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The structure and dynamics of isolated nanosamples in free flight can be directly visualized via
single-shot coherent diffractive imaging using the intense and short pulses of X-ray free-electron
lasers. Wide-angle scattering images even encode three-dimensional morphological information of
the samples, but the retrieval of this information remains a challenge. Up to now, effective threedimensional morphology reconstructions from single shots were only achieved via fitting with highly
constrained models, requiring a priori knowledge about possible geometrical shapes. Here we present
a much more generic imaging approach. Relying on a model that allows for any sample morphology
described by a convex polyhedron, we reconstruct wide-angle diffraction patterns from individual
silver nanoparticles. In addition to known structural motives with high symmetries, we retrieve
imperfect shapes and agglomerates which were not accessible previously. Our results open new
routes towards true 3D structure determination of single nanoparticles and, ultimately, 3D movies
of ultrafast nanoscale dynamics.

I.

INTRODUCTION

Coherent Diffractive Imaging (CDI) is a lensless technique that exploits the interference effects of coherent
radiation scattered by an isolated sample to retrieve its
spatial properties [1–4]. A highly intense light beam intercepts the specimen of interest, and the intensity of the
diffracted light is collected by a 2D-detector in far-field
condition. CDI does not make use of optical devices,
and its achievable spatial resolution is, in principle, only
limited by the radiation wavelength. Thus, it is capable of fully exploiting the high-intensity ultra-short light
pulses provided by the recently available Free-Electron
Lasers (FELs) to image isolated nanosamples. Examples range from biologically relevant specimen such as
single viruses [4, 5] or macromolecules [6] to atomic clusters [7], nanocrystals [8], and even such fragile and short
lived structures as aerosols [9] or superfluid helium nanodroplets [10]. The extremely short pulses further allow
time-resolved imaging of ultrafast dynamics in nanoscale
structures which has opened up unprecedented possibilities for light-matter interaction studies [11–14].
CDI experiments can be roughly divided into two
regimes defined by the angle upon which diffraction signal can be acquired. In the small-angle regime, the maximum scattering angle reaches up to only a few degrees,
and correspondingly the maximum transferred momen-
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tum is much smaller than the wave vector of the incident
radiation [8]. In this case, the diffraction pattern is proportional to the square amplitude of the Fourier Transform (FT) of the two-dimensional sample density, projected onto the plane orthogonal to the beam [15]. The
field phase, lost in the acquisition process, can be effectively recovered by so-called phase retrieval algorithms,
which then allow the reconstruction of the sample’s projected density [4, 16–20]. Three-dimensional reconstruction of samples can also be achieved in the small-angle
range by tomographic approaches, i.e., by combining 2D
projections of the same object or identical replicas in different orientations [21–24]. However, for the investigation of isolated systems with intense FEL pulses, this
approach is practicable only in special cases [5, 25, 26]
and unsuitable for dynamic investigations.
Three-dimensional features of the sample are, on the
other hand, naturally encoded in a single diffraction image acquired in the wide-angle regime. In this case, the
maximum acquired transferred momentum is comparable
in magnitude to the wavevector of the incoming and scattered photons. In particular, the component along the
beam propagation direction is no longer negligible and,
consequently, also partial 3D morphological information
is imprinted in a single diffraction shot [8]. This advantageous feature is, however, counterbalanced by some
drawbacks. First of all, the scattering cross section of
the sample material and/or the intensity of the radiation
have to be sufficiently high to provide useful scattering
signal at high scattering angles. When such an experimental condition is met, the extraction of the 3D mor-
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phological information from the single diffraction pattern
still represents a main challenge. In fact, the number of
unknowns to be retrieved is much higher than the 2D
small-angle case, and a direct extension of the 2D imaging based on phase retrieval algorithms to the 3D case
[27] turned out to be unreliable [28, 29].
To solve this dimensional deficiency, a reduction of the
parameters that describe the sample morphology is required. Up to now, wide-angle single-shot diffraction images of single particles have only been reconstructed using
strongly constrained candidate geometries [8, 10, 30] by
fitting the experimental data with the simulation. For
example, the analysis of the diffraction data of silver
nanocrystals presented in Ref. [8] required the a priori
identification of the main crystalline motif of the sample (tetrahedron, octahedron, icosahedron, etc.). Then,
the few free parameters of the sample model, like size
and orientation, were manually adjusted to fit the simulation as close as possible to the experimental data. Only
as a last step, the parameters were fine-tuned automatically. Disadvantages of this procedure are (i) the results
are strongly biased by the strictly constrained sample’s
model, based on the prior knowledge of typical particle
geometries, and (ii) already small deviations of the real
structures from model shapes prevent a good agreement
between measured data and forward simulations, making
the search for optimal model parameters more difficult,
if not impossible.
In this report we introduce a generic approach to the
3D reconstruction of faceted samples from single-shot
wide-angle coherent diffraction patterns, based on a fast
simulation method [31], a generic model for the sample
shapes and an efficient optimization strategy. We retrieve
the 3D shapes of individual silver nanoparticles imaged
with FEL pulses at a wavelength of 5 nm. Even though
the fitting approach does not enforce or favor any particle symmetry, regular polyhedra are retrieved in many
cases, which were also reported previously [8]. In addition, combinations of structural motifs and morphologies
with partial or broken symmetries arise, as well as agglomerates of silver nanocrystals that were never studied
so far due to the lack of suitable imaging tools. The
results are presented and discussed in Sec. II, while in
Sec. III we investigate and discuss the reliability and consistency of the 3D reconstructions and attempt to give
boundaries for the spatial resolution actually achieved.

