ne-
cessity of preparing large ultrathin sections on slot grids that require special skills. An-
other problem is the focal change of the sample signal after longer exposure to the elec-
tron beam during image adjustment. This problem could be eliminated by sample pre-
irradiation, which can be performed automatically using software macros [39]. 

BSE detection enables the ultrastructural imaging of sections [17–19] placed on sol-
id, electron-beam-impermeable, conductive supporting media, such as silicon wafers 
(Figures 4 and 5, Supplementary Movie S1). In contrast to the collection of separate sec-
tions or very short section ribbons on grids for TEM, the ultrathin sections for imaging 
using BSE detection are frequently cut into long ribbons using a diamond knife with a 
large boat (jumbo knife), and these ribbons are attached to a silicon wafer (Figure 4A). A 
special manipulator is used to hold and move the wafer in a knife boat (Figure 6A). This 
technique enables the collection of numerous outsized ultrathin sections on a stable 
support. In contrast to imaging using the transmitted electrons, the semithin sections can 
be used for BSE imaging [18,19]. The advantages of semithin sections are a larger section 
area that provides more data about the histological context, compatibility with light mi-

Figure 3. Imaging of an ultrathin section of the river lamprey larvae using a STEM detector (cont.).
(A) An image of 20 × 21.5 µm area acquired at a 1 nm pixel size. (B) The area marked by a blue
rectangle on figure A after zooming in. (C) An image of 8.7 × 8.5 µm area acquired at a 0.3 nm
pixel size. (D) The area marked by a blue rectangle on figure C after zooming in. The imaging was
performed as described in Figure 2, but with a dwell time of 3 µs.

The disadvantage of STEM detection as a method of large-area imaging is the necessity
of preparing large ultrathin sections on slot grids that require special skills. Another
problem is the focal change of the sample signal after longer exposure to the electron beam
during image adjustment. This problem could be eliminated by sample pre-irradiation,
which can be performed automatically using software macros [39].

BSE detection enables the ultrastructural imaging of sections [17–19] placed on solid,
electron-beam-impermeable, conductive supporting media, such as silicon wafers
(Figures 4 and 5, Supplementary Movie S1). In contrast to the collection of separate sections
or very short section ribbons on grids for TEM, the ultrathin sections for imaging using
BSE detection are frequently cut into long ribbons using a diamond knife with a large
boat (jumbo knife), and these ribbons are attached to a silicon wafer (Figure 4A). A special
manipulator is used to hold and move the wafer in a knife boat (Figure 6A). This technique
enables the collection of numerous outsized ultrathin sections on a stable support. In
contrast to imaging using the transmitted electrons, the semithin sections can be used for
BSE imaging [18,19]. The advantages of semithin sections are a larger section area that
provides more data about the histological context, compatibility with light microscopy, and
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a simple technique of cutting and collecting. The disadvantage is a frequently lower surface
quality compared with the ultrathin section, and in some scenarios, higher susceptibility
to charging. Reichelt et al. [18] and Rodiges et al. [19] demonstrated perfect results of the
digitalization of semithin sections through BSE detection for the multi-scale imaging of
animal tissues and for pathological diagnostics.

Efficient, high-quality imaging using BSE requires a more intensive infiltration of
tissue with heavy metals than for STEM and TEM imaging. Many protocols for sample
fixation and en bloc contrasting for BSE imaging [24,41–53] have been proposed depending
on the tissue properties and sample size (Table 1). The sections of tissues fixed with
routine TEM methods and contrasted after cutting can also be imaged using BSE detection;
however, they frequently require longer acquisition times; therefore, they are less useful
for the digitalization of very large sample areas. However, these sections still facilitate
better recognition of the histological context of the investigated structure compared with
TEM imaging. According to our experience, intensive en bloc heavy-metal infiltration is a
technique of choice for BSE imaging because it enables image acquisition at low dwell times,
ensures a high signal-to-noise ratio, and eliminates the risk of section contamination during
post-sectioning contrasting. The limitation of this procedure is the poor differentiation
of chromatin structure and the different appearance of some cell components, such as
secretory granules, compared with conventional TEM images.

Silicon wafers provide perfect support for ultrathin and semithin sections because they
are highly conductive. The glow discharge treatment of wafers is recommended to obtain a
hydrophilic surface, which facilitates the collection of sections. In applications combining
light and electron microscopy, indium-tin-oxide-coated glass coverslips or carbon-coated
glass coverslips are used to collect ultrathin sections. Histological glass slides coated with
60–80 nm of carbon [18] or flat epoxy resin sheets coated with gold/palladium [19] can be
used as a support for semithin sections.

The ultrastructural imaging of resin-embedded biological samples using BSE detection
requires a field emission source of electrons (Schottky emitter) that delivers a stable and
relatively high current in the electron beam [54]. The beam current should be sufficiently
high to provide acceptable image contrast and low noise at short dwell times, but it should
not be excessively high. The increase in the beam current increases the acquisition speed;
however, it negatively affects the image resolution [54]. The next requirement for SEM is
to ensure very small beam diameters on the sample surface at low acceleration voltages.
The diameter of the spot at which the electron beam hits the sample is a primary factor
determining the resolution of SEM imaging, and a small volume of the reaction vessel
ensured by the low acceleration voltage is a crucial factor for the resolution of BSE imaging
(Figure 1). The efficiency of the detector is extremely important for high-quality BSE
imaging with reasonable acquisition times. Both in-column detectors and retractable diode
detectors have been successfully used to ensure a good image quality. Detection systems
dedicated to biological samples are highly recommended. The scan generator should
enable imaging with a single frame no smaller than 24,000 pixels in the x- and y-directions
to decrease the stage movement and the necessity for image tilt montage. The final but very
important component of the image acquisition system is software that allows automatic
imaging of large sample areas. Research has demonstrated that the signal-to-noise ratio
can be significantly improved by applying a negative bias voltage to the sample (beam
deceleration) with a simultaneous increase in the acceleration voltage [54–57]. The increase
in the recorded signal occurs owing to the re-acceleration of BSE in the bias field toward
the detector. The deceleration retards the electron beam towards the sample and reduces
the penetration of the primary electrons into the samples; therefore, a higher acceleration
voltage does not result in an increase in the reaction vessel size [54]. For example, when the
acceleration voltage is set to 5 kV and the deceleration voltage is set to −3 kV, the landing
energy on the specimen surface is 2 keV.
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with a blue rectangle in figure E after zooming in. The sample was fixed according to the modified protocol by Deerinck 
et al. [41] and the ultrathin sections were imaged using EF-SEM Gemini 450 (Carl Zeiss, Oberkochen, Germany) at 1.5 kV 
and a dwell time of 1 μs (B) or 8 μs (C–F). 

