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ABSTRACT 57) 
Various methods and systems for utilizing design data in 
combination With inspection data are provided. One com 
puter-implemented method for binning defects detected on a 
Wafer includes comparing portions of design data proximate 
positions of the defects in design data space. The method also 
includes determining if the design data in the portions is at 
least similar based on results of the comparing step. In addi 
tion, the method includes binning the defects in groups such 
that the portions of the design data proximate the positions of 
the defects in each of the groups are at least similar. The 
method further includes storing results of the binning step in 
a storage medium. 
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METHODS AND SYSTEMS FOR UTILIZING 
DESIGN DATA IN COMBINATION WITH 

INSPECTION DATA 

CROSS-REFERENCE TO RELATED 
APPLICATIONS 

[0001] This application claims priority to US. patent appli 
cation Ser. No. 11/ 561,735 entitled “Methods and Systems 
for Utilizing Design Data in Combination With Inspection 
Data,” ?led Nov. 20, 2006, Which claims priority to US. 
Provisional Application Nos. 60/737,947 entitled “Methods 
and Systems for Utilizing Design Data in Combination With 
Inspection Data,” ?led Nov. 18, 2005, and 60/738,290 
entitled “Methods and Systems for Utilizing Design Data in 
Combination With Inspection Data,” ?led Nov. 18, 2005, all 
of Which are incorporated by reference as if fully set forth 
herein. 

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION 

[0002] 1. Field of the Invention 
[0003] The present invention generally relates to methods 
and systems for utilizing design data in combination With 
inspection data. Certain embodiments relate to a computer 
implemented method for determining a position of inspection 
data in design data space and/or substantially accurately 
determining the position of a design space location on a Wafer 
during an inspection process. 
[0004] 2. Description of the Related Art 
[0005] The folloWing description and examples are not 
admitted to be prior art by virtue of their inclusion in this 
section. 
[0006] An integrated circuit (IC) design may be developed 
using a method or system such as electronic design automa 
tion (EDA), computer aided design (CAD), and other IC 
design softWare. Such methods and systems may be used to 
generate the circuit pattern database from the IC design. The 
circuit pattern database includes data representing a plurality 
of layouts for various layers of the IC. Data in the circuit 
pattern database may be used to determine layouts for a 
plurality of reticles. A layout of a reticle generally includes a 
plurality of polygons that de?ne features in a pattern on the 
reticle. Each reticle is used to fabricate one of the various 
layers of the IC. The layers of the IC may include, for 
example, a junction pattern in a semiconductor substrate, a 
gate dielectric pattern, a gate electrode pattern, a contact 
pattern in an interlevel dielectric, and an interconnect pattern 
on a metallization layer. 

[0007] The term “design data” as used herein generally 
refers to the physical design (layout) of an IC and data derived 
from the physical design through complex simulation or 
simple geometric and Boolean operations. 
[0008] A semiconductor device design is veri?ed by differ 
ent procedures before production of ICs. For example, the 
semiconductor device design is checked by software simula 
tion to verify that all features Will be printed correctly after 
lithography in manufacturing. Such checking commonly 
includes steps such as design rule checking (DRC), optical 
rule checking (ORC), and more sophisticated softWare based 
veri?cation approaches that include process simulation cali 
brated to a speci?c fab and process. The output of the physical 
design veri?cation steps can be used to identify a potentially 
large number of critical points, sometimes referred to as “hot 
spots,” in the design. 
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[0009] Fabricating semiconductor devices such as logic 
and memory devices typically includes processing a substrate 
such as a semiconductor Wafer using a large number of semi 
conductor fabrication processes to form various features and 
multiple levels of the semiconductor devices. For example, 
lithography is a semiconductor fabrication process that 
involves transferring a pattern from a reticle to a resist 
arranged on a semiconductor Wafer. Additional examples of 
semiconductor fabrication processes include, but are not lim 
ited to, chemical-mechanical polishing (CMP), etch, deposi 
tion, and ion implantation. Multiple semiconductor devices 
may be fabricated in an arrangement on a single semiconduc 
tor Wafer and then separated into individual semiconductor 
devices. 

[0010] Inspection processes are used at various steps dur 
ing a semiconductor manufacturing process to detect defects 
on Wafers to promote higher yield in the manufacturing pro 
cess and thus higher pro?ts. Inspection has alWays been an 
important part of fabricating semiconductor devices such as 
ICs. HoWever, as the dimensions of semiconductor devices 
decrease, inspection becomes even more important to the 
successful manufacture of acceptable semiconductor devices 
because smaller defects can cause the devices to fail. For 
instance, as the dimensions of semiconductor devices 
decrease, detection of defects of decreasing size has become 
necessary since even relatively small defects may cause 
unWanted aberrations in the semiconductor devices. 

