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Abstract

The ability to understand and ultimately con-
trol the transformations and properties of var-
ious nanoscale systems, from proteins to syn-
thetic nanomaterial assemblies, hinges on the
ability to directly elucidate their dynamics
on their characteristic length and time scales.
Here, we use MHz X-ray photon correlation
spectroscopy (XPCS) to directly elucidate the
characteristic microsecond-dynamics of den-

sity fluctuations of semiconductor nanocrystals
(NCs), not only in a colloidal dispersion but
also in a liquid phase consisting of densely
packed, yet mobile, NCs with no long-range or-
der. By carefully disentangling X-ray induced
effects, we find the wavevector-dependent fluc-
tuation rates in the liquid phase are suppressed
relative to those in the colloidal phase and to
those in experiments and hydrodynamic theo-
ries of densely packed repulsive particles. We
show that the suppressed rates are due to a
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substantial decrease in the self-diffusion of NCs
in the liquid phase, which we attribute to ex-
plicit attractive interactions. Via comparison
with simulations, we find that the extracted
strength of the attractions explains the stability
of the liquid phase, in contrast to the gelation
observed via XPCS in many other charged col-
loidal systems. This work opens the door to
elucidating fast, condensed phase dynamics in
a variety of complex fluids and other nanoscale
soft matter systems, such as densely packed
proteins and non-equilibrium self-assembly pro-
cesses.

Keywords:

complex fluids, hydrodynamics, nanocrystals,
coherent X-ray scattering, liquid phase dynam-
ics, correlation spectroscopy

Understanding the dynamics of systems on
their characteristic time- and length scales en-
ables control over important system properties.
For example, the fluctuations of microscopic pa-
rameters of a system, such as the density field
or velocity of a particle, encode transport prop-
erties of the system like the diffusion coeffi-
cient.1 Knowledge of the dependence of trans-
port properties on experimentally accessible
control parameters thus enables direct control
over system properties. One important exam-
ple of this connection is understanding how the
diffusivity of particles in a colloidal suspension
changes as a function of the interactions be-
tween the particles and their concentration.2–4

While much work as gone into understanding
the hydrodynamic, i.e., solvent-mediated, inter-
actions of model systems, such as ensembles of
repulsive spheres,5–9 the interactions between
particles in complex fluids (nanocrystal assem-
blies, proteins, polymers, etc.) are often more
complicated and difficult to predict due to the
many-body nature of their interactions. Under-
standing and ultimately controlling the interac-
tions between particles in these complex fluids
requires directly elucidating their dynamics on
their characteristic time- and length scales.

Measuring the dynamics of many complex
fluid systems is challenging due to their small
length scales (nm) and fast time scales (µs).
Typically, the dynamics associated with trans-
lational, vibrational, or rotational motion of
micron-scale particles are measured in the time-
domain with optical scattering or optical mi-
croscopy techniques.10–15 For atomic systems,
these dynamics are measured in the frequency
domain using inelastic X-ray or neutron scat-
tering techniques that are limited to ns or
shorter time scales.16 MHz X-ray photon cor-
relation spectroscopy (XPCS) at the European
X-ray free electron laser (XFEL) offers the abil-
ity to measure dynamics on microsecond time
scales,17,18 filling an important time scale gap
present with previously available techniques.
XPCS is a time-domain coherent X-ray scat-
tering technique that measures density fluctu-
ations in reciprocal space.6,16,19–23 In order to
generate high enough signal-to-noise ratio in
the scattered signal, high intensity X-rays are
required, which in turn can damage a sample
and influence its dynamics.9,18,24 As a result,
special care is required to understand and mini-
mize X-ray induced effects when using XPCS.25