Figure 4. Imaging of ultrathin sections of the embryonic pineal organ of the domestic goose using a BSE detector.
(A) Macrophotography of section ribbons on the silicon wafer. The arrows show points used for navigation in SEM.
(B) Overview image of section ribbons acquired using an SE2 detector at a 200 nm pixel size (area 7.4× 2.2 cm). (C) Overview
image of a section (area 1080 × 720 µm) marked with a red rectangle in figure B acquired by BSE detector at a 15 nm pixel
size. (D) Image of the area marked with a blue rectangle in figure C after zooming in. (E) Image of the area marked with
a red rectangle in figure C acquired at a 3 nm pixel size (area 131 × 132 µm). (F) Image of the area marked with a blue
rectangle in figure E after zooming in. The sample was fixed according to the modified protocol by Deerinck et al. [41] and
the ultrathin sections were imaged using EF-SEM Gemini 450 (Carl Zeiss, Oberkochen, Germany) at 1.5 kV and a dwell time
of 1 µs (B) or 8 µs (C–F).
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(A) An image of a 22 × 13 μm area acquired at a 1 nm pixel size. (B–D) The areas marked by blue rectangles on figure A 
after zooming in. The imaging was performed as described in Figure 4 using the BSE detector (dwell time 8 μs). 

Figure 5. Imaging of ultrathin sections of the embryonic pineal organ of the domestic goose using a BSE detector (cont.).
(A) An image of a 22 × 13 µm area acquired at a 1 nm pixel size. (B–D) The areas marked by blue rectangles on figure A
after zooming in. The imaging was performed as described in Figure 4 using the BSE detector (dwell time 8 µs).
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Figure 6. (A) Substrate holder for manual collection of sections. (B,C) Automatic tape ultramicrotome.
(D) Strips of Kapton tape with sections on 4′ silicon wafer.

The imaging of large sample areas using a STEM or BSE detector is frequently per-
formed in a hierarchical mode [58], from overview, low-resolution (200–15 nm/pixel)
images of the entire sample through middle resolution (10–5 nm/pixel) images of large
groups of cells and high-resolution (3–1 nm/pixel) images of small groups of cells or
a single cell, to very high-resolution (>1 nm/pixel) images of cell parts and organelles
(Figures 2–5). Images with lower resolutions are used to locate targets for imaging with
higher resolution. For BSE imaging, the pyramid of images is frequently based on digital
macrophotography used for navigation and covers a scale from centimeters (length of
section ribbons) to nanometers (Figure 4). It should be emphasized that the top of the
pyramid of hierarchical imaging frequently contains images as large as 1 Gpixel and their
montages. Moreover, several regions of interest can be digitalized with a very high resolu-
tion (multi-top pyramid). Large-area imaging enables the creation of a virtual ultrathin
slide, which can be zoomed from the millimeter scale to the nanometer scale.

The effective imaging of flat surfaces of resin-embedded biological samples has re-
sulted in the development of 3D imaging techniques, including serial section imaging
(array tomography), serial block-face imaging (SBF-SEM), and focused ion beam SEM
(FIB-SEM). The last technique requires dual-beam SEM; therefore, it is not presented in this
article.
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Table 1. Protocols of sample preparations.

Authors Protocol
Name Objective Primary Fixation Contrasting

En Bloc Resin Polymerization Overall
Time 1

Seligman et al., 1966
[52] OTO

- enhancing contrast of lipid-
containing membranes and

droplets
GA + PFA

2% OsO4 in H2O

Araldite nd nd1% TCH (1 h 50 ◦C)

2% OsO4 in H2O (1 h 60 ◦C)

de Bruijn, 1973 [53] ROTO - staining of glycogen 3% GA in 0.1 M CB +
CaCl2 (72 h 0–4 ◦C)

1% OsO4 in 0.1 M CB + 0.05 M
K3Fe(CN)6 (24 h 0–4 ◦C) Epon 812 72 h 37 ◦C,

24 h 60 ◦C 12 d

Jiménez et al., 2009
[42] TAMOI - improving the membrane

contrast

2.5% GA, 2% PFA in
0.08 M CB + CaCl2 +

MgCl2 (1 h)

1% OsO4 + 1.5% K4Fe(CN)6 in CB
(90 min on ice)

Epon nd nd1% TA in 0.1 M CB (30 min RT)

1% OsO4 in H2O (30 min on ice

Deerink et al., 2010
[41] NCMIR

- enhancing signal for BSE
imaging of epoxy-embedded

mammalian tissue at low
accelerating voltages

2.5% GA, 2% PFA in
0.15 M CB + CaCl2

(2–3 h)

4% OsO4 + 3% K4Fe(CN)6 in 0.3 M CB
+ CaCl2 (1 h on ice)

Durcupan 48 h 60 ◦C 3 d
TCH (20 min RT)

2% OsO4 in H2O (30 min RT)

1% UA in H2O (overnight 4 ◦C)

PbAsp (30 min 60 ◦C)

Bushby et al., 2011
[43]

-
- enhancing contrast of cells
and matrix for visualization

through BSE imaging

2.5% GA, 2% PFA in
0.1 M CB (2.5 h RT)

1% OsO4 + 1.5% K4Fe(CN)6 in 0.1 M
CB (1 h RT) Durcupan 24 h 45 ◦C 2.5 d

1% TA in H20 (1 h RT)

Tapia et al., 2012
[44]

-
- high-contrast en bloc

staining of neuronal tissue
for FESEM

2% GA, 2.5% PFA in
0.1 M CB (1 h RT)

2% OsO4 in 0.1 M CB (2 h RT)

Embed 812 48 h 60 ◦C 4.5 d
1% TCH (30 min RT)

4% OsO4 + K4Fe(CN)6 in 0.2 M CB
(1 h RT)

LC + CS (2 h 37 ◦C or overnight 25 ◦C)
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Table 1. Cont.

Authors Protocol
Name Objective Primary Fixation Contrasting

En Bloc Resin Polymerization Overall
Time 1

Starborg et al., 2013
[45] ROUM

- studying collagen fibril
organization

2.5% GA in 0.1 M CB
(2 h 4 ◦C)

2% OsO4 + 1.5% K4Fe(CN)5 in
100 mM CB (1 h RT)

Agar100 72 h 60 ◦C 5 d1% TA in 100 mM CB (2 × 2 h 4 ◦C)

2% OsO4 in H2O (40 min RT)

1% UA in H2O (16 h 4 ◦C)

Hayworth et al., 2015
[46]

-
- smooth thick partitioning

and volume stitching for
FIB-SEM imaging

2.5% GA, 2% PFA in
0.1 M PB (2 h RT)

1.5% K4Fe(CN)6 + 1% OsO4 (1 h)

Durcupan 24 h 60 ◦C 1 d 5 h1% OsO4 (1 h)

1% UA in H2O (1 h)

Hua et al., 2015
[47]

-

- large-volume en bloc
staining for electron
microscopy-based

connectomics

2.5% PFA, 1.25% GA
in 0.08 CB + CaCl2

(12–24 h 4 ◦C)

2% OsO4 in 0.15 M CB (90 min RT)

Spurr 48–72 h 70 ◦C 5.5 d

2.5% K4Fe(CN)6 in 0.15 M CB
(90 min RT)

TCH (45 min 40 ◦C)

2% OsO4 in H2O (90 min RT)

1% UA (overnight 4 ◦C, 2 h 50 ◦C)

PbAsp (2 h 50 ◦C)