II.

RESULTS

The experimental diffraction data [30] is produced by
irradiating isolated silver nanoparticles with single FEL
pulses at 243 eV (5.1 nm), with pulse duration between
70 and 120 fs. Light is recorded up to a maximum of 30°
scattering angle, equivalent to a maximum transfer momentum of 0.64 nm−1 . The numerical description of the
sample was chosen in a way that well accommodates the
properties of silver nanoparticles [8]. In fact, the shape

FIG. 1. Numerical representation of the sample’s morphology.
A 2D sketch of the quantities needed to define the sample’s
spatial extension is shown in a). A list of points Pn defines
Np planes, and the space enclosed by those planes defines the
sample’s shape. A 3D representation of a shape defined by a
random positioning of the facets is shown in b).

is defined by Np planes, as sketched in Fig. 1a, and is
assumed to have a uniform refractive index. The imaging
procedure optimizes the planes positions, which are randomly initialized as shown in Fig. 1b, by forward-fitting
the experimental diffraction patterns via 3D simulations
[31]. Further details on the experimental data and on the
imaging procedure are provided in the Methods section.

A.

Imaging of individual nanoparticles

Fig. 2 shows a representative subset of the reconstructions for the presented dataset. For each reconstruction,
a total of 30 facets were initialized with random positions in space. The first column of Fig. 2 depicts the experimental diffraction pattern, while the second column
shows the scattering simulated from the reconstruction,
both in logarithmic color scale. The experimental data
is given to the fitting routine downscaled and with saturated and missing pixels excluded. The third column
shows a 2D projection of the electronic density of the reconstruction onto the detector plane (the plane orthogonal to the beam propagation direction). The last three
columns are 3D renderings of the same reconstruction,
seen from three different points of view to highlight the
main features of the sample. For visualization purposes,
the renderings are artificially illuminated with white light
from the side that faces the incoming beam, while the opposite side, facing the detector, is lit-up in red. We note
that the final number of facets in the reconstructions is,
in most cases, much lower than 30, as initially given to
the fitting routine. The facets that are not required to
define the sample morphology are automatically placed
by the fitting algorithm in a position that has no effect
on the final retrieved shape.
The examples from Fig. 2a to Fig. 2e depict a selection
out of the majority of shapes in our data set with architectures that can be directly related to known nanopar-
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FIG. 2. Fitting results. Each subfigure
from a) to j) is made of six columns. The
first column is the experimental diffraction
pattern (logarithmic color scale). The second is the retrieved diffraction pattern (logarithmic color scale). The third column is
a 2D projection of the reconstruction on
the plane orthogonal to the beam propagation direction. The last three columns
are 3D renderings of the reconstruction result. There, the sample is illuminated with
white light from the beam side, and with
red light from the detector side. For a discussion on the single subfigures, please refer
to the main text.