[0011] Another important part of manufacturing yield con 
trol is determining the cause of defects on the Wafer or reticle 
such that the cause of the defects can be corrected to thereby 
reduce the number of defects on other Wafers or reticles. 
Often, determining the cause of defects involves identifying 
the defect type and other attributes of the defects such as size, 
shape, composition, etc. Since inspection typically only 
involves detecting defects on the Wafer or reticle and provid 
ing limited information about the defects such as location on 
the Wafer or reticle, number of defects on the Wafer or reticle, 
and sometimes defect size, defect revieW is often used to 
determine more information about individual defects than 
that Which can be determined from inspection results. For 
instance, a defect revieW tool may be used to revisit defects 
detected on a Wafer or reticle and to examine the defects 
further in some manner either automatically or manually. 

[0012] Defect revieW typically involves generating addi 
tional information about defects at a higher resolution using 
either a high magni?cation optical system or a scanning elec 
tron microscope (SEM). The higher resolution data for the 
defects generated by defect revieW is more suitable for deter 
mining attributes of the defects such as pro?le, roughness, 
more accurate size information, etc. Defect analysis may also 
be performed using a system such as an electron dispersive 
x-ray spectroscopy (EDS) system. Such defect analysis may 
be performed to determine information such as composition 
of the defects. Attributes of the defects determined by inspec 
tion, revieW, analysis, or some combination thereof can be 
used to identify the type of the defect (i.e., defect classi?ca 
tion) and possibly a root cause of the defects. This informa 
tion can then be used to monitor and alter one or more param 
eters of one or more semiconductor fabrication processes to 
reduce or eliminate the defects. 

[0013] As design rules shrink, hoWever, semiconductor 
manufacturing processes may be operating closer to the limi 
tations on the performance capability of the processes. In 
addition, smaller defects can have an impact on the electrical 
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parameters of the device as the design rules shrink, Which 
drives more sensitive inspections. Therefore, as design rules 
shrink, the population of potentially yield relevant defects 
detected by inspection groWs dramatically, and the popula 
tion of nuisance defects detected by inspection also increases 
dramatically. Therefore, more and more defects may be 
detected on the Wafers, and correcting the processes to elimi 
nate all of the defects may be dif?cult and expensive. As such, 
determining Which of the defects actually have an effect on 
the electrical parameters of the devices and the yield may 
alloW process control methods to be focused on those defects 
While largely ignoring others. Furthermore, at smaller design 
rules, process induced failures may, in some cases, tend to be 
systematic. That is, process induced failures tend to fail at 
predetermined design patterns often repeated many times 
Within the design. Elimination of spatially systematic, elec 
trically relevant defects is important because eliminating such 
defects can have a signi?cant overall impact on yield. 
Whether or not defects Will affect device parameters and yield 
often cannot be determined from the inspection, revieW, and 
analysis processes described above since these processes may 
not be able to determine the position of the defect With respect 
to the electrical design. 

[0014] Some methods and systems for aligning defect 
information to the electrical design have been developed. For 
instance, a SEM revieW system may be used to determine 
more accurate coordinates of defect locations for a sample of 
defects, and the defect coordinates reported by the SEM 
revieW system may be used to determine locations of defects 
in the electrical design. Other methods involve aligning 
inspection care areas (e.g., the areas of the device pattern 
formed on the Wafer in Which inspection Will be performed) to 
the physical location of the pattern printed on the Wafer. 
HoWever, currently, the care areas can be aligned to the pat 
tern printed on the Wafer With an accuracy of no better than 
about 2 pm due to system errors and imperfections. For 
instance, some bright ?eld (BF) inspection systems have 
coordinate accuracies of about +/—l pm. In addition, the 
inspection care areas in currently used methods are relatively 
large and include many non-critical features as Well as desired 
critical features. In trying to maximize the sensitivity of the 
inspection system to capture subtle spatially systematic 
"design-for-manufacturability” (DEM) defects resulting 
from design and process interdependencies, the system may 
be overWhelmed by millions of events in non-critical areas 
such as CMP ?ll regions. Detecting such nuisance defects is 
disadvantageous for a number of reasons. For example, these 
nuisance events need to be ?ltered out of the inspection 
results by post-processing of the inspection data. In addition, 
nuisance event detection limits the ultimate achievable sen 
sitivity of the inspection system for DEM applications. A high 
rate of nuisance defect data may also overload the run time 
data processing capacity of the inspection system thereby 
reducing throughput and/or causing the loss of data. 
[0015] Accordingly, it may be advantageous to develop 
methods and systems for aligning inspection data to design 
data With sub -pixel accuracy (Where the siZe of the pixel may 
be on the order of the siZe of the geometries being inspected) 
such that substantially highly accurate “context” of the design 
data can be utiliZed to perform one or more context-based 
functions such as, but not limited to, grouping pixels in a 
defect detection algorithm or method, tailoring detection sen 
sitivity, ?ltering nuisance defects, classifying defects, group 
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ing defects, and sampling defects for revieW by using design 
context as part of the sampling scheme. 