Mikula and Denk,
2015 [48] BROPA - reconstruction of neural

circuits

2.5% GA in 0.1 M CB
+ sucrose

(48–72 h 2 ◦C)

OsO4 + K4Fe(CN)6 + CB + CH3NO
(96 h RT)

Spurr 48 h 60 ◦C 26 dOsO4 + CB (72 h RT)

Pyr in H2O (72 h RT)

OsO4 in H2O (96 h RT)

Polilov et al., 2021
[49]

-
- simple preparation of

heterogeneous biological
samples for 3D-EM

I: 1% GA + 1% OsO4
in 0.1 M CB

(40 min 4 ◦C)
II: 2% GA in 0.1 M

CB (2 h 4 ◦C)

2% OsO4 in 0.1 M CB (12–20 h 4 ◦C)

Epon 812 48 h 60 ◦C 5.5 d
1% K4Fe(CN)6 in 0.1 M CB (2 h 4 ◦C)

1% UA in H2O (8–12 h 4 ◦C, 2 h 50 ◦C)

PbAsp (2 h 50 ◦C)
1 The time from the start of fixation to the end of polymerization; OTO—osmium-thiocarbohydrazide-osmium; R-OTO—ferrocyanide-reduced osmium-thiocarbohydrazide-ferrocyanide-reduced osmium;
NCMIR—National Centre for Microscopy and Imaging Research; ROUM—reduced osmium and en bloc uranyl acetate method; BROPA—brain-wide reduced-osmium staining with pyrogallol-mediated
amplification; TAMOI—tannic acid-mediated osmium impregnation; RT—room temperature; GA—glutaraldehyde; CB—cacodylate buffer; PB—phosphate buffer; PFA—formaldehyde; TA—tannic acid;
TCH—thiocarbohydrazide; UA—uranyl acetate; LC—lead citrate; PbAsp—lead aspartate; CS—copper sulfate; Pyr—pyrogallol; nd—no data.
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4. Array Tomography

The concept of array tomography was proposed by Micheva and Smith in 2007,
mostly as a method of high-resolution, volumetric imaging of large numbers of antigens
visualized using immunofluorescence [59]. The name “array tomography” was introduced
because of the use of serial ultrathin sections to obtain 3D information. The imaging of
ultrathin sections enabled the prominent improvement of resolution in the z-axis compared
with confocal microscopy. Moreover, the cited authors demonstrated that the sections
of acrylic resin-embedded tissue could be repeatedly stained with different antibodies,
then contrasted with heavy metals and used for ultrastructural imaging in FE-SEM [59].
At the same time, Kasthuri et al. [60] reported the use of automatically cut and collected
serial ultrathin sections using a tape ultra-microtome [61] for ultrastructural imaging in
SEM to obtain 3D ultrastructural reconstructions. The automation of section preparation
highlighted the requirement for the development of high-sensitivity BSE-based imaging
systems and automated image acquisition software [27]. As an alternative to the tape
ultramicrotome, which at this time was only a prototype, Horstmann et al. [22] described
the use of serial ultrathin sections collected on a silicon wafer for ultrastructural volume
imaging. The tape ultramicrotome was commercialized by Boeckeler Instruments, Inc.,
under an early adopters program in 2015. The last achievement in the development of array
tomography as a method of 3D ultrastructural studies was the introduction of multi-beam
SEM, which largely increased the image acquisition capability [62,63].

The term array tomography, depending on application, comprises three different
techniques: (i) fluorescence microscopy array tomography, which delivers volumetric,
high-resolution data on the distribution of molecules and enables the detection of several
antigens in the same section [59,64], (ii) electron microscopy array tomography, which
enables the capturing of ultrathin sections for 3D ultrastructural studies [65], and (iii)
correlative array tomography [66–68], which combines fluorescence imaging and electron
microscopy imaging to obtain voxel-level associations between structure and chemistry.
The new concept is the use of array tomography to locate targets for z-axis high-resolution
imaging through FIB-SEM [69]. Electron microscopy array tomography should be subdi-
vided into the method using a manual collection of sections (Figure 6A) and the method of
using an automated tape-collecting ultramicrotome (ATUM). The first method is frequently
limited to hundreds of sections in the form of ribbons attached to a silicon wafer, and the
second method enables the collection of thousands of sections on a tape (Figure 6B–D). For
the first method, the direct location of the section on the silicon wafer frequently eliminates
the charging problem and ensures very high-quality imaging; however, it is limited in
size owing to the manual collection of sections. These sections are imaged in conventional
FE-SEM within a reasonable period, and the size of the data is not extremely large. Recently,
new devices for the automatic collection of serial samples on silicon wafers or magnetic
tapes have been described [70–72].

The use of ATUM enables the automatic collection of thousands of ultrathin sections
on tape while they are simultaneously cut with an ultramicrotome (Figure 6B,C). It operates
by moving a plastic tape from a supply reel through a tape snout located in a water-filled
diamond knife boat to a take-up reel. The sections are collected from the water on the
surface to the tape. Glow-discharged Kapton tape is the most commonly used tape in
ATUM. After section collection, the tape is cut into smaller strips, which are mounted using
double-sided carbon tape to a silicon wafer with a diameter of 100 mm (Figure 6D). Section
contrasting on tapes is possible if required. The Kapton tape is nonconductive; therefore,
the wafers with tape strips must be coated with carbon to eliminate charging artifacts.
However, this coating may be problematic for imaging using SE detection; therefore, the
deposition of carbon on the tape before collecting the sections is advised in this scenario.
Recently, conductive carbon nanotube-coated polyethylene terephthalate tape has been
proposed to eliminate charging problems and increase the imaging quality [73]. Dedicated
software is available for imaging serial sections in a semiautomatic manner. The acquisition
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of very large sets of sections may require several weeks using a single FE-SEM. The time
required for the digitalization of large sets of sections can be dramatically reduced using
multibeam SEMs, operating with 61 or more electron beams, and enabling the simultaneous
imaging of numerous pixels [62].

The most important advantage of array tomography is its non-destructive nature,
which enables the reimaging of sections with different resolutions and regions of interest.
It is possible to build archives of sections for further studies. The imaging procedure can
begin with the digitalization of every n serial sample in an array to obtain a volumetric
overview and select the region of interest. Array tomography facilitates a large versatility
in terms of the size of the imaged area and resolution. Very high-quality imaging with a
pixel size of 1 nm or below is easily achievable for samples placed directly on a silicon wafer.
This method enables the study of archival samples fixed with the conventional protocol for
TEM, because of the possibility of section contrast. However, note that the best results are
obtained after the intensive infiltration of samples with heavy metals because of the lack
of charging and section contrasting artifacts. Array tomography enables correlative light
and electron microscopy studies, and their combination with 3D analyses [66,68,74]. The
disadvantages of this method are the time-consuming preparation of sections for imaging
and the alignment of sections into z-stacks.

