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Abstract

We explore data reduction and correction steps and processed data reproducibility in
the emerging single crystal total scattering based technique of three-dimensional dif-
ferential atomic pair distribution function (3D-APDF) analysis. All steps from sample
measurement to data-processing are outlined in detail using a CulreS4 example crys-
tal studied in a setup equipped with a high-energy x-ray beam and a flat panel area
detector. Computational overhead as it pertains to data-sampling and the associated
data processing steps is also discussed. Various aspects of the final 3D-APDF repro-
ducibility are explicitly tested by varying data-processing order andincluded steps,

and by carrying out a crystal-to-crystal data comparison. We identify situations in
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which the 3D-APDF is robust, and caution against a few particular cases which can
lead to inconsistent 3D-APDFs. Although not all the approaches applied here-in will
be valid across all systems, and a more in-depth analysis of some of the effects of the
data processing steps may still needed, the methods collected here-in represent the
start of a more systematic discussion about data processing and corrections in this

field.

1. Introduction

1.1. Background

Over the past several decades, total scattering based structural studies revealing
deviations between the true local atomic structure and that obtained by averaging
over relatively long length scales have become more common (Egami & Billinge, 2003).
This increased interest has been spurred by a convergence of many factors, including
the availability of high throughput synchrotron-based user facilities (Schlachter, 1994;
Bilderback et al., 2005) with improved detectors (Chupas et al., 2003; Broennimann
et al., 2006; Kraft, 2010) software development (Proffen & Neder, 1997; Qiu et al.,
2004; Soper, 2005; Farrow et al., 2007a; Neder & Proffen, 2008; Tucker et al., 2007;
Juhés et al., 2013; Yang et al., 2014; Coelho et al., 2015; Ashiotis et al., 2015; Juhés
et al., 2015; Hammersley, 2016; Aoun, 2016), and, most significantly, an increased
awareness of the materials research community that local deviations often represent

an important ingredient in the observed material properties in diverse classes of

IUCr macros version 2.1.15: 2021/03/05



3
functional materials (Egami et al., 1991; Billinge et al., 1994; Frandsen et al., 2018;
Davenport et al., 2019; Wang et al., 2020).

The analysis technique based on the atomic pair distribution function, resulting from
a powder system (one-dimensional (1D)-PDF) has often been the tool of choice for
such local structure studies (Bozin et al., 2019; Koch et al., 2019; Yang et al., 2020).
The 1D-PDF measurement is effectively a modified powder diffraction experiment,
where the total scattering signal I is collected to large momentum transfer values,
@, after which the properly corrected and background subtracted I (Q) signal is sine
Fourier transformed (FT) to obtain the 1D-PDF, G(r), which is proportional to the
probability of finding a pair of atoms in a material separated by a scalar distance r. The
nature of the orientational averaging dictates that neither I (Q)) nor G(r) contain
any directional information on atom-pair correlations (Egami & Billinge, 2003). This
directional information is often retrieved by means of structural modeling (Farrow
et al., 2007b; Juhés et al., 2015).

Recently the concepts behind the 1D-PDF have been extended to single crystal
systems (Schaub et al., 2007). By collecting the full momentum transfer vector Q
dependent intensity distribution, I1t(Q), from a single crystal and applying a FT, a
quantity akin to G(r) is obtained, namely the three-dimensional (3D)-PDF, Py (r),
which is proportional to the probability of finding two atom pairs separated by a vector
distance r. This retention of directional information in P (r) can be advantageous if
there is ambiguous overlap of features in the scalar function G(r), but it is important
to keep in mind that Pt (r) and G(r) are not perfect analogs. Specifically, Piot(r) is
most often defined in the literature as the FT of the diffracted intensity distribution
Lot (Q) (Kobas et al., 2005; Schaub et al., 2007; Weber & Simonov, 2012), whereas
G(r) is typically the FT of the reduced structure function F(Q). Unfortunately this

distinction can be overlooked, and although the 3D-PDF community could benefit
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from an extensive discussion of terminology along the lines of what has been done
within the 1D-PDF community (Keen, 2001), this lengthy task will not be tackled
here.

The more practical extension to the full 3D-PDF is the 3D-APDF technique (Schaub
et al., 2007), which relies on the ability to separate the I (Q) function into a sum of
the Bragg component, Iprage(Q), arising due to the long-range average structure and
leading to the well known Patterson function in direct space, and the diffuse compo-

nent, I4i#(Q), arising due to local deviations from the long-range average structure,

such that Iit(Q) = IBrage(Q) + Lair(Q). The 3D-APDF, Pgig is then defined as

Paige(r) = FT[1ai(Q)]
(1)
= FT[Iiot(Q) — IBrage(Q)],

or the FT of the full 3D intensity distribution Iio(Q) after subtracting out the Bragg
component Irags(Q). A full accounting of the theory behind these expressions can be
found in earlier work (Schaub et al., 2011; Weber & Simonov, 2012). The progression
to 3D-APDF analysis was preceded in large part by earlier work studying the full 3D
intensity distribution ;o4 (Q), without the application of a F'T. Much of the techniques
of 3D-APDF analysis then arise as an extension of this previous work (Epstein &

Welberry, 1983; Weber et al., 2001; Welberry et al., 2005; Welberry, 2010) to the

measurement over broad Q-ranges.

3D-APDF analysis has proven effective in a number of cases, with the earliest stud-
ies largely qualitative in nature. The first application of the technique identified the
presence and approximate length scales of inter- and intra-atomic cluster correlations
in an Al-Co—Ni quasicrystal (Kobas et al., 2005). Later qualitative works have revealed
local ordering in tricarboxamides (Schaub et al., 2007), and superstructure columnar
units in the quasicrystal AlgsCuggCoys (Schaub et al., 2011).
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In a progression to a more quantitative analysis, short range ordering parameters
were successfully refined from the 3D-APDFs (Simonov et al., 2014b; Urban et al.,
2015). Later studies have revealed short-range ionic correlations in the intercalation
compounds -Nag 45V205 (Krogstad et al., 2020) and local structure effects in the
thermoelectric 8-Cus—,Se (Roth & Iversen, 2019).

While the usefulness of this relatively new technique may be clear, much of the
methodology, particularly related to data reduction, remains murky and spread across
various disparate works (Kabsch, 1988; Welberry et al., 2005; Kobas et al., 2005;
Schaub et al., 2007; Weber & Simonov, 2012; Kabsch, 2014). Here we outline in exten-
sive detail the process of 3D-APDF data collection and data processing, with the aim
of making this new and powerful technique more accessible and transparent. We adopt
the CulrySy cubic spinel material (space group Fd3m) as a convenient test system, as
its local structure has been previously studied using standard powder PDF, where a
fluctuating orbital-degeneracy-lifted state was discovered, manifesting as a subtle local
symmetry breaking distortion on the Ir pyrochlore sublattice (Bozin et al., 2019)and
dictating that the 3D-APDF signal will be non-zero. We emphasize that the inves-
tigation of these distortions themselves is not the focus of this study, and will be
addressed in a followup work. The CulroSy4 spinel is an exemplar ternary with appre-
ciable scattering contrast between the constituent elements: Cu (2=29), Ir (Z=77),
and S (Z=16). As will be seen from our data, pairwise correlations associated with
the distortions can be observed in 3D-APDF even for pair vectors corresponding to
the weakest scatterers in the system.

Using this test system, we investigate the impact on the final 3D-APDF of data-
processing parameters, including x-ray count time, detector artifact removal, back-
ground subtraction, interframe scale correction, reciprocal space sampling, data merg-

ing, outlier removal, data symmetrization, Bragg intensity removal, and Fourier trans-
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formation. We identify a number of situations where the 3D-APDF is extremely
robust. In many cases, the 3D-APDF is reproducible even with sub-critical data and
data-processing. We also identify and discuss a few areas where caution must be exer-

cised.

1.2. Organization

Data Merging

Data Acquisition

Data
Symmetrization

Data Corrections

Bragg
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Data
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Fig. 1. General data work flow: A flow chart depicting the main steps in producing
3D-PDF and 3D-APDF. Data corrections and remapping to reciprocal space must
occur prior to subsequent steps. Following this, data can be merged, symmetrized,
and Fourier transformed (FT) to obtain 3D-PDF in any order. For 3D-APDF,
Bragg intensity removal must take place prior to the FT step. Outlier removal can
be incorporated at the data remapping, merging, and symmetrization steps.

For practical purposes this paper is organized to follow the generic work flow pro-
gression involved in a 3D-PDF/3D-APDF experiment, detailed in Fig. 1. In section 2

we outline details of the physical diffraction experiment and crystal samples, and give

a brief overview of software platforms used in the process. We then discuss in sec-
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tion 3 pathological issues with the raw diffraction data brought about by detector
artifacts and sample imperfections, as well as their correction. In section 4 we discuss
the transformation of raw detector images from the detector frame of reference to
crystal reciprocal space. The steps described in subsequent sections 5-9, respectively
on merging data from a single sample, applying symmetry operations to the observed
signal, outlier removal, removing Bragg intensity, and applying a Fourier transform,
can, with some restriction that we address later, be implemented in an arbitrary order.
The robustness of this process with regard to ordering and other factors is discussed
in section 10. Wherever possible this presentation ordering is maintained, with a few
exceptions. The procedure and effects surrounding outlier removal are discussed in
section 7, but outlier removal is included in all data reconstruction, merging, and
symmetry averaging prior to this section. Occasionally the final Fourier transformed
3D-APDF is shown prior to section 9 to discuss the effect of various reduction steps
on the direct space data. In addition, data remapped from detector space to reciprocal
space are shown prior to section 4.3 to highlight the reciprocal space extent of Bragg

peaks.

2. Methods and Approaches
2.1. Experimental Details

Single crystal diffraction measurements were carried out at the P21.1 beamline
at the Positron-Elektron-Tandem-Ring-Anlage (PETRA III) facility at Deutsches
Elektronen-Synchrotron (DESY), using an x-ray beam of 106 keV energy (A = 0.1170 A)
sized to 0.5 x 0.5 mm?.