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION 

[0016] The folloWing description of various embodiments 
of methods and systems is not to be construed in any Way as 
limiting the subject matter of the appended claims. 
[0017] One embodiment relates to a computer-imple 
mented method for determining a position of inspection data 
in design data space. The method includes aligning data 
acquired by an inspection system for alignment sites on a 
Wafer With data (e.g., design data) for predetermined align 
ment sites. The data for the predetermined alignment sites and 
the data acquired by the inspection system for the alignment 
sites on the Wafer are obtained separately. For instance, the 
data for the predetermined alignment sites is not acquired 
using the Wafer on Which the alignment sites are printed. The 
method also includes determining positions of the alignment 
sites on the Wafer in design data space based on positions of 
the predetermined alignment sites in the design data space. 
Determining the positions of the alignment sites on the Wafer 
in design data space may also be performed based on design 
layout on the Wafer and/or the orientation of the Wafer during 
inspection. In addition, the method includes determining a 
position of inspection data acquired for the Wafer by the 
inspection system in the design data space based on the posi 
tions of the alignment sites on the Wafer in the design data 
space. The position of the inspection data may be stored and 
used as described further herein. In one embodiment, the 
position of the inspection data is determined With sub-pixel 
accuracy. 
[0018] In another embodiment, the data for the predeter 
mined alignment sites includes design data stored in a data 
structure such as a graphical data stream (GDS) ?le, any other 
standard machine-readable ?le, any other suitable ?le knoWn 
in the art, and a design database. A GDSII ?le is one ofa class 
of ?les used for the representation of design layout data. 
Other examples of such ?les include GL1 and OASIS ?les. 
Although some embodiments are described herein With 
respect to GDS or GDSII ?les, it is to be understood that the 
embodiments are equally applicable to this entire class of ?les 
irrespective of data structure con?guration, storage format, or 
storage mechanism. In a different embodiment, the data for 
the predetermined alignment sites includes one or more simu 
lated images illustrating hoW the predetermined alignment 
sites Will be printed on the Wafer. 
[0019] In some embodiments, the data for the predeter 
mined alignment sites includes one or more attributes of the 
predetermined alignment sites, the data for the alignment 
sites includes one or more attributes of the alignment sites, 
and the aligning step includes aligning the one or more 
attributes of the predetermined alignment sites to the one or 
more attributes of the alignment sites. In one such embodi 
ment, the one or more attributes of the predetermined align 
ment sites include centroids of the predetermined alignment 
sites, and the one or more attributes of the alignment sites 
include centroids of the alignment sites. 
[0020] In an additional embodiment, the data for the pre 
determined alignment sites includes data, acquired by the 
inspection system or other image acquisition system, that has 
been aligned to design data stored in a data structure such as 
a GDSII ?le for the design data. In still another embodiment, 
the data for the predetermined alignment sites includes at 
least a portion of a standard reference die image that has been 
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aligned to design coordinates in the design data space. The 
standard reference die image may be a reference image that 
has been acquired, simulated, augmented, or any combination 
thereof. 
[0021] In some embodiments, the predetermined alignment 
sites include at least one alignment feature having one or 
more attributes that are unique in the x and y directions. In 
other embodiments, the predetermined alignment sites 
include at least tWo alignment features. A ?rst of the at least 
tWo alignment features has one or more attributes that are 
unique in the x direction. A second of the at least tWo align 
ment features has one or more attributes that are unique in the 
y direction. 
[0022] In an additional embodiment, the method includes 
selecting the predetermined alignment sites using the inspec 
tion system. In one such embodiment, an imaging mode of the 
inspection system (or other image acquisition system) used 
for selecting the predetermined alignment sites is different 
than an imaging mode or imaging modes of the inspection 
system used to acquire the inspection data. In some embodi 
ments, determining the positions of the alignment sites is 
performed before inspection of the Wafer, and determining 
the position of the inspection data is performed during the 
inspection of the Wafer. In other embodiments, determining 
the position of the inspection data is performed subsequent to 
inspection of the Wafer. In one such embodiment, determin 
ing the position of the inspection data is performed for por 
tions of the inspection data corresponding to defects detected 
on the Wafer and not for portions of the inspection data that do 
not correspond to the defects. In this manner, the position of 
the inspection data in design data space may be determined 
only for inspection data (e.g., patch images) acquired at 
defective locations on the Wafer. 