ticle motifs. Truncated octahedra in Fig. 2a and Fig.
2b and twinned truncated tetrahedra in Fig. 2c and Fig.
2d with different truncation positions can be identified.
Additionally, we find simple truncated tetrahedra with
a strongly truncated tip, like the one shown in Fig. 2e,
which have not been identified in our previous experi-

ment [8]. The features in the retrieved structures underline the importance of the specific degree of truncation,
which yields remarkably different architectures for the
same structural motifs. The clear advantage of 3D imaging can be well appreciated by comparing the 2D projections (3rd column) in Fig. 2d and 2e with the 3D ren-
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derings (last columns). Due to unfortunate orientations,
the symmetries of the structures can be barely identified
from those 2D projections. As this is the only information that can be derived from iterative phase retrieval,
the examples demonstrate that the structural properties
are in many cases hardly accessible via small-angle scattering.
The second group of results, from Fig. 2f to Fig. 2j,
are rare or unique examples from the dataset. Fig. 2f is a
relatively large triangular platelet which still recalls the
triangular motif of the truncated tetrahedron in Fig. 2e.
Fig. 2g also shows a retrieved nanocrystal that resembles the truncated tetrahedron. However, a small defect
is present, visible on the lower side of the renderings,
where a main facet is made up of two, differently oriented planes. The most pronounced effect is the deformation of the base of the truncated tetrahedron, which
is no more a perfectly equilateral triangle. The retrieved
architecture in Fig 2h, which resembles in its main features the shape in Fig 2c, actually presents two broken
symmetries. Here, the twinned tetrahedron is elongated
in one direction and the truncation level of the tips is
different on the two sides. Finally, Fig. 2i and 2j show
examples for strongly asymmetric samples. The sample
depicted in Fig. 2i exhibits two different structural motifs. On one side, it resembles an octahedral structure
like the one shown in Fig. 2b, while on the opposite side
a large hexagonal facet arises, similarly to the structure
shown in Fig. 2h. Instead, it is hard to highlight any
symmetry for the reconstruction shown in Fig. 2j, aside
from a rough resemblance to a tetrahedral shape similar
to Fig. 2e and 2g.

B.

Extension to more complex morphologies

When creating large nanoclusters, the formation of agglomerates [32] is a well-known phenomenon that affects
a considerable fraction of the experimental data [7]. The
presence of silver cluster agglomerates was documented
in previous experiments, but the respective diffraction
data were excluded from the analysis so far, due to the
inability to perform a shape retrieval with the highly constrained models [8]. For the analysis of patterns resulting
from agglomerates, we allow the presence of multiple convex shapes properly positioned in space in a single shape
model. From the numerical point of view, the optimization task becomes highly challenging, as the amount of
unknowns to retrieve scales with the amount of crystals,
with the addition of the three, randomly initialized, coordinates that define the relative position of each convex
shape. Therefore we compose each nanoparticle of a total
of 30 facets and preset the number of nanocrystals that
compose an agglomerate a priori.
A selection of the most interesting reconstructions of
agglomerates is shown in Fig. 3. The subfigures are
following the scheme of Fig. 2. Fig. 3a to Fig. 3e
show agglomerates made of two subclusters, while the