5. Serial Block-Face Imaging

The SBF-SEM technique is based on removing the top layer of a resin-embedded
sample using an ultramicrotome with a diamond knife inside the specimen chamber of
FE-SEM and then imaging the exposed surface using a BSE detector (Figures 7 and 8). The
steps of cutting and imaging the resin block are repeated hundreds or thousands of times
to obtain a z-stack for 3D analysis. The first use of a microtome inside the SEM chamber
was reported by Leighton in 1981 [75]; however, the system for automatic block cutting
and imaging was constructed more than 20 years later by Denk and Horstmann [20]. This
achievement was possible because of developments in SEM and computer technologies.
The system of Denk and Horstmann was commercialized by Gatan, Inc., and called 3View
(Figure 7). The ultramicrotome in Gatan 3View is mounted to a special chamber door, which
replaces the standard door in many SEM models when SBF-SEM is used. It also includes
a dedicated high-sensitivity BSE detector. In 2015, FEI Company (now Thermo-Fisher
Scientific Inc., Waltham, MA, USA) introduced a microtome for montages on the regular
SEM stage in a dedicated FEI microscope. A miniature ultramicrotome for montages on
the SEM stage was demonstrated at the Microscopy and Microanalysis Congress in 2019 in
Portland, USA, by ConnectomX Ltd. (Grove, Wantage, UK).

The main advantage of SBF-SEM is the possibility of obtaining a well-aligned z-stack
of thousands of images in a fully automatic manner. The setup procedure of SBF-SEM
systems is easier and faster than the preparation for imaging in ATUM array tomography,
which includes the collection of sections on tape, montage of tape strips on wafers, overview
imaging, and selection of regions of interest [65,76]. The SBF-SEM results in a z-stack of
images, which may require only a few alignments performed automatically. However, the
success of the SBF-SEM method is critically dependent on sample fixation and embedding.
The block of the resin-embedded sample must be conductive to avoid charging artifacts
and must be resistant to damage by the electron beam (Figure 9). In contrast to section
imaging, post-embedding contrasting and carbon coating of the cutting surface are not
possible in SBF-SEM; therefore, both the signal-to-noise ratio and conductivity cannot
be improved after resin polymerization. Thus, sample preparation must be conducted
carefully. The protocol proposed by Deerinck et al. [41] has been successfully used to
prepare many types of tissues, but the best results are obtained with the nervous tissue,
which is rich in lipids. Adaptations of this protocol to other tissues include various
modifications, such as the use of tannic acid and ruthenium red for contrasting collagen
or desmosomes [45,77]. Hua et al. [47] proposed a modification that enables the fixation
of large samples. Resin embedding and mounting to the pin holder are also important
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for obtaining satisfactory results [76]. Generally, the resin formulation should ensure the
highest hardness after polymerization, and the block must be trimmed to remove the empty
resin. For an electrical connection between the sample and stage, the bottom side of the
block should contain tissue that is in contact with the sample holder pin, the conductive
glue should be used for block fixation to the pin, and the block should be coated with a
thin layer of gold.
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Figure 7. SBF-SEM imaging of the embryonic pineal organ of the domestic goose. (A) 3View (Gatan,
Pleasanton, CA, USA) in the specimen chamber of EF-SEM Gemini 450 (Carl Zeiss, Oberkochen,
Germany). Red arrow—sample, green arrow—knife, yellow arrow—OnPoint detector (Gatan,
Pleasanton, CA, USA), white arrow—needle of charge compensation device. (B) Block of resin-
embedded tissue with visible cutting surface (SE2 detector). (C) TEM-like image from the cut surface
of the resin block mounted in Gatan 3View. Imaging was performed at 1.2 kV, with a 20 nm pixel size
and a dwell time of 2 µs. The sample was prepared according to the modified protocol by Deerinck
et al. [41].
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Figure 8. An image (area 64 × 64 µm) of the embryonic pineal organ of the domestic goose obtained using 3View (Gatan,
Pleasanton, CA, USA) and OnPoint detector (Gatan, Pleasanton, CA, USA). The sample was prepared according to the
modified protocol by Deerinck et al. [41]. Imaging was performed at 1.2 kV, with a 8 nm pixel size and a dwell time of 3 µs.

Three different strategies are used to eliminate the problems caused by tissue block
charging during imaging. The oldest one is the use of a low vacuum in the specimen
chamber (variable pressure SEM); however, this method induces a large decrease in the
signal-to-noise ratio [78]. Despite these disadvantages, this method is commonly used.
The second method is conductive embedding, which can be obtained by the addition of
carbon particles to the resin or other modifications; however, its effectiveness is currently
rather low [79,80]. The third is the focal charge compensation (FCC) proposed in 2017
by Deerinck et al. [81]. FCC is based on the application of nitrogen directly on the block
face using a special nozzle during imaging. The dosing of gas is very low; therefore, the
high vacuum of the specimen chamber is still maintained (10−4–10−3 mbar). The locally
applied nitrogen gas molecules are ionized, contact the sample surface, and neutralize
electrons, which charge the sample. FCC effectively reduces image artifacts (Figure 9A,B);
thus, it even enables image acquisition from samples prepared without dense heavy-metal
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staining. The resolution of imaging with FCC is nearly the same as that without nitrogen
application.
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Figure 9. (A) Charging on the image obtained using SBF-SEM. Note that artifacts occurred exclusively in one part of
the sample. Imaging without focal charge compensation, high vacuum. (B) Elimination of charging artifacts by focal
charge compensation with 5% nitrogen flow (chamber pressure 4.5 × 10−4 mbar). (C) Strong damage of surface layer of
resin-embedded tissue block caused by the electron beam occurring during cutting at 30 nm thickness. (D) The damage is
largely reduced after the increase of the cutting thickness to 70 nm. Imaging was performed in EF-SEM Gemini 450 (Carl
Zeiss, Oberkochen, Germany) equipped with 3View (Gatan, Pleasanton, CA, USA) and OnPoint detector (Gatan, Pleasanton,
CA, USA) at 1.2 kV.

The methods based on the mechanical cutting of samples to obtain 3D information
have a lower spatial resolution along the z-direction compared with the x- and y-directions
because of ultramicrotomy limitations. The microtome effectively removes sections with a
thickness larger than 20 nm, whereas the lowest pixel size in the x–y plane is 3–5 nm. As a
solution, a deconvolution technique was developed to obtain additional virtual layers in
the sample by acquiring images at different primary beam energies and then processing
the image stacks using a multi-energy deconvolution algorithm [82,83].
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The disadvantages of SBF-SEM are generally opposite to the advantages of array
tomography: (i) SBF-SEM is destructive and the tissue cannot be re-examined, (ii) the
region of interest is selected based on the first image in the z-stack; therefore, the block of
tissue is examined blindly, and (iii) the tissue has to be stained en bloc without an alternative
solution. The lateral resolution in SBF-SEM is lower than that in array tomography with
sections mounted directly on silicon wafers.