Two octahedrally shaped single crystals of CulrsS4 were measured. The first, herein
referred to as ‘sample 1,” showed maximum dimensions of ~ 720 x 630 x 520 microns,

9

while the second, herein referred to as ‘sample 2,” showed maximum dimensions of
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~ 810 x 750 x 650 microns, where the third listed dimensions are those parallel to the
mounting and rotation axis. When utilizing a flat panel area detector, the instrumen-
tal resolution function is heavily impacted by the projection of the beam or crystal
footprint (whichever is larger) on the detector, and as such, achieving high spatial res-
olution requires that the beam or sample be as small as possible. In this study since
only relatively large crystals were available, the preference was to reduce the beam
size. This resulted in primarily isotropic Bragg peaks spanning about 0.13-0.19 A~!
in reciprocal space (Fig. 2(a)). Instrumental resolution width in Q-space impacts
the intensity decay of the (full) 3D-PDF as a function of r in direct space (Weber
& Simonov, 2012), specifically a lower instrumental resolution leads to a more rapid
decay of the 3D-PDF signal. It is an important aspect to consider, as one must be
sure that the intensity decay of the (full) 3D-PDF extends beyond the spatial extent
of any short-range distortions under investigation using the 3D-APDF.

Each crystal was epoxy-mounted on the end of an amorphous cactus needle which
was in turn mounted on a goniometer head , with the crystal carefully aligned to
achieve adequate centering. A well aligned sample implies that it resides at the center
of rotation and the X-ray beam at all times. Measurements were carried out in air
at ambient temperature and pressure. Each diffraction image was collected with a
PerkinElmer (PE) 1621 amorphous silicon flat panel detector (2048 x 2048 pixels,
200 %200 micron pixel size) located 516.6 mm away from the sample. Detector distance,
tilt, and rotation were calibrated using a CeO, standard measured in an identical
geometry. With this beam energy and geometry, the detector provides a 21 A~! range
coverage of reciprocal space (Qmax = 21 Afl). Notably the Qmax value determines
the resolution in direct space, A, such that A, = 27/Qmax. With the Qpax = 21 At

achieved here, A, = 0.3 A.
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Fig. 2. Examples of Bragg reflections, blooming, and afterglow effects in data remapped
from detector to crystal reciprocal space: (a) An intensity map of a representative
slice of reciprocal space with intensity scale chosen so as to highlight the Bragg
reflections, shown in corner insets on an expanded scale. Notably, Bragg reflections
span 1-3 reciprocal space voxels. (b) Identical to (a) with a distinct intensity scale
chosen to highlight the diffuse features, as well as the pathological issues caused by
unmitigated detector blooming and afterglow effects (marked by black and magenta
arrows, respectively) described in the text. It is common for the Bragg features to
be orders of magnitude stronger than both the detector artifacts and the diffuse
signal, , although this can vary from system to system.

A single 3D measurement here consisted of an entire 360° rotation of the crystal
along one axis only, with the detector counting continuously and read out at regular
sub-intervals of this rotation. For each crystal, a total of 13 full 3D measurements
were carried out, with exposure times per readout varying from 0.1 to 1.0 seconds
and either 1800, 3600, or 7200 total images per full rotation (corresponding to 0.2,

0.1, or 0.05° per image, respectively). The benefit of considering such permutations of

detector exposure time and angular image step size will be discussed in section 5.

2.2. Software Platforms and Computation Details

The vast majority of computational overhead in this work was handled with Python
version 3.67 (Van Rossum & Drake, 2009) and MATLAB version 9.6.0 (MATLAB,
2019). MATLAB was used to transform raw detector images to reciprocal space, and

to fill reciprocal space intensity after Bragg intensity removal. Python was used for
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10
building dynamic detector masks, to find crystal orientation matrices, and to normal-
ize, merge, symmetrize, remove Bragg peaks, and Fourier transform reciprocal space
intensity distributions. Specifically, we made use of the NumPy, SciPy, Dask, and
Matplotlib python packages (Harris et al., 2020; Virtanen et al., 2020; Dask Devel-
opment Team, 2016; Hunter, 2007). The majority of the computations for this work

were carried out on the Maxwell computational resources operated at DESY.

2.8. Terminology

It is useful to define some terminology used throughout the work which may be
unfamiliar. Diffracted intensity distributions are considered in either reconstructed
crystal reciprocal space or detector space native to the measurement. In reconstructed
crystal reciprocal space the coordinate chosen is momentum transfer vector Q =
Qza* + Qyb* + Q.c* in units of A-1, where Q,, Qy, and Q. are continuous real
numbers, and a*, b*, and ¢* are reciprocal lattice vectors. We refer to discrete pieces
of this space as ‘voxels’ throughout this work. In detector space the coordinate used is
the position on the 2D detector. Transformation between the two spaces is discussed
in section 4.3. We refer to discrete pieces of this space as ‘pixels’ throughout this work.
Pair distribution functions are discussed in coordinates of r = za+yb+zc in units of A,
where x, y, and z are continuous real numbers, and a, b, and c are lattice vectors. The
process of removing and interpolating Bragg intensity is colloquially called “punch
and fill,” and this terminology has been adopted here. Section 3 deals primarily with
the detector artifacts of blooming, where pixels adjacent to saturated pixels record
erroneous intensity, and afterglow where saturated pixels record erroneous intensity
in subsequent frames. These two artifacts are a result of detector saturation, which
for the purposes of this work is when the detector readout ceases to respond linearly

with scattered photon fluence.
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When comparing data subject to differing processing procedures (section 10), we

have quantified the difference using Rgig, analogous to Ryt used in the field of serial

crystallography (White et al., 2013),

_ 1 Y — I
212 257211 + I)

Rainr * 100, (2)

where I; and I are the individual, mutually valid data points of the two data-sets

being compared.
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3. Detector Artifacts
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Fig. 3. Examples of blooming and afterglow effects in the raw experimental data: (a)
An intensity map of a detector image at the time point where a saturation event
occurs, with a black box highlighting the location of the saturation/blooming. (b)
An expanded viewof the black square in (a). (¢) A plot of pixel intensity vs the
number of images subsequent to the detector saturation event shown in (a) and (b).
Each plotted line in (c) represents one pixel from the blue square in (b). Inset center
in (c¢) are portions of diffraction images shown on an enlarged scale after the labeled
number of subsequent frames, where the initial saturation event, featured in panels
(a) and (b), occurs in frame zero. Inset right in (c) is a 3D density plot of the portion
of the detector subject to saturation, represented by the green dashed-line box in
(b), at the time of saturation. The truncation of this peak intensity indicates the
detector has reached saturation, while the leakage of intensity into the surrounding
detector area represents blooming. In (a) and (b), red portions represent masking
due to the beam stop and known bad pixels. Intensity peaks observable in panel
(c) on top of decaying signal are subsequently detected diffraction events.

The PE detector and other similar 2D detectors have many advantages for 3D-
APDF measurements. They are relatively inexpensive and as such are available at

many hard energy X-ray beam lines, and they are relatively robust against permanent

beam damage that could be caused by excessively strong Bragg intensities (Perez-
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Mendez et al., 1987). Such detectors often have high-sensitivity (detective quantum
efficiency > 65% at 80 keV), relatively fast readouts (up to 30 Hz), and small point-
spread functions of less than one pixel (Chupas et al., 2007; Lee et al., 2008). These
advantages have led to their widespread use within the powder total scattering or

one-dimensional powder PDF field (Chupas et al., 2003).
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Fig. 4. Examples of the application of the dynamic masking heuristic adopted in this
work: (a) and (b) are identical to Fig. 3(a) and (b), where raw data masked due to
detector blooming and afterglow have been colored orange. (c¢) Identical to Fig. 3(c),
where raw data masked due to detector blooming and afterglow have been omitted
from the intensity plot. Colored arrows in (c) indicate the frame at which a given
pixel becomes unmasked, and colors correspond to the line colors plotted in (c).
Note that, in the detector region affected by the saturation event, the pixels do
not fully recover until at least 150 frames after the saturation event, with all pixels
recovering by 275 frames after the saturation event.

However, such detectors also suffer from a number of drawbacks. The nature of
the 3D-APDF measurement entails collecting the full diffraction signal from a single
crystal specimen, with the intention of faithfully reproducing the diffuse intensity.

This necessitates that very intense Bragg spots will be incident on the detector. With
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a dynamic range on the order of 103, these Bragg spots will frequently saturate such
detectors. Under saturation, such detectors will exhibit two phenomena, herein referred
to as afterglow and blooming.

Afterglow can be considered a forward temporal cross talk between detector frames
collected at different times, whereby a saturated pixel or group of pixels in one read-
out persists to read out an erroneously elevated count rate for a finite number of
detector frames following the saturation event. It is a result of the finite discharging
time required of the storage capacitance in the sensor layer of the detector (Albagli
et al., 2005; Chupas et al., 2007). Effectively, portions of the sensor layer retain charge
in subsequent image read-outs. Detector blooming (Welberry et al., 2005) typically
occurs when saturated pixels overflow excess charge into neighboring pixels, causing
a readout of erroneous intensity from these spatially adjacent pixels.

Examples of these two detector artifacts in detector images are shown in Fig. 3.
While the given geometry should produce Bragg peaks spanning approximately 5-10
detector pixels, it is clear from Fig. 3(b) that the Bragg peak causing saturation of
the detector leads to elevated counts in the surrounding 60 detector pixels, evidenced
by the halo of intensity surrounding the Bragg peak. Further, plotting the intensity of
the saturated pixels as a function of the subsequent frame number, shown in Fig. 3(c),
reveals that the saturated pixels continue to readout elevated counts for at least 150
subsequent frames.