Despite the fast time- and short length scales
of nanoscale systems, we directly elucidate the
dynamics associated with density fluctuations
of few-nanometer-diameter charged semicon-
ductor nanocrystals (NCs) as a function of their
volume fraction and interaction strength using
MHz XPCS. By changing the ionic strength
of the dispersing solution, we tune the elec-
trostatic repulsion between the charged NCs,
thereby controlling the strength of their inter-
actions. As a result, we are able to generate
both stable colloidal and liquid phases.26,27 The
liquid phase consists of densely packed, mobile
NCs with no long-range order. By develop-
ing analysis methods for the X-ray scattering
data, we carefully disentangle the intrinsic dy-
namics of the NCs in the colloidal and liquid
phases from the X-ray induced effects on the
system. In combination with theoretical meth-
ods, we extract the self-diffusion coefficient1 of
the NCs as a function of their volume fraction
and interaction strength and find that the self-
diffusion coefficient of the liquid-phase NCs is
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suppressed relative to that of hard spheres7 and
charged spheres7 at the same volume fraction.
We show that this suppression can be explained
through explicit attractive interactions between
the NCs, and we extract the strength of their
interactions via direct comparison with simu-
lations. The strength of this attraction (∼1.5
kBT ) explains the stability of this liquid phase
and why these NCs avoid arrest or gelation fol-
lowing quenches from the colloidal phase, which
has important implications for the assembly of
these NCs into ordered arrays for optoelectronic
applications.26–33 The combination of experi-
ment, analysis, theory, and simulation enables
us to determine the transport properties and
interactions of NCs in this system, and simi-
lar approaches should be able to directly eluci-
date similar properties of other complex fluids,
such as polymer systems34,35 and proteins un-
der physiological, cellular conditions.24,36

Disentangling the intrinsic dynamics
of colloidal and liquid-phase charged
NCs. To determine the interactions be-
tween NCs in complex fluid phases, we
study 5.8±0.3 nm diameter PbS NCs coated
with K4Sn2S6 ligands dispersed in a mix-
ture of N-methylformamide (NMF) and N,N-
dimethylformamide (DMF) at volume fractions
of ∼0.001 to 0.02.26 In addition to studying the
NCs in the colloidal phase, we generate a NC
liquid phase consisting of densely packed NCs
by quenching the system via addition of excess
K3AsS4 salt solution. The salt screens the elec-
trostatic repulsion stabilizing the NCs in the
colloidal phase and results in overall attractive
interactions between NCs.27 To measure the
structure and dynamics of NCs in the colloidal
and liquid phases, we use MHz XPCS at the
Materials Imaging and Dynamics (MID) instru-
ment at the European XFEL (Figures 1, S1).
The NC solutions in thin-walled borosilicate
capillaries scatter X-rays generated from pulse
trains consisting of Ntrain = 50 ultrafast (∼50
fs pulse width), spatially coherent X-ray pulses
at a 2.2 MHz repetition rate onto the adaptive
gain integrated pixel detector37 (AGIPD) lo-
cated 7 m from the sample plane. Examples of
detector images are shown in Figure 2a. By
azimuthally integrating the detector images, we

obtain one-dimensional SAXS patterns, I(q),
which describe the intensity of scattered X-rays
as a function of wavevector transfer, q (Figure
2b, Figure S2). By fitting the SAXS patterns
to models of colloidal and liquid phases (see
Methods), we extract the size distribution of
the NCs as well as the volume fraction of NCs
in the liquid phase, which is 0.3 for the example
in Figure 2b.
To obtain the characteristic dynamics asso-

ciated with density fluctuations of the NCs,
we calculate two-time correlation functions,
C(q, t1, t2), according to