FIG. 3. Fitting results for silver nanocrystal agglomerates.
Each subfigure from a) to h) is organized as Fig. 2.

reconstructions from Fig. 3f to Fig. 3h are composed of
three. We observe in general, that the structural motifs
are clearly identifiable for individual clusters above 50 nm
in size. For smaller subclusters, the architecture does
not present, in most cases, clear symmetries or motifs,
hinting towards a possible stagnation of the optimization
procedure in a local optimum, due to a number of possible reasons. First, the scattering signal is dominated by
the bigger clusters in the same agglomerate. Second, the
crystal itself may not present a clear structure, similar
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to what is observed for Fig. 2i and Fig. 2j. Third, the
size of the single facets could be below the actual resolution limit of the diffraction data (see Sec. III for further
discussion). Most of the agglomerates turn out to be
composed of individual crystals whose structural motifs
were also identified in reconstructions of individual clusters (Fig. 2). However, some cases show peculiar features
that raise the need for further discussion. We note that
the bigger nanoparticle in Fig. 3b is close to an ideal
icosahedron. While this architecture was not identified
among the single nanoparticle patterns obtained in our
experiment, the shape was repeatedly observed in previous experiments [8]. Further, the larger structure in Fig.
3e is peculiar, as it recalls the morphology of a trigonal
platelet (see Fig. 2f) with a strong truncation in one direction. The reconstruction shown in Fig. 3h can be considered somewhat surprising. We find an agglomerate of
three nanoparticles resembling the shape of a dumbbell,
with two small clusters of around 20 nm in size connected
by a central column-shaped crystallite, which is the only
observation of a more one-dimensional structure in our
data set.

III.

DISCUSSION

The great variety of structural motifs found in the
wide-angle diffraction patterns of large silver nanoclusters, as presented in Fig. 2 and Fig. 3, generally agrees
well with previous observations [8]. In many cases, the
observed structural motifs do not correspond to the energetic ground state structures of silver clusters in this
size regime, but instead give evidence of a kinematically governed growth process that gets stuck in energy minima of small seed structures in the early phase
of growth [8]. These meta-stable shapes together with
the reconstructed architectures of the agglomerates provide a unique insight into the formation process of metal
nanoparticles in the gas phase [32].
We want to underline the fact that the threedimensional information proves to be crucial for structure
determination. In many cases, the retrieved 3D architectures unveil regularities that are neither intuitively expected from rather asymmetric diffraction patterns, nor
easily discernible from the 2D projection of the sample
density, highlighting the huge advantage gained by accessing the third spatial dimension from single diffraction
images. We further note that the ability of the approach
to retrieve highly regular architectures such as the almost
perfect icosahedron in Fig. 3b or the trigonal platelet in
Fig. 2e is somewhat striking, as the imaging procedure
does not favor any symmetry. Thus, the manifestation
of these symmetries can be considered as a first strong
indication of the quality of our imaging results. In addition, the three-dimensional reconstructions shown in Fig.
2 and Fig. 3 exhibit details that go well beyond the theoretical resolution limit of the diffraction data, raising
questions about their reliability and effective resolution.

The apparent hyper-resolution is however only surprising at first glance. It arises from the presence of constraints in the definition of the shapes. In analogy, the
distance of two slits can be inferred in a double slit experiment to a degree much better than the theoretical resolution limit, while the deviations of the openings from a
smooth rectangular shape could not be determined better
than what the resolution limit suggests. For the discussion of the accuracy of the retrieved shapes, this hyperresolution aspect is somewhat problematic, as it renders
a quantitative evaluation of the spatial resolution and the
reconstruction quality very difficult. Further, in the literature, a practical demonstration of the existence of a
unique solution to the 3D imaging problem from single
shots is still lacking. Recently, it has been theoretically
shown that a convex morphology has a unique solution
[33], i.e., there is only one convex shape giving rise to a
certain diffraction pattern. This can be seen as a strong
argument for the uniqueness of the single-particle reconstructions presented in Fig. 2. However, this possibly
safe regime is clearly left when attempting the reconstruction of agglomerated particles.
To approach the open questions of uniqueness, reliability and resolution, in the following we provide two
perspectives for discussion by (i) comparing 2D projections from our 3D reconstructions with the 2D densities
obtained from well-established iterative phase retrieval
using the small-angle part of the diffraction patterns and
by (ii) performing a statistical analysis of the convergence
properties of the 3D fitting routine.