Importantly, both artifacts introduce undesirable erroneous intensity into the mea-
surement, causing issues in the intensity distribution when this is transformed into
crystal reciprocal space, as shown in Fig. 2(b). Blooming creates a roughly equiaxed
area of bright pixels surrounding the saturated pixel(s) within a detector image. Since
each detector image intersects the reciprocal space origin, a disk of intensity in detector

space corresponds to a disk in reciprocal space sitting on a surface which intersects the
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reciprocal space origin. In 2D slices of reciprocal space, detector blooming manifests
as streaks of intensity sitting on arcs which are oriented towards the reciprocal space
origin, as indicated by black arrows in the upper and lower left insets of Fig. 2(b).

Detector afterglow is a persistence of elevated counts in the saturated pixel(s) across
multiple subsequent frames. The scalar magnitude of the momentum transfer vector
of each pixel in the detector is fixed by the detector position and orientation, and does
not change as the crystal is rotated in lab-coordinates. The direction of the momentum
transfer vector associated with each detector pixel is however altered by the crystal
rotation. As a result, detector pixels affected by afterglow are mapped in reciprocal
space to bright arcs around the reciprocal space origin, with constant momentum
transfer magnitude. In 2D slices of reciprocal space, detector afterglow manifests as
arc-like streaks of intensity centered at the reciprocal space origin, such as those seen in
the upper right inset of 2(b) (features indicated by magenta arrows). The reciprocal
space orientations of both blooming and afterglow artifacts are determined by the
crystal orientation and rotation axis.

Disentangling the effects of detector blooming and afterglow from the true diffuse
intensity distribution can be difficult, but are essential to a successful experiment, as
they can lead to sub-critical reciprocal space data. Previous strategies for handling
detector blooming and afterglow in single crystal scattering measurements have sim-
ply omitted effected portions of the detector (Welberry et al., 2005). In this work,
we adopted a heuristic whereby we identified detector saturation along with the sub-
sequent afterglow and blooming within the raw detector images through a simple
intensity threshold approach of 40,000 counts. The pixels surpassing the intensity
threshold were masked within the subsequent 200 frames to reduce afterglow. To
reduce blooming, pixels within a diameter of 40 pixels encompassing any saturated

pixel were masked in the initial frame, and this diameter was decreased linearly in
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the subsequent 100 frames. By processing an entire image sequence using this heuris-
tic prior to remapping to reciprocal space, an evolving or dynamic mask of excluded
pixels was built and subsequently applied to each measured detector image during

reciprocal space remapping.

Q,=0.00 A1 Q,=0.00A"?

Qy (A1)

20
Intensity
26

Qy (A1)
) uea‘ov_,{bug.

.
* -
.
.
LB
+ ¥
L]
-0
. -

T

0
Qx (A Qx (A

Fig. 5. Examples of the impact of dynamic masking in the data remapped to reciprocal
space: Intensity maps of representative slices of reciprocal space (a) without and
(b, ¢, d) with the dynamic masking heuristic described in the text to mitigate the
effects of detector blooming and afterglow. ), slices were chosen to best demonstrate
the effect, and are maintained throughout many of the figures. Images used in the
reconstruction for (¢) were counted for 0.1 seconds per frame, and those in (a,
b, d) were counted for 0.8 seconds per frame. A few regions heavily impacted by
the masking, with missing data eliminated by masking marked in red, are shown
inset on an enlarged scale. Note that the counting time, contrasted in (c) and (d)
heavily impacts the extent of dynamic masking and overall noise. Shorter counting
time results in less masking but noisier data, while longer counting improves the
statistics but requires more masking.

In Fig. 4 we demonstrate the application of such dynamic masking heuristic to the
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detector images. Dynamically masked pixels are shown in panels (a) and (b) in orange,
and are excluded from the intensity plot in panel (c¢). The dynamic masking excludes
all saturated pixels, along with a large portion of the surrounding detector area in
the initial frame. In subsequent frames (shown inset in panel (c)) the original masked
area shrinks until it is removed entirely, unless a subsequent saturation event occurs
nearby. Fig. 4(c) demonstrates that the dynamic masking effectively excludes after-
glow intensity until the detector has recovered to baseline count rates, with recovery
beginning and ending approximately 150 and 275 frames after the saturation event,
respectively.

The dynamic masking heuristic we outline here uses the raw detector images as
an input to generate image-wise masks, which are then used in reconstruction to
reciprocal space. The processes leads to the exclusion of portions of the measured
data, producing empty regions of reciprocal space if these voxels are not successfully
measured in other detector images. Examples of dynamically masked reciprocal space
reconstructions are presented in Fig. 5, using a significantly abbreviated color scale to
highlight the weaker features of interest.. Reconstructions with and without masking
are shown in Fig. 5(a) and (b), respectively, and demonstrate that that dynamic mask-
ing removes a considerable amount of the strongest effects due to detector saturation,
blooming, and afterglow. The lower insets in these panels, focusing on areas near the
reciprocal space origin, also reveal that masking reduces the prominence of what can
be considered parasitic scattering contributions. Composed of a collection of bright
spots, these ring-like features are not expected in a single crystal measurement, and
likely are a result of small polycrystalline inclusions and /or side-crystals. Originating
from sample imperfections, this situation yields what could be considered sub-critical
scattering data, but can be remedied to a great extent through the dynamic masking

process.
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Although dynamic masking does aid in removing detector artifacts, some streak-
ing does persist in the reciprocal space intensity maps. While it may seem that this
could be remedied by a more aggressive dynamic detector masking, we found that
the reported dynamic detector masking parameters and the associated results repre-
sents an optimal point, beyond which we see diminishing returns. That is, adopting
a more aggressive approach results in significant masking of regions not impacted by
detector blooming/afterglow, without providing a justifiable improvement in actual
blooming/afterglow effects. As will be seen in subsequent sections, further processing
of the reconstructed data, including merging (section 5) and symmetrization (sec-
tion 6) significantly mitigate the effects of detector artifacts which survive dynamic
masking, especially when including outlier rejection (section 7).

The quantity and size of the masked regions in reciprocal space are dependent on
the parameters of the masking heuristic and the degree of afterglow and blooming,
which is related to the exposure time per frame. As can be seen in Fig. 5(c) and (d)
respectively, short exposure times results in less masking and fewer /smaller completely
masked regions, while longer exposure times results in more masking and more/larger
completely masked regions. We found that across all data-sets, each comprised of a
full rotation of the crystal, dynamic masking with the parameters we utilized resulted
in a mean pixel rejection rate of about 3%, with a maximum rejection rate per image
of about 7%, a relatively small fraction of the information content of each image.

As will be seen in our subsequent discussions, the missing portions of reciprocal
space data (holes in the data) created by this limited dynamic masking are nearly
completely filled (recovered) after merging data-sets collected over distinct exposure
time and angular mesh (section 5) and by applying crystal symmetry (section 6).
Thus, any compromised/excluded signal of relevance in reciprocal space can be recov-

ered by the oversampling that is achieved in detector space over the course of the
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measurement and data processing. Further, many of these holes exist at positions of
Bragg peaks, which are punched and filled later in the data analysis pipeline (sec-
tion 8). We can conclude that with a relatively high-symmetry crystal and extensive
data over-sampling, such a dynamic masking heuristic and the resulting apparent gaps
in individual data-sets should not represent any significant issue for the analysis of the
final treated data. In situations where the crystal shows lower symmetry, it may be
necessary to recover masked intensity (achieve over-sampling) by utilizing more than
a single rotation axis during measurement, as the orientation of detector artifacts is

dictated by the rotation axis.
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4. Transforming From Detector to Reciprocal Space
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Fig. 6. The impact of experimental background on data remapped to reciprocal space:
(a) The background diffraction signal measured for this experiment. The data are
relatively featureless aside from a small region surrounding the direct beam. (b) A
raw detector image after background subtraction. (¢) An intensity map of a repre-
sentative slice of reciprocal space with background subtraction. (d) The same slice
of reciprocal space without background subtraction. In our example, the relatively
strong signal from the crystal dominates, with very little contribution from the
background.

4.1. Background Subtraction

As with 1D-PDF experiments, it is important in a 3D-APDF experiment to ensure
that only coherent scattering from the sample under study contributes significantly to
final reduced 3D-APDF. Contributions not due to coherent scattering from the sample

can include air scattering, scattering from the sample mount or housing, or incoherent
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contributions from the crystal, such as fluorescence and Compton scattering. First
priority should be given to minimizing the contribution of each extraneous scattering
source. Failing this, these contributions must be removed or their effect taken into
account during analysis of the final 3D-APDF.

If the diffraction measurement is carried out in air, or if the crystal is mounted
in such a way that additional material is present in the beam (such as epoxy or
a mounting stub) and the background component does not vary as a function of
crystal rotation, it is likely simplest to conduct a pixel-wise subtraction of a single,
averaged, background image collected from an identical setup (excluding the crystal
sample). If the crystal absorbs a large portion of the primary beam, it is possible
that the air scattering occurring between the crystal position and the beam stop
shows a substantial difference between when the crystal is present or absent. This can
be remedied by minimizing air scattering and using a crystal with low absorption, or
failing this, a scale parameter can be fit to minimize the background signal (Holm et al.,
2020). If the background has many components (both air and epoxy, for example),
it may be necessary to independently subtract a scaled diffraction pattern of each
isolated component. It is best practice to minimize this component of the background
signal as much as possible, e.g. by carrying out the experiment in low scattering
chamber, minimizing the beam-path in air (collimator and beam-stop close to crystal),
or ensuring that no components of the mounting fixture are in the X-ray beam.