C(q, t1, t2) =
⟨δI(q, t1)δI(q, t2)⟩sp
⟨I(q, t1)⟩sp⟨I(q, t2)⟩sp

,

where δI(q, t1) = I(q, t1)−⟨I(q, t1)⟩sp and ⟨...⟩sp
denotes an average over speckles in the same
region of interest on the detector correspond-
ing to the value of q. The two-time correla-
tion functions C(q, t1, t2) were calculated over
the 50 pulses within each pulse train and then
averaged across all pulse trains for each sam-
ple experiment (see Methods). Examples of
C(q, t1, t2) for the NCs in the colloidal and liq-
uid phases are shown in Figure 3a. The dis-
tance along the diagonal of the plots in Figure
3a indicates the age, t, of the sample within
the pulse train, where t = (t1 + t2)/2. In other
words, t indicates how many pulses the sample
has sustained. Following the value of C(q, t1, t2)
as it extends perpendicular to the diagonal pro-
vides the decay of the correlation function at
a fixed age (fixed value of t). The antidiag-
onal decay of C(q, t1, t2) is also seen to de-
pends on t, indicating that the sample dynam-
ics are changing as more X-ray pulses within
a pulse train have interacted with the sample.
To quantify these dynamics, we calculate au-
tocorrelation functions, g(2), from C(q, t1, t2) at
a fixed average sample age, t̄. In other words,
we compute g(2)(q, τ, t̄)−1 = C(q, t1, t2), where
τ = t2 − t1 and the overbar on the two-time
correlation function indicates an average over
times t1 and t2 at constant t̄, i.e., averaging
the terms in C(q, t1, t2) along lines parallel to
the t1 = t2 diagonal with the constraint that
the average value of (t1 + t2)/2 of all of the
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Figure 1: Schematic of MHz XPCS experiment. Ultrafast X-ray pulses are delivered to the sample
consisting of a solution of NCs in a glass capillary. As the NCs fluctuate in solution, they scatter
the X-rays onto the AGIPD detector that is timed to the incident X-ray pulses. The X-ray pulses
are structured in pulse “trains,” consisting of Ntrain pulses at a 2.2 MHz repetition rate. In this
schematic, Ntrain = 5, but in the experiments, Ntrain = 50. The first pulse in each pulse train
is separated by 100 ms from the first pulse in the preceding pulse train. Correlation analysis
is performed within each pulse train and then averaged over the ∼100s of pulse trains within a
measurement.

Figure 2: Static scattering of NCs in colloidal and liquid phases. a. Two-dimensional images on the
AGIPD at European XFEL of scattering from NCs in the colloidal (top) and quenched (bottom)
phases. b. Background-subtracted one-dimensional SAXS patterns, I(q), of NCs in the colloidal
(top) and quenched (bottom) phases (black data points). Fits (red) of colloidal (green) and liquid
(blue) models to the SAXS pattern are shown as solid curves.
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points used in the overbar average is constant.
Autocorrelation functions for a series of val-
ues of q using averages over the first 10 X-ray
pulses (0 ≤ t ≤ 8.86 µs) in each pulse train
corresponding to t̄ = 4.43 µs are shown via
the points plotted in Figure 3b, each set of
which is fit to a decaying exponential function
(see below). The autocorrelation functions of
the colloidal and liquid phases decay faster at
higher q values, and they decay more slowly in
the liquid phase than the colloidal phase. We
ascribe the dynamics of the quenched state to
the NCs in the liquid phase since the scattering
from the liquid phase is ∼1 order of magnitude
larger than that of the colloidal phase at the q
values over which the correlation analysis was
performed. We were not able to obtain use-
ful autocorrelation functions at q values larger

than ∼0.030 Å
−1

in the colloidal phase due to
the decorrelation rates of the autocorrelation
functions exceeding the instrumental limitation
set by the X-ray pulse repetition rate of 2.2
MHz. We were unable to obtain meaningful
autocorrelation functions for the liquid phase
at higher q values due to the q−4 drop off in
signal strength.
The autocorrelation functions vary as a func-