A.

Comparison with iterative phase retrieval

In Fig. 4, for three exemplary shapes, the 2D density
projections from the corresponding three-dimensional
structures are compared to 2D reconstructions derived
via conventional iterative phase retrieval (IPR) [34] from
only the small-angle part of the patterns (full and restricted small angle area up to 15° are highlighted on the
left of Fig. 4). The results of the two different methods
show an excellent agreement within the limited resolution of the IPR, thus strongly confirming the reliability
of our results. The resolution of the reconstructed realspace density distribution via IPR is inherently defined
by the maximum transferred momentum vector at 15°,
leading to a corresponding pixel size of 9 nm. In contrast, the resolution of the projected 3D shape appears
to be much higher, even more than the theoretical limit of
the full pattern of 5 nm. As discussed above, this apparent hyper-resolution results from the constraints introduced by the shape definition via facets. Any deviation
from this assumed shape, e.g. surface roughness or local features smaller than the resolution limit, will not be
resolved.
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FIG. 4. Comparison of 3D fitting with 2D iterative phase
retrieval. The comparison is performed on the experimental
data presented in Fig. 2b, Fig. 2e and Fig. 3c. The sample
diffraction pattern on the left is overlaid by an orange box,
that indicates how the diffraction data was cut, in order to
select only small angle scattering signal on which imaging via
phase retrieval algorithms was performed.

B.

Uniqueness and Consistency

In order to test up to which level our results can be
considered unique, it is possible to perform a statistical analysis on a set of independent reconstructions of
the same diffraction data. In Fig. 5, the results for the
same three shapes shown in Fig. 4 are presented. For
each structure, 20 independent imaging procedures were
carried out, starting from randomly initialized facet coordinates. From the resulting 3D structures, the average
density ρavg was computed. Individual reconstructions
are constrained to have sharp edges, i.e., they present a
sudden transition between the internal density and the
vacuum. However, average density distribution will not
exhibit an instantaneous transition from the sample to
the vacuum any more, because of the variations between
the different independent reconstructions. For each point
on the average reconstruction’s edge, the transition width
is computed, defined as the length of the transition from
10 % to 90 % of the average density profile along the surface normal. For visualization, the transition width is
color-coded onto the structure surface.
Fig. 5 is a strong proxy for the stability of the fitting
approach in two aspects: the entity of the reconstruction
uncertainty is quantified, and we can investigate how this
uncertainty is distributed. First, for all three cases the
transition width is much smaller than the cluster size.
Second, its spatial distribution strongly varies, depending
on the structures but also on the facet orientations in
respect to the FEL beam. For the individual crystals
(Fig. 5a and Fig. 5b), the maximum transition width
is observed on those facets oriented perpendicular to the
beam. In fact, the information about the placement of
these facets is mostly encoded by the transfer momenta
along the beam propagation direction, and thus encoded
in the diffraction signal with a lower resolution.
The same considerations apply for the analysis on the

FIG. 5. Analysis of the reconstruction stability. In a) and b),
two reconstructed samples of single nanoparticles are shown
for three different orientations. These reconstructions are the
average of 20 independent fitting procedures. The orientations are indicated by the arrows on the upper row that show
the beam propagation direction. For each point on the surface, a transition width is assigned through a colormap, whose
scale is indicated on the right. The given value is a measure
for the stability of the reconstruction process. In c), the same
analysis is presented for a nanocrystal agglomerate.