Incoherent contributions to the background, such as fluorescence and Compton scat-
tering from the crystal, cannot be remedied by subtracting the measurement of an
empty sample environment. The relative fraction of these two contributions com-
pared to the coherent signal should be optimized by utilizing suitably chosen high-
energy x-rays (Ramsteiner et al., 2009) and/or energy discriminating detectors, if

available (Broennimann et al., 2006; Henrich, 2008).
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There are a number of approaches within 3D-APDF studies to handling background.
Examples are fitting the number background, including the incoherent contributions,
with a smooth functions for subtraction (Holm et al., 2020), assuming certain por-
tions of reciprocal space contain no diffuse signal and interpolating between these
regions (Schaub et al., 2007; Weber & Simonov, 2012; Simonov et al., 2014a), or
taking the floor (minimum) counts of averaged detector frames to build a reciprocal
space map of background for subsequent subtraction (Krogstad et al., 2020). A number
of works avoid mentioning incoherent contributions explicitly, presumably implicitly
grouping fluorescence and Compton scattering into a general background (Schaub
et al., 2007; Schaub et al., 2011; Krogstad et al., 2020; Roth & Iversen, 2019). As flu-
orescence and Compton scattering from the sample both are smooth and vary slowly
in reciprocal space as a function of scalar () rather than vector Q, their contributions
should bias scale factors during quantitative modeling/fitting of the 3D-APDF. In
such situations, imposing additional physically reasonable constraints for pair corre-
lations can help to resolve this bias (Weber & Simonov, 2012; Simonov et al., 2014a).
Neglecting fluorescence and Compton scattering entirely can provide adequate data
for identifying gross features and trends in the 3D-APDF (Roth & Iversen, 2019), and
has also yielded meaningful quantitative results (Krogstad et al., 2020)

In the current work, a diffraction pattern of an unloaded sample environment was
used as background, and subtraction was done pixel-wise for each detector image. In
our particular experiment, the background signal from an unloaded sample environ-
ment was several orders of magnitude smaller than that of the sample, and primarily
concentrated at the reciprocal space origin (Fig. 6(a)). In this case, background sub-
traction does not result in a significant difference in the raw detector image (Fig. 6(b))
or the reciprocal space intensity distributions (Fig. 6(c) and (d)). This may not hold

true in situations where the magnitude of the background scattering is comparable to
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that of the sample e.g. for less crystalline samples, physically smaller crystals, or if an

in-situ diffraction cell contributes significant background.

4.2. Interframe Scale Correction

If the crystal is relatively large and the morphology is not perfectly equiaxed, a
variation in diffracted intensity will be observed across the series of images measured
while rotating the crystal. This occurs as the volume of the crystal in the beam changes
during rotation, impacting the absorption and amount of scattering. Within the data
remapped to crystal reciprocal space, this is manifested as dark cones observable in
the background intensity distribution, which can be seen in Fig. 5 and Fig. 7(a). This
extent of this variation can generally be minimized by selecting adequate beam energy
and utilizing a suitably small crystal with an isotropic morphology, if such an ideal
crystal is available.

To mitigate the impact of these frame-to-frame fluctuations in the current study we
have adopted an empirical approach used in previous work (Welberry et al., 2005). We
identify the portion of the detector which does not show any diffraction peaks when
considering a full crystal rotation data-set, utilizing the dynamic masks generated in
section 3. That is, all pixels of the detector never subject to a dynamic mask are used.
A representative example of this portion of the detector is shown in Fig. 7(c). The
mean pixel intensity across this portion of the detector is then computed individually
for each detector image in a full data-set.

In Fig. 7(d) we show an example of the frame-wise mean intensity for the detector
region shown in Fig. 7(c), along with the overall mean for the entire data-set (all
frames), represented by a horizontal dashed line. To remove the interframe intensity

fluctuations, each image is scaled prior to reconstruction to reciprocal space by the
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ratio of the frame mean to the overall mean for a given data-set such that the variation
in this mean intensity from frame to frame is eliminated.

An example of a reciprocal space intensity distribution before and after such correc-
tion can be seen in Fig. 7(a) and Fig. 7(b), respectively. The application of this crystal
orientation dependent, frame-wise interframe scale correction successfully removes the
dark cones in the intensity distribution, leading to a more uniform intensity distribu-

tion.

IUCr macros version 2.1.15: 2021/03/05



Q, (A

Qx (A1)

250
500
750

1000

Pixel

1250

1500

1750

2000

0 500 1000
Pixel

Intensity

25

Intensity
26

--------- 24
22

20

18

...... 16

-10 0 10 20
Q« (A1)

r 1.90

r1.85

r 1.80

r1.75

r1.70

Mean Intensity (arb. u.)

r1.65

r 1.60

0

T T T
1000 2000 3000
Frame Number

Fig. 7. The impact of sample interframe scale fluctuation on reciprocal space data: (a)
An intensity map of a representative slice of reciprocal space prior to applying an
interframe scale correction. Note the dark cones in the intensity distribution. (b)
The same data as in (a), after applying the interframe scale correction described in
the text. (c¢) An example portion of the detector used in correcting for interframe
scale fluctuations, with excluded pixels masked in red. (d) The mean intensity
considering all non-masked pixels in (c) for each frame in a data-set, as well as
the mean across the entire data-set, represented by a horizontal dashed line. The
dark cones seen in (a) have been replaced by a more uniform intensity distribution
in (b) as a result of scaling each image such that frame-to-frame variation seen in

(d) is eliminated.

4.8. Geometric Data Remapping Protocol

Following data collection and correction for pathological detector related issues,

each data-set is transformed from detector to crystal reciprocal space. This is car-

ried out using information such as the calibrated beam energy, detector position and

orientation, unit cell dimensions of the sample, and known crystal rotation step size
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between detector images used in the experiment for a given data-set.

Effectively, the reciprocal space momentum transfer vector for each pixel in an
image is computed, and if this pixel is not subject to masking, the measured intensity,
corrected for polarization effects (Milch & Minor, 1974; Kabsch, 1988; Zachariasen,
1994; Kabsch, 2014), is binned into the appropriate voxel in reciprocal space, and the
reciprocal space voxel bin count, representing the total number of pixels contributing
to a given voxel, is incremented. Once each image for a given measurement (data-set)
is processed, the voxel bin is normalized (divided) by its bin count and written to a
file. The voxel bin counts can also be written out, as they can subsequently be used

as bin weights in further transformations.

4.4. Reciprocal Space Sampling

During the remapping from detector to reciprocal space, which transforms the units
from physical pixels used in the detector space to reciprocal space units, one must
choose a voxel grid in reciprocal space on which to map the detector space pixels. The
choice of this grid is important, as it can impact both the quality of the result, as
well as the computational overhead associated with the data processing. A grid which
is too coarse will impart a graininess to the reciprocal space intensity distribution,
impede the punching and filling of Bragg peaks, and will limit the field of view of the
3D-APDF, possibly producing issues with aliasing. An example of under-sampling
in reciprocal space is shown in Fig. 8(b). Here, a reciprocal space grid step size of
0.29 A~! was chosen, equating to a 151 x 151 x 151 voxel grid. It is clear that, with
such a coarse voxel grid, Bragg peaks spanning 0.19 A~lare spread across a larger
portion of reciprocal space, overlapping significantly with diffuse peaks. This could

potentially lead to issues during removal of Bragg features in subsequent steps.
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Fig. 8. Choice of reciprocal space sampling grid: (a) An intensity map of a represen-
tative slice of reciprocal space with a step size of 0.026 A1 (1701 x 1701 x 1701
voxels). Note that, within the inset regions on an enlarged scale, portions of recipro-
cal space inside the maximum momentum transfer vector of the experiment contain
no data (represented by red pixels among colored pixels.) (b) Similar to (a), with a
step size to 0.29 A~ (151 x 151 x 151 voxels). The insets demonstrate that diffuse
features and Bragg peaks now span the same 1-3 voxels, and would be difficult to
disentangle during the punch and fill process.

A grid which is too fine leads to separate but equally problematic situations. Fine
voxel grids can produce arrays which are too large to handle easily. If we assume a
single voxel bin requires 16 bytes or memory, a grid such as the one used throughout
the majority of this work (701 x 701 x 701 voxels, step size of 0.063 A~1) requires
about 5.5 gigabytes (GB) of memory and/or disk space. Decreasing the step size to
0.026 A—! (1701 x 1701 x 1701 voxels) increases the array size by a factor of more
than 10, to almost 80 GB, which can become problematic if multiple arrays are to be
handled simultaneously (as in merging and applying symmetry operations). A too fine
grid can also entail regions of reciprocal space inside the measured @Q-range that have
not been sampled by the detector, leaving holes in the transformed reciprocal space
intensity distribution. This can be seen in Fig. 8(a), where a reciprocal space grid of
1701 x 1701 x 1701 corresponding to a grid step size to 0.026 A~! voxels was used.

The figure insets show unsampled points, represented by red pixels, dispersed within
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regions of the intensity map which are within the measured @Q-range. To avoid such
under-sampling, the voxel size should approximately match the portion of reciprocal

space spanned by pixels on the outer edges of the detector.

4.5. Crystal Orientation

Our experiments were carried out on a single crystal of unknown orientation, with
known unit cell dimensions. Knowledge of the crystal orientation is not required to
move from the detector reference frame to an arbitrary reciprocal space reference
frame, as the latter is determined only by the detector position and orientation and
the beam energy. It is however useful and common to transform to a specific reciprocal
space reference frame whereby the reciprocal lattice of the crystal has a known (often
orthogonal) relationship to the principal Cartesian axes. To achieve this, knowledge
of the unit cell dimensions and space group is required, and the crystal orientation
matrix must be determined (in this case after the measurement is completed).

There are numerous strategies for determining a crystal orientation matrix (Kabsch,
1976; Kabsch, 1988; Kabsch, 2014). Here, we applied the Kabsch algorithm (Kabsch,
1976), choosing to find the crystal orientation using difference vectors with coordinates
corresponding to the {440} family of Bragg peaks.