[0023] In another embodiment, the data for the alignment 
sites is Within a sWath of the inspection data. In one such 
embodiment, determining the position of the inspection data 
includes determining the position of the sWath in the design 
data space based on the positions of the alignment sites in the 
design data space and determining the position of an addi 
tional sWath of the inspection data in the design data space 
based on the position of the sWath. 

[0024] In one embodiment, the method includes determin 
ing a sensitivity for detecting defects on different portions of 
the Wafer based on the position of the inspection data in the 
design data space and one or more attributes of design data in 
the design data space. In one such embodiment, the one or 
more attributes of the design data are selected based on one or 
more attributes of previously acquired inspection data for the 
Wafer, other Wafers, or some combination thereof for the 
design data, different design data, or some combination 
thereof for a process layer for Which the inspection data for 
the Wafer Was acquired, for different process layers, or some 
combination thereof. In another such embodiment, the one or 
more attributes of the design data are selected based on yield 
criticality of defects previously detected in the different por 
tions, fault probability of the defects previously detected in 
the different portions, or some combination thereof. 

[0025] In another embodiment, the method includes deter 
mining a sensitivity for detecting defects on different portions 
of the Wafer based on the position of the inspection data in the 
design data space and a context map, Which includes values 
for one or more attributes of design data across the design data 
space. In one such embodiment, determining the sensitivity 
includes determining sensitivity thresholds used With the 

May 13,2010 

inspection data to detect the defects on the different portions 
of the Wafer. In another such embodiment, determining the 
sensitivity is performed by the inspection system during 
inspection of the Wafer. In a further such embodiment, deter 
mining the sensitivity is performed after acquisition of the 
inspection data for the Wafer has been completed. 
[0026] In an additional embodiment, the method includes 
determining a sensitivity for detecting defects on different 
portions of the Wafer based on the position of the inspection 
data in the design data space, one or more attributes of design 
data in the design data space, and one or more attributes of the 
inspection data. In one such embodiment, the one or more 
attributes of the inspection data include one or more image 
noise attributes, if defects Were detected in the different por 
tions, or some combination thereof. 

[0027] In some embodiments, the method includes altering 
one or more parameters for detecting defects on the Wafer 
based on one or more attributes of schematic data for a design 
of a device being fabricated on the Wafer, one or more 
attributes of expected electrical behavior of a physical layout 
for the device, or some combination thereof. In another 
embodiment, the method includes altering one or more 
parameters for detecting defects on the Wafer using the 
inspection data based on one or more parameters of an elec 
trical test process to be performed on the Wafer. In an addi 
tional embodiment, the method includes altering one or more 
parameters of an electrical test process to be performed on the 
Wafer based on defects detected on the Wafer using the inspec 
tion data. 

[0028] In a further embodiment, the method includes peri 
odically altering one or more parameters of an inspection 
process performed by the inspection system based on results 
of one or more steps of the method using a feedback control 
technique. In another embodiment, the method includes auto 
matically altering one or more parameters of an inspection 
process performed by the inspection system based on results 
of one or more steps of the method using a feedback control 
technique. In yet another embodiment, the method includes 
generating a knowledge base using results of one or more 
steps of the method and generating an inspection process 
performed by the inspection system using the knoWledge 
base. 

[0029] In another embodiment, the method includes clas 
sifying defects detected on different portions of the Wafer 
based on the positions of portions of the inspection data 
corresponding to the defects in the design data space and a 
context map, Which includes values for one or more attributes 
of design data across the design data space. In one such 
embodiment, classifying the defects is performed by the 
inspection system during inspection of the Wafer. In another 
such embodiment, classifying the defects is performed after 
acquisition of the inspection data for the Wafer has been 
completed. 
[003 0] In another embodiment, the inspection data includes 
data for a defect or defects on the Wafer. In one such embodi 
ment, the method includes determining positions of the 
defects in the design data space based on the position of the 
inspection data in the design data space and determining if the 
defects are nuisance defects based on the positions of the 
defects in the design data space and one or more attributes of 
design data in the design data space. In such an embodiment, 
the method may include determining if the defects not deter 
mined to be nuisance defects are systematic or random 
defects based on the one or more attributes of the design data 






































































































































