nanocrystal agglomerate in Fig. 5c. Here, in addition, an
area of relatively high transition width (and thus uncertainty) is concentrated around the contact zone of the two
nanocrystals. This effect can be explained by two factors.
First, the computation of the transition width where the
sample’s thickness approaches zero is ill-defined. Second, the contact point is in a concavity area: in such
a situation, even tiny variations of the position of the
facets close to the contact point have a strong effect over
the size and positioning of the interface between the two
nanoparticles.
Overall, the examples in Fig. 5 reveal up to which detail the fitting result can be trusted, and highlight the
degree of uniqueness and stability of the reconstructions.
In particular, this analysis reveals uncertainties in the
reconstructions that are mostly well below the 5 nm and
18 nm provided by the detected scattering signal on the
orthogonal plane and in the depth direction, respectively.
Nevertheless, we remark that this confidence level should
not be interpreted as the achieved spatial resolution of
our fitting approach, because the presence of constraints
introduces a strong bias that prevents a completely independent, voxel-by-voxel, resolution analysis.
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IV.

SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

We have developed a procedure for 3D Coherent
Diffractive Imaging of faceted nanoparticles employing
single-shot wide-angle scattering patterns. Our analysis is based on a forward-fitting approach, where a
parametrized description of the sample architecture is
fitted to the experimental data. The new aspect of our
method is the use of a highly generic sample parametrization, which can describe any uniform and convex sample architecture. In contrast to previous works, this
feature allows to retrieve the morphology of an individual nanoparticle without constraining any symmetry,
thus highly reducing the bias towards certain shapes and
enormously extending the applicability of the imaging
method. The results obtained for silver nanoparticles,
imaged at 5.1 nm radiation wavelength, reveal details
and geometries compatible with previous experiments,
along with architectures that have not been reported so
far. The imaging method is extended to the analysis
of diffraction patterns from nanocrystals agglomerates,
potentially yielding a unique insight into their formation
process. Statistical considerations on the reconstructions
suggest a confidence level of the results that is well above
the spatial resolution theoretically provided by the wideangle scattering images. Furthermore, the optimization
scheme does not depend on the specific parameterization
and can, in principle, be extended to any other sample
model.
The importance of this work, however, goes well beyond the presented reconstructions. While our demonstration focuses on faceted shapes, the optimization
scheme allows for the exploration of different sample
parametrizations, which will enable the study of arbitrary, even more complex structures, like complicated agglomerates or heterogenous nanoparticles as well as dynamical processes via time-resolved CDI. Although the
actual resolution achieved and the limitations of our
imaging approach remain to be fully defined and understood, the results presented here are a clear indication that reliable and quantitative 3D single-particle CDI
from single wide-angle diffraction patterns is possible,
at least under the conditions presented. The results of
this work open up possibilities for wide-angle CDI that
remained unexplored so far and provide an important
building block for free-electron laser science towards a
real 3D movie of dynamical processes at the nanoscale.

V.
A.

METHODS

Experimental data

The experimental data [30] treated in this manuscript
were acquired at the CAMP endstation [35] of the Freeelectron LASer in Hamburg (FLASH) [36]. Isolated silver
nanoparticles of 70 nm average size (equivalent to around
107 silver atoms) are produced by a gas aggregation clus-

FIG. 6. Example of a scattering pattern. The pattern colormap is in logarithmic scale. Dotted circles indicate the scattering angles on the detector area, for 10◦ , for 20◦ and for 30◦ .
The corresponding values for the transferred momentum |q|
are also shown. The upper right inset shows peculiar features
of the pnCCD detector, highlighting a rectangular defective
area, excluded from the analysis, and noise. In the lowerright inset, pixels where the detector is saturated are shown
in yellow. The horizontal blue stripe results from the physical separation of 5.9 mm of the two detectors halves. Two
notches are visible close to the center: their role is to reduce
the risk of hitting the detector with the main X-ray beam.