This process was carried out independently for each set of the full crystal rotation
measurements done in this study, where we varied exposure time and crystal rotation
step size. The crystal orientation matrices were then used for each transformation from
detector space to reciprocal space, such that the reciprocal lattice vectors of the crys-
tal are parallel to the principal Cartesian axes. The condition that reciprocal lattice
vectors are parallel to the principal Cartesian axes is only possible with orthogonal
crystal systems, as is the case here. One could transform into the crystal coordinates

of non-Cartesian systems. This would of then dictate that intensity space array indices
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no longer correspond to a Cartesian axis, and additional care is required when e.g.
plotting. This scenario can however be advantageous for certain data processing steps,

such as symmetrization

5. Merging Data

Qy (A1)

0
Qx (A1) Qx (A7)

Fig. 9. Merging data collected at different exposures: Intensity maps of a representative
slice of reciprocal space of (a) a single data-set (1 s exposure per frame) and (b)
data after merging 13 full data-sets collected from the same sample with differing
exposure times. A few regions heavily impacted by the merging process are shown
inset on an enlarged scale, with missing data in red. Merging multiple data-sets
reduces anomalies due to detector blooming and afterglow, impacting the streaks
highlighted in Fig. 2(b). Also, note that the merging process has partially filled in
the missing intensity introduced by the dynamic masking process (see e.g. Fig. 5)
Complete data-sets collected from the same crystal can be merged into a single

data-set at any point in the data pipeline after the transformation from detector to
reciprocal space has been completed. In practice this requires computing a weighted
arithmetic mean of the intensity of each voxel bin across all relevant full data-sets,
where the weights are given by the total number of detector pixels contributing to
each voxel as discussed earlier.

Merging data-sets collected with different exposure times and angular grid meshes

defined by the crystal rotation step size improves statistics, reducing the scatter of
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the overall data-set, which can arise from electronic glitches or shot noise. Merging
also facilitates filling in of the portions of reciprocal space that were excluded due
to detector saturation and the associated blooming and/or afterglow. Shorter expo-
sure times (see e.g. Fig. 5(c)) produce less afterglow and blooming, and thus more
faithfully reproduce the intensity distribution closer to Bragg peaks, at the expense of
undercounting weak features far from Bragg peaks. Conversely, longer exposure times
(see e.g. Fig. 5(d)) produce more afterglow and blooming, and lead to more and larger
holes in the reciprocal space intensity distribution, but also more faithfully reproduce
weak features far from Bragg peaks.

In Fig. 9 we show an example reciprocal space slice (a) before and (b) after merging
13 full data-sets collected from a single crystal with various exposure times and crystal
rotation steps. The holes introduced by our dynamic detector masking heuristic (see
e.g. Fig. 5) have been filled in to a large extent, and the regions between Bragg peaks
show less scatter after merging. Note that some very weak features are observable
within reciprocal space slices which are inconsistent with the lattice of CulryS4. These
are likely due to small quantities of impurity polycrystalline inclusions and/or side
crystals of the primary CulrySs phase. Many of these reside at fixed @ values and
thus constitute powder ring-like features. The presence of such parasitic scattering
contributions is best avoided by a careful selection of the crystal, as they can propagate
to the 3D-APDF and cause spurious features. As will be seen these are remedied to a

large degree by the data processing in later steps.
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6. Symmetrization
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Fig. 10. Applying symmetry operations: Intensity maps of a representative slice of
reciprocal space of a single data-set (1 s exposure per frame) (a) before and (b) after
averaging over all relevant symmetry operations. A few regions heavily impacted by
the symmetry averaging process are shown inset on an enlarged scale, with missing
data in red. The process of applying symmetry operations has filled in the majority
of the missing intensity introduced by the dynamic masking process (see e.g. Figs. 5
and 9). A small hole does remain in the lower right inset of panel (b), but this occurs
at a Bragg position and is filled in subsequent steps. The symmetry averaging has
also removed all residual streaking associated with detector afterglow/blooming

With some exceptions, the full intensity distribution (Bragg + diffuse) measured
from the crystal should obey the same Laue point group symmetry governing the long-
range average structure of the crystal (Weber et al., 2001; Welberry, 2010). This may
not be the case if, for example, the crystal shows structural heterogeneity over length
scales of the same order of magnitude as the beam footprint (Weber et al., 2001).
For the CulreSy crystal used here, this was not the case, as the beam footprint was
relatively large, and the results are robust between individual single crystals. We can
apply the symmetry operators associated with this Laue point group to the data
under consideration. This symmetrization improves statistics, reduces the scatter of
the data-set, fills in portions of reciprocal space which were excluded due to detector

saturation and the associated blooming and/or afterglow, and also fills in portions of
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the space which were not measured due to limited crystal rotation.

In the CulrySy case, the Laue symmetry is m3m, which contains 48 symmetry oper-
ations. The application of each symmetry operation requires computing a weighted
arithmetic mean of the intensity of each voxel bin across all relevant symmetry oper-
ators, where the weights are the total number of detector pixels contributing to each
voxel. The set of all symmetry equivalent voxels and their weights are obtained by
applying the Laue symmetry to the (H K L) coordinate of each voxel and voxel weight.
Fig. 10 shows a representative slice of a reciprocal space intensity distribution (a)
before and (b) after applying all relevant symmetry operators to a data-set which had
been previously merged as described in the previous section. The process of apply-
ing symmetry operatorswith outlier removal has nearly completely filled in the vast
majority of holes associated with the our dynamic masking heuristic, and has resulted
in a substantially cleaner and more uniform intensity distribution. The small quan-
tity of remaining holes (see e.g. Fig. 10(b)) lower left inset) are a result of dynamic
masking, and located at Bragg positions filled during the punch and fill process. In
addition, portions of reciprocal space which were not measured due to crystal orien-
tation and detector geometry (outside a given Q-range) have been filled in by the
symmetrization process. In situations where fewer symmetry operators are applicable,
it may be necessary to achieve the required level of over-sampling through repeated

measurement of the crystal utilizing distinct rotation axis.
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7. Outlier Removal Protocol
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Fig. 11. Outlier Removal: Intensity maps of a representative slice of reciprocal space
at different stages of data processing without (a, ¢, e) and with (b, d, f) outlier
removal for (a, b) the process of reconstructing from detector to reciprocal space,
(¢, d) merging data with different exposure times and crystal rotation step sizes,
and (e, f) applying symmetry averaging. Each plot contains insets showing enlarged
scales for features of interest.

In situations where data are prone to systematic errors it is often useful to imple-
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ment some method of outlier removal, where individual observations that are distant
from the mean are excluded. In 3D-APDF experiments, systematic errors can arise
due to detector blooming/afterglow, small crystal impurities, and/or shot noise in
the detector. Outlier removal has been successfully applied in 3D-APDF data reduc-
tion protocols previously, specifically at the symmetry averaging step (Sangiorgio
et al., 2018; Holm et al., 2020) Here, we have utilized outlier removal at three dis-
tinct steps of data processing: when transforming from detector to reciprocal space,
during merging of distinct data-sets, and during symmetry averaging. Outlier removal
effectively entails first computing the mean intensities and their standard deviation
for each voxel bin in reciprocal space, and then subsequently recomputing the means
after the outlier values are removed using an outlier exclusion criteria. During each of
the above-mentioned steps of data processing we have chosen to exclude, as an out-
lier, any observation which falls outside a two standard deviations window around the
mean. We have elected to use the mean rather than the median (Blessing, 1997) such
that the required system memory and computation times are reduced by an order of
magnitude to tractable ranges. Whenever possible the median should be preferred, as
the mean can be strongly biased if there are strong outliers. The impact of outlier
removal is distinct at each of the three averaging steps where it was applied.
Example slices of reciprocal space, where the data transformation from detector to
reciprocal space was done with either just standard averaging or with outlier removal
are shown in Fig. 11(a) and (b) respectively. The panel insets show some moderate
improvements. The (), of each slice was chosen to demonstrate the maximum difference
between outlier removal/inclusion. The primary effect is to decrease the intensity of
some features which may be considered spurious. At the data reconstruction step,
data-points subject to outlier removal are individual detector pixel intensities. Thus

outlier removal serves to screen out pixels which are inconsistent with the mean of
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associated voxel to which the pixel is mapped. For this reason, outlier removal at the
data reconstruction step does not create large regions of differences when comparing
(a) and (b), but rather isolated individual voxel changes.

Shown in Fig. 11(c) and (d) are the effects of merging data with either standard
averaging or with outlier removal averaging, respectively. In this case, the insets show
a significant difference, with the intensity of many streak-like features diminished after
outlier removal. These features are associated with detector blooming/afterglow, and
their diminished prevalence in Fig. 11(d) suggests that outlier removal during data
merging offers a considerable benefit.

Lastly, Fig. 11(e) and (f) show the effect of symmetrization with either stan-
dard averaging or with outlier removal, respectively. The panel insets show moderate
improvement; those on the left show a remedy of dark regions arising from data-set
edge effects (regions around the beam-stop which create holes in reciprocal space).
The upper right panel shows a subtle reshaping of diffuse peaks, while the lower right
panel shows the removal of a spurious peak-like feature in the vicinity of a diffuse

peak.
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8. Removing Bragg intensity
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Fig. 12. Bragg punch size as seen from a line scan perspective: (a) A line scan through
a slice of reciprocal space intensity, demonstrating the effect of punch sizes or 3, 5, or
9 voxels spanning 0.189 A=, 0.315 A~1, or 0.567 A~!, respectively. The associated
linear interpolation (b) or DCT (c) filling. Note that all data are plotted on a log
scale to highlight both Bragg and diffuse features. The plotted raw data represents
reciprocal space intensity, without punching.

At this point in the reduction process (see Fig. 1) there are two possible directions
leading to direct space data (Weber & Simonov, 2012). The first is to compute total
the 3D-PDF by performing a Fourier transform of the full reciprocal space data,and
the second is to separate the components of scattering corresponding to the ordered
average structure (Bragg scattering) and to the deviations from it (diffuse scattering),
leading to 3D-APDF.

Computing the 3D-APDF from the reciprocal space intensity distribution requires
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removal of any Bragg peak contribution while retaining all diffuse signal contributions.
This is typically called “punch and fill” and a number of procedures have been outlined
for the process, including filling with average intensity values (Kobas et al., 2005),
convolution based filling adopted from the astrophysics community (Krogstad et al.,
2020), and even a structure-model independent approach based on statistical outlier
detection (Weng et al., 2020).