6. Conclusions

Modern FE-SEM is a highly powerful and versatile tool for the studies of cell and tissue
ultrastructure alone or in combination with the biochemical data provided by fluorescence
microscopy. It enables TEM-like imaging of the cut surfaces of tissue blocks, which are
impermeable to the electron beam, or ultrathin or semithin tissue sections mounted on the
solid substrates, such as a silicon wafer or glass slide. This feature simplifies and accelerates
ultrastructural studies of both large areas and volumes of biological samples. However,
efficient, high-quality imaging using BSE requires a more intensive infiltration of tissue
with heavy metals than for TEM imaging. The imaging of large sample areas in SEM can be
performed using two methods based on the detection of BSE or transmitted electrons. The
second method is limited to the ultrathin section; however, it provides very high-quality
images of conventionally fixed samples. The imaging of large sample areas enables the
creation of a virtual slide, which can be zoomed from the millimeter scale to the nanometer
scale. Volume imaging techniques comprise AT and SBF-SEM. In AT, serial ultrathin
sections are collected manually on a solid substrate or automatically on a tape using a
special ultramicrotome. The imaging of serial sections is used to obtain three-dimensional
information. SBF-SEM is based on removing the top layer of a resin-embedded sample
using an ultramicrotome inside the SEM specimen chamber and then imaging the exposed
surface with a BSE detector. This process is repeated to produce a digitized stack of aligned
images, which allows to follow cell-to-cell arrangements or intracellular structures in the
z-direction.

Supplementary Materials: The following are available online at https://www.mdpi.com/article/10
.3390/ani11123390/s1, Movie S1: Imaging of sample on silicon wafer using BSE detector

Author Contributions: B.L. prepared figures, analyzed literature data, and wrote the manuscript;
N.S. prepared tissue samples for imaging, analyzed literature data, and wrote the manuscript. All
authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: The sample preparation costs were covered by the National Science Center, Poland, grant
No. 2018/31/N/NZ4/01248. Publication costs were supported by the Minister of Education and
Science in the range of the program entitled “Regional Initiative of Excellence” for the years 2019–2022,
Project No. 010/RID/2018/19, amount of funding 12 000 000 PLN.

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: Not applicable.

Acknowledgments: The authors would like to thank Jacek Sztorc for their skillful technical assistance.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. Knoll, M.; Ruska, E. Das elektronenmikroskop. J. Phys. 1932, 78, 318–339. [CrossRef]
2. Busch, H. Über die Wirkungsweise der Konzentrierungsspule bei der Braunschen Röhre. Electr. Eng. 1927, 18, 583–594. [CrossRef]
3. Sabatini, D.D.; Bensch, K.; Barrnett, R.J. Cytochemistry and electron microscopy: The preservation of cellular ultrastructure and

enzymatic activity by aldehyde fixation. J. Cell Biol. 1963, 17, 19–58. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
4. Palay, S.L.; McGee-Russell, S.M.; Gordon Jr, S.; Grillo, M.A. Fixation of neural tissues for electron microscopy by perfusion with

solutions of osmium tetroxide. J. Cell Biol. 1962, 12, 385–410. [CrossRef]
5. Webster, H.; Collins, G.H. Comparison of osmium tetroxide and glutaraldehyde perfusion fixation for the electron microscopic

study of the normal rat peripheral nervous system. J. Neuropathol. Exp. Neurol. 1964, 23, 109–126. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/ani11123390/s1
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/ani11123390/s1
http://doi.org/10.1007/BF01342199
http://doi.org/10.1007/BF01656203
http://doi.org/10.1083/jcb.17.1.19
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/13975866
http://doi.org/10.1083/jcb.12.2.385
http://doi.org/10.1093/jnen/23.1.109
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14105302


Animals 2021, 11, 3390 19 of 21

6. Williams, T.H.; Jew, J.Y. An improved method for perfusion fixation of neural tissues for electron microscopy. Tissue Cell 1975, 7,
407–418. [CrossRef]

7. Sjöstrand, F.S. A new microtome for ultrathin sectioning for high resolution electron microscopy. Experientia 1953, 9, 114–115.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

8. Fernández-Morán, H. Applications of a diamond knife for ultrathin sectioning to the study of the fine structure of biological
tissues and metals. J. Biophys. Biochem. Cytol. 1956, 2, 29–30. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

9. Reynolds, E.S. The use of lead citrate at high pH as an electron-opaque stain in electron microscopy. J. Cell Biol. 1963, 17, 208–212.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

10. Watson, M.L. Staining of tissue sections for electron microscopy with heavy metals. J. Biophys. Biochem. Cytol. 1958, 4, 475–478.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

11. Huxley, H.E.; Zubay, G. Preferential staining of nucleic acid-containing structures for electron microscopy. J. Biophys. Biochem.
Cytol. 1961, 11, 273–296. [CrossRef]

12. Dubochet, J.; Adrian, M.; Chang, J.J.; Homo, J.C.; Lepault, J.; McDowall, A.W.; Schultz, P. Cryo-electron microscopy of vitrified
specimens. Q. Rev. Biophys. 1988, 21, 129–228. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Al-Amoudi, A.; Norlen, L.P.O.; Dubochet, J. Cryo-electron microscopy of vitreous sections of native biological cells and tissues. J.
Struct. Biol. 2004, 148, 131–135. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Rifkind, R.A.; Hsu, K.C.; Morgan, C. Immunochemical staining for electron microscopy. J. Histochem. Cytochem. 1964, 12, 131–136.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

15. Fan, G.Y.; Ellisman, M.H. Digital imaging in transmission electron microscopy. J. Microsc. 2000, 200, 1–13. [CrossRef]
16. Peltier, S.; Bouwer, J.C.; Xuong, N.H.; Ellisman, M.H. High performance digital imaging for transmission electron microscopy.

Microsc. Microanal. 2003, 9, 1566–1567. [CrossRef]
17. Koga, D.; Kusumi, S.; Watanabe, T. Backscattered electron imaging of resin-embedded sections. Microscopy 2018, 67, 196–206.

[CrossRef]
18. Reichelt, M.; Sagolla, M.; Katakam, A.K.; Webster, J.D. Unobstructed multiscale imaging of tissue sections for ultrastructural

pathology analysis by backscattered electron scanning microscopy. J. Histochem. Cytochem. 2020, 68, 9–23. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
19. Rodríguez, J.R.; Turégano-López, M.; DeFelipe, J.; Merchán-Pérez, A. Neuroanatomy from mesoscopic to nanoscopic scales: An

improved method for the observation of semithin sections by high-resolution scanning electron microscopy. Front. Neuroanat.
2018, 12, 14. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

20. Denk, W.; Horstmann, H. Serial block-face scanning electron microscopy to reconstruct three-dimensional tissue nanostructure.
PLoS Biol. 2004, 2, e329. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

21. Hughes, L.; Hawes, C.; Monteith, S.; Vaughan, S. Serial block face scanning electron microscopy-the future of cell ultrastructure
imaging. Protoplasma 2014, 251, 395–401. [CrossRef]

22. Horstmann, H.; Körber, C.; Sätzler, K.; Aydin, D.; Kuner, T. Serial section scanning electron microscopy (S3EM) on silicon wafers
for ultra-structural volume imaging of cells and tissues. PLoS ONE 2012, 7, e35172. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

23. Wanner, A.A.; Kirschmann, M.A.; Genoud, C. Challenges of microtome-based serial block-face scanning electron microscopy in
neuroscience. J. Microsc. 2015, 259, 137–142. [CrossRef]