ter source, based on the Haberland magnetron sputtersource design [30, 37], where large nano-crystals grow by
coagulation of small clusters formed in gas phase from supersaturated metallic vapor. The FEL was tuned to yield
a photon energy of 243 eV, equivalent to a wavelength of
5.1 nm, with pulse duration between 70 and 120 fs. The
FEL beam intercepts the silver nanoparticles in front
of a scattering pnCCD detector [38], composed by two
halves with 1024 × 512 pixel resolution with a pixel size
of 75 µm×75 µm. The detector was positioned to record
scattered light for full 2π azimuth up to 30◦ scattering
angle, equivalent to a maximum transfer momentum of
0.64 nm−1 , as shown in Fig. 6. A total of 80 diffraction
patterns provided sufficient signal to be analyzed.

B.

The sample model

The sample’s description for this work is conveniently
chosen to match the properties of silver nanoparticles [8].
The shape is formed by Np planes, as depicted in Fig. 1.
Each plane is defined by the coordinates of its point closest to the origin, Pn = {xn , yn , zn }. In such a way, any
plane not containing the origin can be uniquely identified. The volume enclosed by the Np planes, Vs , defines
the sample’s spatial extension. The optical properties of
the sample are assumed to be uniform within Vs , i.e., the
3D spatial distribution of the refractive index n(x, y, z)
has a constant value n0 in Vs , while it is set to 1 outside. Such a model can describe any sample that (i)
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does not have concavities, (ii) is homogeneous and (iii)
has sharp boundaries. While these conditions fit well to
the structural properties of silver nanocrystals [8], they
are ill-suited for many other types of morphologies, such
as distorted droplets, for which different parametrization
basis sets may be chosen, e.g. expansion in spherical
harmonics as described in Ref. [31]. For further considerations about the sample model, see the Supplemental
Material.

C.

The optimization task

Our imaging approach is based on the so-called forward
fitting, where the free parameters are tuned to optimize
the similarity between the simulated and the experimental pattern. The latter is downscaled through an 8x8
pixel binning, to speed up the simulation time [31] without having impact on the reconstruction quality, as long
as the oversampling condition is met [16]. In our case,
the similarity is encoded in the optimization target, which
exp
has to be minimized via a suitable algorithm. Given Iij
the matrix that contains the intensity values of the experimental diffraction pattern, the optimization target E
is defined as:
E(~
p) =

X

exp
sim
Iij
− Iij
(~
p)

(1)

i,j

This equation defines the metric used to calculate the
distance between the simulated pattern I sim and the experimental one I exp . I sim and consequently the target E
are functions of the vector p~, which contains all the parameters that are subject to the optimization procedure.
First, p~ contains the 3Np coordinates of the Np planes.
Additionally, it encodes the complex refractive index n,
expressed as 1 − δ + iβ, where δ and β are allowed to
assume values in the range of ±30 % of their tabulated
value of 0.01 and 0.003 respectively [39]. Finally, p~ includes four additional numbers: two of them are the x
and y coordinates of the center of the diffraction pattern
(which can vary by up to ± 2 pixel from shot to shot due
to slightly different pointing directions of the FEL), one
is a global offset value in the diffraction data (to account
for white background noise of the pnCCD detector) and
the last is a normalization factor.
For the analysis of clusters agglomerates, a number Ns
of faceted shapes are considered. Each of the Ns shape
has its own set of facets and refractive index. Furthermore, each additional shape requires the three spatial
coordinates for its relative positioning. Thus, the total
amount of free parameters Nf involved in the fitting can
be expressed by the following formula:
Nf = (3Np + 2) · Ns + 3 · (Ns − 1) + 4 .