Practically speaking, “punch and fill” involves locating Bragg peaks, removing them
from the data, and filling in any and all diffuse intensity removed by punching, which
can include both broad and sharp features. The filling process effectively represents an
attempt to best compensate for the removed part of the diffuse signal at the locations
of punched Bragg peaks. It can be carried out in the raw detector images, or within
the reciprocal space intensity distribution, but most techniques require knowledge of
the crystal orientation, unit cell dimensions, and space group, as this information
is necessary and sufficient to locate and remove all (and only) Bragg peaks. Within
this work, we have elected to operate on the reciprocal space intensity distribution
although this choice does not change the generality. Generally, any three-dimensional
shape can be used to remove Bragg intensity from the data. In situations where the
instrument resolution leads to Bragg peaks which are significantly anisotropic in crys-
tal reciprocal space (or detector space) (Weber & Simonov, 2012), it may be useful to
adopt an anisotropic punch shape. In this study, we found that Bragg peaks, which
were on average about three orders of magnitude more intense than the observed dif-
fuse features, were largely isotropic, spanning 1-3 voxels in reciprocal space (see e.g.
Fig. 2). For this reason here we adopted an isotropic spherical voxel punch.

The size of the voxel punch is relevant, as a punch which is too large can remove
important features in close proximity to Bragg peaks, often corresponding to long-

range features in direct space, while a punch which is too small can leave behind
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Bragg intensity tails. In our work, we have tested three different punch sizes, with a
diameter of either 3, 5, or 9 voxels, spanning 0.189 A1, 0.315 A=, or 0.567 A~!,
respectively. For each reciprocal space data-set, we have computed the location within
the associated data array of all Bragg peaks based on both the known crystal unit
cell size/shape and the associated data array @Q-step. We have applied a punch at this
location, which is computationally handled by setting array values inside the punch to
“not a number” (NaN) to mark the locations for subsequent filling. Examples of the
punch effect in a line scan of intensity in reciprocal space are shown in Fig. 12(a), while
similar examples for a slice of reciprocal space intensity are shown in the lower right
quadrants of Fig. 13(a, ¢, e). It is clear in Fig. 12(a) that each punch, even the smallest
tested, effectively removes the large Bragg peaks from the data. This is reasonable, if
we recall that that the Bragg peaks have a maximum full-width at half-maximum of
about 0.19 A~1 (see e.g. Fig. 2).

Once all Bragg peaks have been punched from the data, a suitable filling or inter-
polation algorithm must be chosen so as to replace any diffuse intensity co-located
with the punched Bragg peaks. In the case considered here, where we have elected
to operate on the reciprocal space intensity distribution, our filling algorithm must
be capable of interpolating a three-dimensional function. In situations where the dif-
fuse intensity surrounding and underneath the Bragg peaks is relatively flat or broad,
simple linear or quadratic interpolation may be sufficient. It is clear however that the
diffuse intensity distribution within the data shown in Fig. 12(a) contains peak-like
features centered at the location of Bragg peaks, although the diffuse peaks are sig-
nificantly broader and an order of magnitude less intense (see e.g. Fig. 10). In this
situation, linear interpolation may be insufficient.

Here, we have tested two simple filling techniques and a third more complex tech-

nique. For the simpler approaches, punched portions of reciprocal space were filled
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either with zero intensity or by using linear interpolation. As a more complex approach,
we have adopted an algorithm typically used when handling large three-dimensional
geophysical data-sets (Wang et al., 2012). This approach fills gaps by iteratively updat-
ing a reconstructed, gap-less data-set with weighted residuals propagated through
inverse and forward discrete cosine transforms (DCTs). It has been found to produce

a global normalized error of less than 5 x 107> in test data-sets (Garcia, 2010).
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Fig. 13. The choice of Bragg peak punch size: Representative slices of reciprocal space
and associated slices of the 3D-APDF after punching and filling with a punch size
of (a,b) 9 voxels, (c,d) 5 voxels, and (e,f) 3 voxels. The lower right quadrants of
(a, ¢, e) show the punch used in red, while the upper right quadrants show the
result of a linear interpolation filling and the left halves show the result of a DCT
interpolation filling. The lower right quadrants of (b, d, f) show the 3D-APDF
result of filling punched areas uniformly with zero, while the upper right quadrants
show the result of a linear interpolation filling and the left halves show the result
of a DCT interpolation filling. Inset in the lower left corners of (b, d, f) are 3D-
APDF profiles along the (110) direction depicted by the dashed straight line in (b).
Each inset is plotted on an identical scale, and contains an identical but arbitrary
exponential decay curve for comparison. Differences observed across punch sizes
and/or filling technique are discussed in the text.
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To investigate the result of our punch and fill tests, we again look at line scans
of the reciprocal space intensity distribution under a number of situations, shown in
Fig. 12. The result of filling this punched data with linear interpolation are shown in
Fig. 12(b), while the use of an iterative DCT interpolation algorithm are shown in
Fig. 12(c). The trivial case of zero-filling is not shown.

As expected, linear interpolation creates clear discontinuities in the slope of the
filled intensity distribution, apparent in intensity line scans (Fig. 12(b)). These dis-
continuities are less apparent in the maps of reciprocal space intensity shown in the
upper right quadrants of Fig. 13(a, c, e), likely because they are obscured by the
narrow color scale, chosen to highlight weak features.

Conversely, the DCT filling routine largely preserves the peak-like feature under-
neath the Bragg peak upon filling, as can be seen in Fig. 12(c). The relative intensities
of these diffuse peaks are also preserved, with the largest difference being within the
absolute intensities of this peak. We do note that filling of the largest 9-voxel punch
does lead to some anomalous ’crater’ like features, suggesting that this punch is per-
haps too large, or that the iterative DCT filling routine has failed to converge in some
situations.

Ultimately, the most important aspect of the punch and fill process is the impact
on the full 3D-APDF itself, and as such we will visit this topic here even if the Fourier
transform processing step will not be introduced until the next section. The result of
varying the punch size and filling approach is shown in representative reciprocal space
intensity maps and the associated 3D-APDFs in Fig. 13. Also shown in Fig. 13(b, d,
f) for quantitative comparison are line scans along the (110) direction depicted by the
dashed straight line in panel (b). Each line scan is superimposed with an identical
exponential decay curve (dashed line) so that the relative heights of the 3D-APDF

features can be compared.
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Clearly in our example, the choice of punch size has little qualitative impact on
the final 3D-APDFs when combined with an iterative DCT filling routine, as each
contains the same key features. The line scans shown inset in Fig. 13(b, d, f) reveal
that there are subtle quantitative differences in the relative intensities of the 3D-APDF
features when moving from the largest (9-voxel) punch to the intermediate (5-voxel)
punch. Specifically, features decay more quickly as a function of pair distance in the
the 3D-APDF associated with the 9-voxel punch. Coversely, the feature decay rate is
preserved when comparing the intermediate (5-voxel) and smallest (3-voxel) punch.
With the exception of the small feature at 10 A along the (110), the relative intensities
of these features are otherwise largely unchanged.

It is then important to note the aim of the 3D-APDF study prior to setting out
on measurement and data reduction. It is possible that a qualitative appraisal, based
on e.g. the presence/absence of certain features, or the relative signs of two or more
related features (Schaub et al., 2007), is sufficient, and in this case, the 3D-APDF may
not be particularly sensitive to punch size and filling algorithm. It is also possible that
detailed quantitative analysis is required, where the relative intensity and/or decay
rate of features as a function of pair distance is critically important (Holm et al., 2020).
For such analysis it is clear that the choice of punch size is relevant, especially in cases
where diffuse features are peak-like and co-located with Bragg peaks in reciprocal
space. A best-practice would be to begin with a punch larger than necessary, and to
gradually reduce the size until features in the 3D-APDF stop changing. Additionally,
one can investigate the obtained 3D-APDF to be sure that the features obtained
when using a punch of a given size are physically consistent with the average atomic
structure. One must adjust the measurement and reduction details such that the
overhead matches the level of detail required in the final analysis, and be prepared to

conduct further measurements when a disparity occurs.
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Fig. 14. Application of a damping window function: Representative slices of reciprocal
space and an associated slice of the 3D-APDF (a,b) as processed, (c,d) after filling
outside Quax with a constant value as described in the text, and (e,f) after the
application of the damping window function as described in the text. The lower
right quadrants of (a,c,e) and (b,d,e) show the result of retaining all Bragg peaks in
reciprocal space and the associated full 3D-PDF, respectively. The primary impact
is the reduction of Fourier transform termination ripples as can be seen in panel

(f)-

Once a satisfactory reciprocal space intensity distribution has been obtained and

the Bragg intensity removed, obtaining the full 3D-APDF requires applying a discrete

Fourier transform (DFT). As the intensity distribution is a real valued even function

(it obeys inversion symmetry) its Fourier transform is also a real valued even function,

and as such only the real part of the Fourier transform is non-zero.
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9.1. Window Function

Following detector to reciprocal space remapping, data merging, and the application
of all symmetry operations, the filled portion of reciprocal space is often irregular. In
order to avoid appearance of problematic Fourier effects, it is helpful to apply a window
function to the reciprocal space intensity distribution prior to applying the DFT. Many
options for this exist, including filling the area outside a given radius with a constant
intensity value (Roth & Iversen, 2019; Krogstad et al., 2020). Choosing this intensity
value can be problematic however, and can cause discontinuities in the reciprocal
space intensity which will manifest as artifacts in the 3D-APDF. An extreme case
of this is shown in Fig. 14(a), where data outside a scattering vector magnitude of
21 A~ have been set to zero, effectively representing a hard sphere window function.
In Fig. 14(b) we show the resulting 3D-APDF from this hard sphere window function,
which is heavily impacted by the window function ripples, observable as concentric
circles in the figure, superimposed over the origin. These ripples propagate far into the
3D-APDF, effectively corrupting the features nearest and second nearest the origin.
Similar plots resulting from filling outside 21 A~ with non-zero values, selected as
the median intensity between 20.5 and 21 A~!, are also shown in Fig. 14(c,d). This
can remedy the Fourier ripples somewhat, but selecting this non-zero constant filling
is rather arbitrary.