24. Shami, G.J.; Cheng, D.; Huynh, M.; Vreuls, C.; Wisse, E.; Braet, F. 3-D EM exploration of the hepatic microarchitecture–lessons
learned from large-volume in situ serial sectioning. Sci. Rep. 2016, 6, 36744. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

25. Smith, D.; Starborg, T. Serial block face scanning electron microscopy in cell biology: Applications and technology. Tissue Cell
2019, 57, 111–122. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

26. Goggin, P.; Ho, E.M.; Gnaegi, H.; Searle, S.; Oreffo, R.O.; Schneider, P. Development of protocols for the first serial block-face
scanning electron microscopy (SBF SEM) studies of bone tissue. Bone 2020, 131, 115107. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

27. Hayworth, K.J.; Morgan, J.L.; Schalek, R.; Berger, D.R.; Hildebrand, D.G.; Lichtman, J.W. Imaging ATUM ultrathin section libraries
with WaferMapper: A multi-scale approach to EM reconstruction of neural circuits. Front. Neural. Circuits 2014, 8, 68. [CrossRef]

28. Schalek, R.; Wilson, A.; Lichtman, J.; Josh, M.; Kasthuri, N.; Berger, D.; Seung, S.; Anger, P.; Hayworth, K.; Aderhold, D.
ATUM-based SEM for high-speed large-volume biological reconstructions. Microsc. Microanal. 2012, 18, 572–573. [CrossRef]

29. Cantoni, M.; Genoud, C.; Hébert, C.; Knott, G. Large volume, isotropic, 3D imaging of cell structure on the nanometer scale.
Microsc. Anal. 2010, 24, 13–16.

30. Titze, B.; Genoud, C. Volume scanning electron microscopy for imaging biological ultrastructure. Biol. Cell 2016, 108, 307–323.
[CrossRef]

31. Bushong, E.A.; Johnson Jr, D.D.; Kim, K.-Y.; Terada, M.; Hatori, M.; Peltier, S.T.; Satchidananda, P.; Merkle, A.; Ellisman, M.H.
X-Ray Microscopy as an Approach to Increasing Accuracy and Efficiency of Serial Block-Face Imaging for Correlated Light and
Electron Microscopy of Biological Specimens. Microsc. Microanal. 2015, 21, 231–238. [CrossRef]

32. Lucas, M.S.; Günthert, M.; Gasser, P.; Lucas, F.; Wepf, R. Bridging microscopes: 3D correlative light and scanning electron
microscopy of complex biological structures. Method. Cell Biol. 2012, 111, 325–356. [CrossRef]

33. Bogner, A.; Jouneau, P.H.; Thollet, G.; Basset, D.; Gauthier, C. A history of scanning electron microscopy developments: Towards
“wet-STEM” imaging. Micron 2007, 38, 390–401. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

34. Bock, D.D.; Lee, W.-C.; Kerlin, A.M.; Andermann, M.L.; Hood, G.; Wetzel, A.W.; Yurgenson, S.; Soucy, E.R.; Kim, H.S.; Reid, R.C.
Network anatomy and in vivo physiology of visual cortical neurons. Nature 2011, 471, 177–182. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.1016/0040-8166(75)90015-4
http://doi.org/10.1007/BF02178346
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/13068400
http://doi.org/10.1083/jcb.2.4.29
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19866557
http://doi.org/10.1083/jcb.17.1.208
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/13986422
http://doi.org/10.1083/jcb.4.4.475
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/13563554
http://doi.org/10.1083/jcb.11.2.273
http://doi.org/10.1017/S0033583500004297
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3043536
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsb.2004.03.010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15363793
http://doi.org/10.1177/12.2.131
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14192069
http://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2818.2000.00737.x
http://doi.org/10.1017/S1431927603447831
http://doi.org/10.1093/jmicro/dfy028
http://doi.org/10.1369/0022155419868992
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31385742
http://doi.org/10.3389/fnana.2018.00014
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29568263
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pbio.0020329
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15514700
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00709-013-0580-1
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0035172
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22523574
http://doi.org/10.1111/jmi.12244
http://doi.org/10.1038/srep36744
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27834401
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.tice.2018.08.011
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30220487
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bone.2019.115107
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31669251
http://doi.org/10.3389/fncir.2014.00068
http://doi.org/10.1017/S1431927612004710
http://doi.org/10.1111/boc.201600024
http://doi.org/10.1017/S1431927614013579
http://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-416026-2.00017-0
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.micron.2006.06.008
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16990007
http://doi.org/10.1038/nature09802
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21390124


Animals 2021, 11, 3390 20 of 21

35. Yin, W.; Brittain, D.; Borseth, J.; Scott, M.E.; Williams, D.; Perkins, J.; Own, C.S.; Murfitt, M.; Torres, R.M.; Kapner, D.; et al. A
petascale automated imaging pipeline for mapping neuronal circuits with high-throughput transmission electron microscopy.
Nat. Commun. 2020, 11, 4949. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

36. Kuwajima, M.; Mendenhall, J.M.; Lindsey, L.F.; Harris, K.M. Automated transmission-mode scanning electron microscopy (tSEM)
for large volume analysis at nanoscale resolution. PLoS ONE 2013, 8, e59573. [CrossRef]

37. Kuwajima, M.; Mendenhall, J.M.; Harris, K.M. Large-volume reconstruction of brain tissue from high-resolution serial section
images acquired by SEM-based scanning transmission electron microscopy. In Nanoimaging, Methods in Molecular Biology, 2nd ed.;
Sousa, A.A., Kruhlak, M.J., Eds.; Humana Press: Totowa, NJ, USA, 2013; Volume 950, pp. 253–273. [CrossRef]

38. Kuipers, J.; de Boer, P.; Giepmans, B.N. Scanning EM of non-heavy metal stained biosamples: Large-field of view, high contrast
and highly efficient immunolabeling. Exp. Cell Res. 2015, 337, 202–207. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

39. Kuipers, J.; Kalicharan, R.D.; Wolters, A.H.G.; van Ham, T.J.; Giepmans, B.N.G. Large-scale scanning transmission electron
microscopy (nanotomy) of healthy and injured zebrafish brain. J. Vis. Exp. 2016, 111, e53635. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

40. Dittmayer, C.; Goebel, H.H.; Heppner, F.L.; Stenzel, W.; Bachmann, S. Preparation of samples for large-scale automated electron
microscopy of tissue and cell ultrastructure. Microsc. Microanal. 2021, 27, 815–827. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

41. Deerinck, T.J.; Bushong, E.A.; Thor, A.; Ellisman, M.H. NCMIR methods for 3D EM: A new protocol for preparation of biological
specimens for serial block face scanning electron microscopy. Microscopy 2010, 1, 6–8.