(2)

For individual nanocrystals (Ns = 1) imaged with 30
facets (Np = 30), the number of parameters involved in

the optimization is Nf = 96. This number raises up to
191 and 286 for agglomerates composed by two and three
subcrystals respectively.
Thanks to the relatively small variation from unity
of the silver’s refractive index at 243eV, the simulated
pattern I sim as function of the parameters p~ can be obtained through a fast approximate simulation method,
called Scatman [31], capable of providing a simulated
pattern in few milliseconds. Despite the availability of
a fast simulation tool, the optimization of E(~
p) is still
highly challenging, and a single reconstruction requires
between 30 minutes and 2 hours to be completed on a
consumer computing hardware equipped with a high-end
GPU accelerator [31]. The ad-hoc optimization strategy
employed in this work belongs to the family of Memetic
Algorithms [40, 41]. These algorithms merge stochastic and deterministic optimization techniques, aiming at
combining their strengths. In particular, a differential
genetic algorithm [42] is combined with a simplex-based
Nelder-Mead algorithm [43].

Data availability

The analysis software has been made available online
[44]. The experimental data analyzed during the current
study are available from the corresponding authors on
reasonable request.
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André Guinier, Gérard Fournet, and Kenneth L Yudowitch. Small-angle scattering of x-rays. 1955.
David Sayre. Some implications of a theorem due to
shannon. Acta Crystallographica, 5(6):843–843, 1952.
C Fienup and J Dainty. Phase retrieval and image reconstruction for astronomy. Image recovery: theory and
application, 231:275, 1987.
Stefano Marchesini, H He, Henry N Chapman, Stefan P
Hau-Riege, Aleksandr Noy, Malcolm R Howells, Uwe
Weierstall, and John CH Spence. X-ray image reconstruction from a diffraction pattern alone. Physical Review B, 68(14):140101, 2003.
ND Loh, Christina Y Hampton, Andrew V Martin,
Dmitri Starodub, Raymond G Sierra, Anton Barty, Andrew Aquila, Joachim Schulz, Lukas Lomb, Jan Steinbrener, et al. Fractal morphology, imaging and mass
spectrometry of single aerosol particles in flight. Nature,
486(7404):513–517, 2012.
E Pedersoli, ND Loh, F Capotondi, CY Hampton,
RG Sierra, D Starodub, C Bostedt, J Bozek, AJ Nelson,
M Aslam, et al. Mesoscale morphology of airborne core–
shell nanoparticle clusters: X-ray laser coherent diffraction imaging. Journal of Physics B: Atomic, Molecular
and Optical Physics, 46(16):164033, 2013.
Jianwei Miao, Chien-Chun Chen, Changyong Song,
Yoshinori Nishino, Yoshiki Kohmura, Tetsuya Ishikawa,
Damien Ramunno-Johnson, Ting-Kuo Lee, and Subhash H Risbud. Three-dimensional gan- ga 2 o 3 core
shell structure revealed by x-ray diffraction microscopy.

Author contribution statements

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]
[16]
[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

10
Physical review letters, 97(21):215503, 2006.
[22] Huaidong Jiang, Changyong Song, Chien-Chun Chen,
Rui Xu, Kevin S Raines, Benjamin P Fahimian, ChienHung Lu, Ting-Kuo Lee, Akio Nakashima, Jun Urano,
et al. Quantitative 3d imaging of whole, unstained cells
by using x-ray diffraction microscopy. Proceedings of
the National Academy of Sciences, 107(25):11234–11239,
2010.
[23] Ida V Lundholm, Jonas A Sellberg, Tomas Ekeberg,
Max F Hantke, Kenta Okamoto, Gijs van der Schot,
Jakob Andreasson, Anton Barty, Johan Bielecki, Petr
Bruza, et al. Considerations for three-dimensional image reconstruction from experimental data in coherent
diffractive imaging. IUCrJ, 5(5):531–541, 2018.
[24] ND Loh, Michael J Bogan, Veit Elser, Anton Barty,
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