The alternative adopted here is the application of, through point-wise multiplica-

tion, a modified Lorch function L of the formula (Soper & Barney, 2012)

Li(Q, A1) = [3/(QA1)?](sin QA1 — QA1 cos QA1) (3)

where @ is the magnitude of the momentum transfer scalar and A; is the smearing
radius in reciprocal space, here taken as 21 A~1. A similar approach is sometimes used
in the powder total scattering community when computing the full 1D-PDF (Lorch,
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1969; Soper & Barney, 2011). An example of the application of this damping window
function to our reciprocal space intensity distribution is shown in Fig. 14(e). Here,
it can be seen that the intensity decreases uniformly towards zero at the boundary
of reciprocal space. The 3D-APDF resulting from the application of this damping
window function is shown in Fig. 14(f). Notably, the ripples present in Fig. 14(b) have
been effectively mitigated, yielding a clearer picture of the features nearest and second
nearest the origin. Although it is known that the application of such a damping window
function does reduce the effective resolution of the data, we can see from Fig. 14(f)
that even after its application, we can still resolve each individual 3D-APDF feature.

If fine resolution may be required, one should naturally carefully compare the filtered

and unfiltered 3D-APDF.

10. Robustness

Given that this work has taken great length to expand upon many of the steps in
obtaining the 3D-APDF, it is worth questioning the robustness of this approach, not
only against errors or omissions in data collection and processing, but also against a

variation in observations between physically unique samples of a given crystal.
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10.1. Data Processing Sequence
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Fig. 15. The role of work-flow ordering on the final intensity distribution and 3D-
APDEF: Representative slices of reciprocal space and an associated slice of the
3D-APDF when varying the ordering of the data processing steps. A few regions
of interest in reciprocal space are shown inset on an enlarged scale. (a, b) Data
were symmetrized, different exposure times were merged, punched, filled, and then
Fourier transformed. (c, d) Data were symmetrized, punched, filled, Fourier trans-
formed, and then different exposure times were merged. (e, f) Data were punched,
filled, symmetrized, different exposure times were merged, and then Fourier trans-
formed. Visually the difference is nearly impossible to detect within the reciprocal
space maps.

IUCr macros version 2.1.15: 2021/03/05



47

In general, raw detector images which have been dynamically masked to mitigate
the effects of detector afterglow and blooming, background subtracted, corrected for
interframe scale fluctuation effects, and transformed to crystal reciprocal space can
subsequently be processed in any number of ways. With the only requirement that
punching and filling of Bragg peaks occurs prior to DFT, merging multiple data-
sets, applying symmetry operations, and removing Bragg intensity can be done in any
order. The merging and the application of weighted symmetry averaging can also be
applied to the 3D-APDF itself, as it should adhere to the same point symmetry as
the reciprocal space intensity distribution.

Given that the choice of work-flow ordering is largely arbitrary, it is interesting to
explore the extent to which the 3D-APDF is reproducible across different orderings of
the data processing steps. To investigate this, we have tested all possible permutations
of data processing steps, each with the three distinct Bragg peak punch sizes outlined
in section 8. The reciprocal space intensity distributions and 3D-APDFs resulting
from a subset of these permutations are shown in Fig. 15. Remarkably, both the recip-
rocal space intensity distributions and 3D-APDF's are quite robust against variations
in work-flow ordering, being qualitatively identical. Quantitatively, these reciprocal
space intensity distributions show an average and maximum Rgig of 0.2 % and 1.0 %,
respectively. While this may not be surprising, it is encouraging to note that the final

3D-APDF is largely invariant under these conditions.
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10.2. Crystal Variation and Mounting
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Fig. 16. Sample-to-sample reproducibility in the final intensity distribution and 3D-
APDF: Representative slices of reciprocal space and an associated slice of the 3D-
APDF measured and processed from distinct CulreSy crystals. A few regions of
interest in reciprocal space are shown inset on an enlarged scale. (a,b) Data collected
and processed from the single crystal of CulrsSy, sample 1, featured throughout
the manuscript. (c,d) Data collected and processed from,sample 2, a different single
crystal of CulrsSy. Both the reciprocal space maps and the 3D-APDFs are nearly
identical, demonstrating the reproducibility of the technique.

3D-APDF analysis relies on detection of quite subtle features within the reciprocal
space intensity distribution. Given this, it is interesting to explore the extent to which
these subtle features are reproducible between repeated measurements of distinct crys-
tals of the same material. To address this matter, we have measured the full reciprocal
space intensity distribution from two distinct CulryS4 crystals. These samples are of

comparable quality and show identical physical properties. Their primary difference

from the experimental standpoint are slightly different physical dimensions and a dis-
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tinct crystal orientation dictated by the random mounting process. A representative
reciprocal space map and the 3D-APDF from each sample are shown in Fig. 16. When
comparing the two samples, we note only slight variations in the persistence of streak-
ing in the reciprocal space intensity distributions, visible within the insets of Fig. 16(a,
c¢). This is likely due to variations in the effectiveness of our dynamic masking heuristic
between the two physically distinct crystals. Quantitatively, the two intensity distri-
butions show Rgg = 0.1 %, comparable to the mean value obtained by varying the
order of data reduction steps. Despite these small variations in reciprocal space, we
observe nearly no differences in direct space. This demonstrates that the technique is

quite robust against sample to sample variation imposed by crystal size or mounting.

10.3. Variably Processed Data

Our results thus far suggest that both the reciprocal space intensity distribution
and the 3D-APDF measured from a given material are robustly reproducible in a
number of situations. As a final test, we envision several hypothetical scenarios for
both measurement and data processing: a single data-set with minimal counting of
0.1 s per frame, with no interframe scale correction or background subtraction, where
outliers have been included in all steps, and a small (3-voxel) Bragg punch has been
applied. We have tested three permutations of this processing. First, we have used
only linear filling at the location of punched Bragg intensity, and omitted both the
relevant symmetry operations and any dynamic masking. This represents the most
pessimistic case. Second, we have used DCT filling of punched Bragg intensity, and
included the relevant symmetry operations, but omitted any dynamic masking. Third,
we have used DCT filling, have included dynamic masking, and applied the relevant
symmetry operations so as to ensure the reciprocal space intensity distribution fully

fills our voxel map.
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Representative slices of the reciprocal space intensity distributions and the asso-
ciated 3D-APDFs are shown in Fig. 17. In the worst case, shown in panels (a, b)
with linear filling and without symmetrization or dynamic masking, both the recip-
rocal space intensity distributions and 3D-APDFs show spurious features. The lack
of symmetry averaging has produced a reciprocal space intensity distribution which
does not uniformly fill Q-space. It is clear from the insets in Fig. 17(a) that, without
dynamic masking, there is substantial streaking still present in the diffracted intensity
distribution. Additionally, ring-like collections of parasitic Bragg peaks, previously
removed by our dynamic masking, are again now visible near the origin in Fig. 17(a).
Compared to a fully processed data-set, the intensity distribution in Fig. 17(a) gives
an excessively large Rgig = 143 %.

The 3D-APDF associated with this intensity distribution, shown in Fig. 17(b),
is characterized by strong unphysical artifacts with the same intensity scale as the
relevant atom-pair features. This is likely due to both the incomplete nature of the
reciprocal space data-set and also the spurious features not removed by dynamic mask-
ing. This scenario is only marginally similar to those shown in e.g. Fig. 16, suggesting
that this would not be useful even for a cursory screening of the presence of local
distortions.

The reciprocal space intensity distribution and associated 3D-APDF shown in
Fig. 17(c, d) represent a significant improvement over those shown in Fig. 17(a, b).
These data were processed similarly, with symmetry averaging included, and with
DCT rather than linear filling. In both cases, dynamic masking was excluded. Notably,
the inclusion of symmetry averaging has produced a reciprocal space intensity distri-
bution which does uniformly fill Q-space. It has also mitigated some spurious features,
which can be seen when comparing the upper left insets of Fig. 17(a) and (c). Unfortu-

nately, as dynamic masking was not included, streaking is still present, and symmetry
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averaging has actually compounded the issue. This is apparent when comparing the
upper right or lower left insets of Fig. 17(a) and (c), where streaks have been clearly
propagated by symmetry averaging. Additionally, ring like features are actually exac-
erbated by symmetry averaging. Compared to a fully processed data-set, the intensity
distribution in Fig. 17(c) gives Rgix = 89 %, a significant improvement over that
shown in Fig. 17(a), but still rather large.

The 3D-APDF associated with this intensity distribution is shown in Fig. 17(d). The
inclusion of symmetry averaging has substantially improved the appearance of the 3D-
APDF when compared to that in panel (b). Indeed, when compared to the 3D-APDFs
shown in e.g. Fig. 16, both contain the same features, and the general properties of
each features are retained. Some spurious features however do remain, with significant
quantitative differences, and there appear to be ring-like features superimposed, likely
due to the ring-like features in the reciprocal space intensity distributions.

Fig. 17(e, f) shows the results when dynamic masking is added to the processing
steps that produced the data shown in Fig. 17(c, d). The insets in panel (e) suggest
that the inclusion of dynamic masking when transforming from detector to reciprocal
space (prior to merging or symmetry averaging) significantly reduces the streaking
and parasitic ring-like scattering seen in Fig. 17(a, ¢). Remarkably, in this case, the
3D-APDF shows intense, well resolved features. Indeed, the reciprocal space intensity
distributions and 3D-APDFs for the case including dynamic masking in Fig. 17(e,
f) are both qualitatively identical to those shown in e.g. Fig. 16(a, b), where quite
extensive data processing has been conducted. Although qualitatively identical, the
intensity distribution in Fig. 17(e) gives Ry = 54 % when compared to to a fully
processed data-set. This represents a significant improvement over that shown in either
Fig. 17(a) or (c), but may be too large for useful quantitative analysis.