42. Jiménez, N.; Vocking, K.; van Donselaar, E.G.; Humbel, B.M.; Post, J.A.; Verkleij, A.J. Tannic acid-mediated osmium impregnation
after freeze-substitution: A strategy to enhance membrane contrast for electron tomography. J. Struct. Biol. 2009, 166, 103–106.
[CrossRef]

43. Bushby, A.J.; P’ng, K.M.; Young, R.D.; Pinali, C.; Knupp, C.; Quantock, A.J. Imaging three-dimensional tissue architectures by
focused ion beam scanning electron microscopy. Nat. Protoc. 2011, 6, 845–858. [CrossRef]

44. Tapia, J.C.; Kasthuri, N.; Hayworth, K.J.; Schalek, R.; Lichtman, J.W.; Smith, S.J.; Buchanan, J. High-contrast en bloc staining of
neuronal tissue for field emission scanning electron microscopy. Nat. Protoc. 2012, 7, 193–206. [CrossRef]

45. Starborg, T.; Kalson, N.S.; Lu, Y.; Mironov, A.; Cootes, T.F.; Holmes, D.F.; Kadler, K.E. Using transmission electron microscopy and
3View to determine collagen fibril size and three-dimensional organization. Nat. Protoc. 2013, 8, 1433–1448. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

46. Hayworth, K.J.; Xu, C.S.; Lu, Z.; Knott, G.W.; Fetter, R.D.; Tapia, J.C.; Lichtman, J.W.; Hess, H.F. Ultrastructurally smooth thick
partitioning and volume stitching for large-scale connectomics. Nat. Method 2015, 12, 319–322. [CrossRef]

47. Hua, Y.; Laserstein, P.; Helmstaedter, M. Large-volume en-bloc staining for electron microscopy-based connectomics. Nat. Commun.
2015, 6, 7923. [CrossRef]

48. Mikula, S.; Denk, W. High-resolution whole-brain staining for electron microscopic circuit reconstruction. Nat. Methods 2015, 12,
541–546. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

49. Polilov, A.A.; Makarova, A.A.; Pang, S.; Xu, C.S.; Hess, H. Protocol for preparation of heterogeneous biological samples for 3D
electron microscopy: A case study for insects. Sci. Rep. 2021, 11, 4717. [CrossRef]

50. Thai, T.Q.; Nguyen, H.B.; Saitoh, S.; Wu, B.; Saitoh, Y.; Shimo, S.; Elewa, Y.H.A.; Ichii, O.; Kon, Y.; Takaki, T.; et al. Rapid specimen
preparation to improve the throughput of electron microscopic volume imaging for three-dimensional analyses of subcellular
ultrastructures with serial block-face scanning electron microscopy. Med. Mol. Morphol. 2016, 49, 154–162. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

51. Genoud, C.; Titze, B.; Graff-Meyer, A.; Friedrich, R.W. Fast Homogeneous En Bloc Staining of Large Tissue Samples for Volume
Electron Microscopy. Fron. Neuroanat. 2018, 12, 76. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

52. Seligman, A.M.; Wasserkrug, H.L.; Hanker, J.S. A new staining method (OTO) for enhancing contrast of lipid-containing
membranes and droplets in osmium tetroxide-fixed tissue with osmiophilic thiocarbohydrazide (TCH). J. Cell Biol. 1966, 30,
424–432. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

53. De Bruijn, W.C. Glycogen, its chemistry and morphologic appearance in the electron microscope: I. A modified OsO4 fixative
which selectively contrasts glycogen. J. Ultrastruct. Res. 1973, 42, 29–50. [CrossRef]

54. Lich, B.; Boughorbel, F.; Potocek, P.; Korkmaz, E. FEG-SEM for Large Volume 3D Structural Analysis in Life Sciences. In Biological
Field Emission Scanning Electron Microscopy, 2nd ed.; Fleck, R.A., Humbel, B.M., Eds.; John Wiley & Sons Ltd.: New York, NY, USA,
2019; pp. 103–115.

55. Angert, I.; Kirmse, R.; Thaler, M.; Kirk, C. Array Tomography and Beam Deceleration—High-Throughput Imaging with the
ZEISS GeminiSEM using Atlas 5 and Beam Deceleration. Microsc. Microanal. 2016, 22, 28–29. [CrossRef]

56. Bouwer, J.C.; Deerinck, T.J.; Bushong, E.; Astakhov, V.; Ramachandra, R.; Peltier, S.T.; Ellisman, M.H. Deceleration of probe beam
by stage bias potential improves resolution of serial block-face scanning electron microscopic images. Adv. Struct. Chem. Imag.
2016, 2, 11. [CrossRef]

57. Lane, R.; Vos, Y.; Wolters, A.H.G.; Kessel, L.V.; Chen, S.E.; Liv, N.; Klumperman, J.; Giepmans, B.N.G.; Hoogenboom, J.P.
Optimization of negative stage bias potential for faster imaging in large-scale electron microscopy. J. Struct. Biol. X 2021, 5, 100046.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

58. Wacker, I.; Spomer, W.; Hofmann, A.; Thaler, M.; Hillmer, S.; Gengenbach, U.; Schröder, R.R. Hierarchical imaging: A new concept
for targeted imaging of large volumes from cells to tissues. BMC Cell Biol. 2016, 17, 38. [CrossRef]

59. Micheva, K.D.; Smith, S.J. Array tomography: A new tool for imaging the molecular architecture and ultrastructure of neural
circuits. Neuron 2007, 55, 25–36. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-020-18659-3
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33009388
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0059573
http://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-62703-137-0_15
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.yexcr.2015.07.012
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26272543
http://doi.org/10.3791/53635
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27285162
http://doi.org/10.1017/S1431927621011958
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34266508
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsb.2008.12.009
http://doi.org/10.1038/nprot.2011.332
http://doi.org/10.1038/nprot.2011.439
http://doi.org/10.1038/nprot.2013.086
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23807286
http://doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.3292
http://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms8923
http://doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.3361
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25867849
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-021-83936-0
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00795-016-0134-7
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26867664
http://doi.org/10.3389/fnana.2018.00076
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30323746
http://doi.org/10.1083/jcb.30.2.424
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/4165523
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-5320(73)80004-8
http://doi.org/10.1017/S1431927616000994
http://doi.org/10.1186/s40679-016-0025-y
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.yjsbx.2021.100046
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33763642
http://doi.org/10.1186/s12860-016-0122-8
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2007.06.014
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17610815


Animals 2021, 11, 3390 21 of 21

60. Kasthuri, N.; Hayworth, K.; Lichtman, J.; Erdman, N.; Ackerley, C.A. New technique for ultra-thin serial brain section imaging
using scanning electron microscopy. Microsc. Microanal. 2007, 13, 26–27. [CrossRef]

61. Hayworth, K.J.; Kasthuri, N.; Schalek, R.; Lichtman, J.W. Automating the collection of ultrathin serial sections for large volume
TEM reconstructions. Microsc. Microanal. 2006, 12, 86–87. [CrossRef]

62. Mohammadi-Gheidari, A.; Kruit, P. Electron optics of multi-beam scanning electron microscope. Nucl. Instrum. Methods Phys. Res.
Sect. Accel. Spectrometers Detect. Assoc. Equip. 2011, 645, 60–67. [CrossRef]

63. Eberle, A.L.; Zeidler, D. Multi-beam scanning electron microscopy for high-throughput imaging in connectomics research. Front.
Neuroanat. 2018, 12, 112. [CrossRef]