Nonetheless, with an exposure time of just 0.1 s per frame and a rotation step size
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of 0.1° the data shown in Fig. 17 were collected in about 6 minutes. This result implies
that the qualitative features present in the 3D-APDF can be reproducible even under
the non-ideal conditions and with marginal data processing, and that, while all the
data processing steps discussed herein contribute to a clean 3D-APDF, some steps,
such as dynamic detector masking, are more essential than others. Of course, it is
always the aim to collect as high-quality data as possible, but this can unfortunately
come at the expense of efficient resource utilization which could be more effectively
spent probing additional states of the system (e.g. temperature dependence) or even
other systems. It is thus advantageous to know the point at which diminishing returns
are achieved when collecting and/or processing 3D-APDF data.

It is important to point out here that these pessimistic scenarios were partially suc-
cessful in the CulryS4 case, but that more complex systems may present additional
challenges, requiring full data-processing to garner usable data. Related to this, the use
of different 2D detectors may yield different results, especially if the detector benefits
from additional dynamic range. That being said, even large improvements in dynamic
range are unlikely to eliminate all detector artifacts, and some improved detectors
create new issues. For example, spatial module gaps in the PILATUS series of detec-
tors (Broennimann et al., 2006; Kraft, 2010) create further holes in reciprocal space,
where symmetrization, merging of distinct data-sets with slightly different detector
positions (Roth & Iversen, 2019; Davenport et al., 2019; Holm et al., 2020; Krogstad
et al., 2020), and/or crystal rotation around multiple axes are of increased impor-
tance. A blooming-like effects has also been reported in these more modern detec-
tors (Krogstad et al., 2020), underscoring the need for a continuing discussion on

measurement artifacts.
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Fig. 17. Variably processed data-sets: (a, c, €) Representative slices of reciprocal space
and (b, d, f) the associated slices of the 3D-APDF which have been taken through
fewer data processing steps. A few regions of interest in reciprocal space are shown
inset on an enlarged scale to emphasize the differences associated with each level of
processing. Data in (a,b) represent one single full crystal rotation, with an exposure
time of just 0.1 s per frame, where both dynamic masking and symmetry averaging
have been omitted. Data in (¢, d) have undergone the full extent of data processing
(merging exposure times, symmetry averaging), but have not undergone dynamic
masking. A 3-voxel punch and DCT fill process was used, with a Lorch window
function prior to FT. Data in (e, f) represent one single full crystal rotation, with
an exposure time of 0.1 s per frame. In this case, data have been remapped to
reciprocal space after dynamically masking, have undergone symmetry averaging
and a 3-voxel punch and linear fill process, with a Lorch window function prior to
FT. In all cases, no background subtraction or interframe scale corrections have been
applied. Observations regarding these different processing pathways are discussed
in the text.
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Fig. 18. 3D-PDF and 3D-APDF data: (a) A representative fully-processed slice of the
3D-APDF, where DCT filling and a 5-voxel punch was used. Note that the majority
of signal decays to zero by r = 10 A, suggesting that any deviation between the local
and long-range range structure has a finite correlation length in direct-space. In the
CulrySy system, 10 A corresponds to about one unit-cell. (b) A representative fully-
processed slice of the full 3D-PDF, obtained by retaining the full reciprocal space
intensity distribution (not removing Bragg peaks). Note that the majority of signal
decays to zero by r = 35 A, highlighting the effect of finite Q-space resolution.
To emphasize weak features, color scales in both panels are adjusted such that the
strong features at shorter interatomic vectors are saturated.

10.4. Material Specific Observations

Finally, we explore some qualitative observations regarding the 3D-APDF that are
specific to CulreSy system. We note that a full quantitative analysis will be the sub-
ject of subsequent work, and requires a full description of any and all disorder present
in the long range average structure to which the 3D-APDF is referenced, including
e.g. anisotropic atomic displacement parameters and atomic coordinates/occupancies.
Care must be taken to check that any interpretation is consistent with this full descrip-
tion of the long range average structure, as the 3D-APDF can be misinterpreted in
some cases. The following is based on an assumed, minimally disordered, literature
published description of the long range average structure (Bozin et al., 2019). In
Fig. 17(f) we label a few selected interatomic vector contributions for the Z = 0 cut

of the 3D-APDF. This labeling is not exhaustive, and pairs which do not demonstrate
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obvious connectivity (i.e. Cu-Cu nearest neighbor (NN) pairs which exist in separate
CuSy tetrahedra) are not labeled. The strongest observed contributions to the dif-
ferential are due to Ir-Ir NN and next-nearest neighbor (NNN) pairs along the (110)
family of directions. This is not surprising, as Ir is the strongest scatterer in the system
and the nature of the local distortion involves predominantly the Ir sublattice (Bozin
et al., 2019), where strong bonding is present. Importantly, the same cut also shows
observable, albeit weaker, Ir-S NNN and S-S NNN contributions, as labeled. The S-S
NNN contributions are themselves unusual, as they appear as faint peaks of apparent
negative intensity. This is strictly a function of the color scale, which was chosen to
emphasize stronger features. The fully three-dimensional S-S NNN feature consists of
a negative central lobe surrounded by a weaker diffuse positive outer lobe, suggesting
it is associated with some sort of negatively correlated displacive disorder (Weber &
Simonov, 2012). The integral of this feature over a cube (1.5 A on a side) is zero within
a small tolerance.

The significance of a non-zero differential intensity corresponding to the NNN S-S
pair, is as follows. In the presence of a similar pair-correlation strength for the under-
lying local structural distortion, the S-S intensity is expected to be ~ 20 times weaker
than the Ir-Ir contribution, since the two pairs have identical multiplicity, and for a
given pair of atoms the PDF intensity scales with a product of their scattering form
factors. In 1D-PDF of CulryS4, where the three-dimensional information is lost due
to powder averaging, any S-S NNN information associated with a local structural dis-
tortion is effectively suppressed not only because S scatters x-rays much more weakly
than Ir does, but also due to significant overlap of S-S NNN with Ir-Ir NN PDF
peaks (Bozin et al., 2019). Within the 3D case, Ir-Ir NN and S-S NNN contributions
do not overlap, as the corresponding interatomic vectors are in different directions, as

can be seen in Fig. 16(f).
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It is also important to note that within 1D-PDF analysis, Bragg information becomes
mixed with any local structural signal, and disentangling the two is non-trivial during
structural fitting, where phenomenological modeling of correlated atomic motion can
effectively remedy what is in actuality a local structural distortion(Jeong et al., 1999;
Jeong et al., 2003). The ability to directly observe a differential S-S NNN signal in the
3D-APDF of CulrySy therefore implies that the sensitivity of the 3D-APDF approach
to local deviations in systems comprised of light and heavy elements is not limited to
heavier atoms, but is also suitable, at least in principle, for exploring local correlations
among weaker scatterers.

The spatial extent of local distortions is considered in Fig. 18(a), where we plot the
Z = 0 slice of CulrySs 3D-APDF, containing Ir-Ir contributions, over an extended
spatial range. From this one sees that the extent of local structural correlations is
limited to sub-nanometer lengthscale, in agreement with powder measurements (Bozin
et al., 2019). The ability to assess the extent of local structural correlations directly
using 3D-APDF approach relies on this length-scale being smaller than the PDF
field of view. The later is defined as the length-scale over which the intensity of the
experimental PDF signal decays to zero due to finite instrumental resolution width
in Q-space. This can be established by examining full 3D-PDF calculated in Fourier
transformation over a wide range. For the CulreS, data discussed here such a view
of full 3D-PDF is shown in Fig. 18(b). The intensity scale is selected to bring the
strongest features intentionally to saturation in order to expose weaker intensities
at large interatomic distance. Fig. 18(b) reveals that the intensity decays to zero by
~35 A. In contrast, intensity of 3D-APDF (Fig. 18(a)) decays to zero by ~10 A which
is well within the field of view of the measurement.

The observations of this experiment confirm that local distortions first observed in

1D-PDF (Bozin et al., 2019) are also present in the single crystal CulrySy system.
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Thorough characterization of these observations and their implications for CulrsSy

are beyond the scope of this report.

11. Conclusions

We have extensively outlined the data processing steps necessary for obtaining a repro-
ducible 3D-APDF from a single crystal sample, including measurement, crystal ori-
entation, transforming from detector to reciprocal space, handling detector artifacts,
merging different data-sets, applying symmetry operations, removing Bragg intensity,
and applying a discrete Fourier transform. These steps have thus far been spread
across various different sources, or maintained only as an in-house procedure.
Further, we have investigated aspects of 3D-APDF reproducibility under a number
of conditions, including a variation of work-flow ordering, sample to sample variation,
and worst case measurement and data processing conditions. We have found that
across the majority of tested situations, the 3D-APDF is remarkably robust, with few
qualitative differences. Failure to obtain a complete and regularly shaped data-set in
reciprocal space, due to a limited measurement range or a low symmetry crystal (or
both) can result in spurious features in the 3D-APDF. The 3D-APDF also showed
nearly no quantitative differences across the majority of tested situations. An impor-
tant exception is the impact of the Bragg punch size. If the punch is too large, it can
affect the decay rate of features in the 3D-APDF. This is particularly important if
the diffuse features of interest are relatively sharp and co-located with Bragg peaks.
The 3D-APDF then appears largely robust even given a relatively large crystal size,
the presence of small polycrystalline inclusions, and the use of a detector with limited
dynamic range. This observation re-enforces the power of this emerging technique,

and should underscore observations arising from past and future 3D-APDF studies.
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Synopsis

We explore data reduction and processing as it related to single crystal diffuse scattering and
3D-APDF experiments.
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