64. Micheva, K.D.; O’Rourke, N.; Busse, B.; Smith, S.J. Array tomography: Immunostaining and antibody elution. Cold Spring Harb.
Protoc. 2010, 11, 1270–1273. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

65. Baena, V.; Lee Schalek, R.; Lichtman, J.W.; Terasaki, M. Serial-section electron microscopy using automated tape-collecting
ultramicrotome (ATUM). In Methods in Cell Biology, 2nd ed.; Müller-Reichert, T., Pigino, G., Eds.; Academic Press: Cambridge,
MA, USA, 2019; Volume 152, pp. 41–67. [CrossRef]

66. Lane, R.; De Boer, P.; Giepmans, B.; Hoogenboom, J. Integrated Correlative Light Electron Microscopy for Automated Array
Tomography. Microsc. Microanal. 2018, 24, 372–373. [CrossRef]

67. Burel, A.; Lavault, M.T.; Chevalier, C.; Gnaegi, H.; Prigent, S.; Mucciolo, A.; Dutertre, S.; Humbel, B.M.; Guillaudeux, T.; Kolotuev,
I. A targeted 3D EM and correlative microscopy method using SEM array tomography. Development 2018, 145, dev160879.
[CrossRef]

68. Gabarre, S.; Vernaillen, F.; Baatsen, P.; Vints, K.; Cawthorne, C.; Boeynaems, S.; Michiels, E.; Vandael, D.; Gounko, N.V.; Munck, S.
A workflow for streamlined acquisition and correlation of serial regions of interest in array tomography. BMC Biol. 2021, 19, 152.
[CrossRef]

69. Guérin, C.J.; Kremer, A.; Borghgraef, P.; Shih, A.Y.; Lippens, S. Chapter 5—Combining serial block face and focused ion beam
scanning electron microscopy for 3D studies of rare events. In Methods in Cell Biology, 2nd ed.; Müller-Reichert, T., Pigino, G.,
Eds.; Academic Press: Cambridge, MA, USA, 2019; Volume 152, pp. 87–101. [CrossRef]

70. Cheng, L.; Liu, W.; Zhou, C.; Zou, Y.; Hou, Z.G. Automated Silicon-Substrate Ultra-Microtome for Automating the Collection of
Brain Sections in Array Tomography. IEEE/CAA J. Autom. Sin. 2021, 8, 389–401. [CrossRef]

71. Templier, T. MagC, magnetic collection of ultrathin sections for volumetric correlative light and electron microscopy. eLife 2019, 8,
e45696. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

72. Koike, T.; Kataoka, Y.; Maeda, M.; Hasebe, Y.; Yamaguchi, Y.; Suga, M.; Saito, A.; Yamada, H. A device for ribbon collection for
array tomography with scanning electron microscopy. Acta Histochem. Cytoc. 2017, 50, 135–140. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

73. Kubota, Y.; Sohn, J.; Hatada, S.; Schurr, M.; Straehle, J.; Gour, A.; Neujahr, R.; Miki, T.; Mikula, S.; Kawaguchi, Y. A carbon
nanotube tape for serial-section electron microscopy of brain ultrastructure. Nat. Commun. 2018, 9, 437. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

74. de Boer, P.; Hoogenboom, J.; Giepmans, B. Correlated light and electron microscopy: Ultrastructure lights up! Nat. Methods 2016,
12, 503–513. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

75. Leighton, S.B. SEM images of block faces, cut by a miniature microtome within the SEM—A technical note. Scanning Electron
Microsc. 1981, 2, 73–76.

76. Lippens, S.; Kremer, A.; Borghgraef, P.; Guérin, C.J. Serial block face-scanning electron microscopy for volume electron microscopy.
In Methods in Cell Biology; Müller-Reichert, T., Pigino, G., Eds.; Academic Press: Cambridge, MA, USA, 2019; Volume 152, pp.
69–85. [CrossRef]

77. Vanslembrouck, B.; Kremer, A.; Pavie, B.; van Roy, F.; Lippens, S.; van Hengel, J. Three-dimensional reconstruction of the
intercalated disc including the intercellular junctions by applying volume scanning electron microscopy. Histochem. Cell Biol.
2018, 149, 479–490. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

78. Moncrieff, D.A.; Robinson, V.N.E.; Harris, L.B. Charge neutralisation of insulating surfaces in the SEM by gas ionisation. J. Phys.
D Appl. Phys. 1978, 11, 2315–2325. [CrossRef]

79. Kizilyaprak, C.; Longo, G.; Daraspe, J.; Humbel, B.M. Investigation of resins suitable for the preparation of biological sample for
3-D electron microscopy. J. Struct. Biol. 2015, 189, 135–146. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

80. Nguyen, H.B.; Thai, T.Q.; Saitoh, S.; Wu, B.; Saitoh, Y.; Shimo, S.; Fujitani, H.; Otobe, H.; Ohno, N. Conductive resins improve
charging and resolution of acquired images in electron microscopic volume imaging. Sci. Rep. 2016, 6, 23721. [CrossRef]

81. Deerinck, T.J.; Shone, T.M.; Bushong, E.A.; Ramachandra, R.; Peltier, S.T.; Ellisman, M.H. High-performance serial block-face SEM
of nonconductive biological samples enabled by focal gas injection-based charge compensation. J. Microsc. 2018, 270, 142–149.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

82. De Goede, M.; Johlin, E.; Sciacca, B.; Boughorbel, F.; Garnett, E.C. 3D multi-energy deconvolution electron microscopy. Nanoscale
2017, 9, 684–689. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

83. He, Q.; Hsueh, M.; Zhang, G.; Joy, D.C.; Leapman, R.D. Biological serial block face scanning electron microscopy at improved
z-resolution based on Monte Carlo model. Sci. Rep. 2018, 8, 12985. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.1017/S1431927607078002
http://doi.org/10.1017/S1431927606066268
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2010.12.090
http://doi.org/10.3389/fnana.2018.00112
http://doi.org/10.1101/pdb.prot5525
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21041398
http://doi.org/10.1016/bs.mcb.2019.04.004
http://doi.org/10.1017/S1431927618002350
http://doi.org/10.1242/dev.160879
http://doi.org/10.1186/s12915-021-01072-7
http://doi.org/10.1016/bs.mcb.2019.03.014
http://doi.org/10.1109/JAS.2021.1003829
http://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.45696
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31294691
http://doi.org/10.1267/ahc.17013
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29276315
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-017-02768-7
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29382816
http://doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.3400
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26020503
http://doi.org/10.1016/bs.mcb.2019.04.002
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00418-018-1657-x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29508067
http://doi.org/10.1088/0022-3727/11/17/002
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsb.2014.10.009
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25433274
http://doi.org/10.1038/srep23721
http://doi.org/10.1111/jmi.12667
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29194648
http://doi.org/10.1039/C6NR07991A
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27957576
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-31231-w
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30154532

	Introduction 
	Basic Principles of Image Formation in Scanning Electron Microscopy 
	Multiscale Imaging of Large Sample Areas 
	Array Tomography 
	Serial Block-Face Imaging 
	Conclusions 
	References