tion of t̄ (see Figure S3a). To extract the
rate at which density fluctuations decorrelate,
we fit an exponential model,38 g(2)(q, τ, t̄) =
1 + β(q) exp[−2Γ(q, t̄)τ ] (solid curves in Fig-
ure 3b), to the autocorrelation functions and
obtain Γ(q, t̄) (see Methods for more informa-
tion). The speckle contrast, β(q), in the fits
in Figure 3 is fixed based on the average of
the direct calculation of the speckle contrast,
i.e., C(q, t1, t1), of hundreds of individual im-
ages (see Methods). To obtain the decor-
relation rate associated with the unperturbed
NC dynamics, we extrapolate Γ(q, t̄) to t̄ → 0
(Figure S3b). The experimentally-determined
rates, Γ(q, t̄ = 4.43 µs) (open circles) and
Γ(q, t̄ → 0) (closed circles), are shown in Fig-
ure 3c in relation to the static structure fac-
tor, Si(q) = 1

N
⟨ρiqρi−q⟩, for each of the colloidal

(i = c) and liquid (i = ℓ) phases, where N is the
total number of NCs in the X-ray beam and ρiq
are the Fourier components of the NC density:
ρiq =

∑
n e

−iq·rin for location of NC n in phase

i, rin. Here, Sc(q) and Sℓ(q) describe the mod-
ulation in the scattered X-ray intensity due to
the spatial arrangement of NCs in the colloidal
and liquid phases, respectively. We find Sc(q)
= 1 (Figure 3c, black data points), indicating
the NCs are far apart and do not interact with
one another in the colloidal phase, as expected.
The liquid phase structure factor, Sℓ(q), has a

distinct peak at q∼0.1 Å
−1

corresponding to a
nearest-neighbor distance between NCs in the
liquid phase of ∼6.3 nm (Figure 3c, blue data
points). The decorrelation rates, Γ(q, t̄ → 0)
and Γ(q, t̄ = 4.43 µs) are ∼1 order of magnitude
larger for the colloidal phase than the liquid
phase, and they show a similar q-dependence.
To quantitate these trends, we fit Γ(q, t̄ →

0) to a quadratic function:39 Γ(q, t̄ → 0) =
Di

eff(q)q
2 (solid red curves in Figure 3c), where

Di
eff(q) is an effective diffusion coefficient. We

find ⟨Dc
eff(q)⟩q = 57 µm2/s for the NCs in the

colloidal phase and 5 µm2/s for NCs in the
liquid phase. To extract information about
the diffusivity of NCs in the colloidal and liq-
uid phases, we relate Di

eff(q) to the hydrody-
namic functions, Hc(q) andHℓ(q), viaDi

eff(q) =
D0H

i(q)/Si(q).3,40 Here, D0 is the self-diffusion
coefficient of dilute NCs and

H i(q) = ⟨ 1

ND0q2

N∑
m,n=1

q·Di
mn·q exp [iq · (rm − rn)]⟩,

where Di
mn is a diffusivity tensor that relates

the hydrodynamic force on NC n to the trans-
lational velocity of NC m. The function H i(q)
encodes the direct interparticle interactions be-
tween NCs as well as the hydrodynamic, i.e.,
solvent-mediated, interactions between NCs,
and is a many-body function that depends on
all of the NCs in the system. To extract H i(q)
from the experimental data, we use the mea-
sured structure factors of the colloidal (Sc(q))
and liquid (Sℓ(q)) phases, the fitted values of
Di

eff(q), and D0 obtained from dynamic light
scattering (DLS) measurements of the NCs at
a volume fraction of 0.0002 (Figure S4). There
is no evidence of hydrodynamic interactions
between the NCs in the colloidal phase, as
Hc(q)=1 (Figure 4a, black data points). We
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Figure 3: Microsecond dynamics associated with density fluctuations of NCs in colloidal and liquid
phases. a. Two-time correlation functions, C(q, t1, t2), for NCs in the colloidal (top) and liquid

(bottom) phases at q = 0.016 Å
−1
. b. Autocorrelation functions, g(2)(q, τ, t̄ = 4.43 µs) as a function

of q for NCs in the colloidal (top) and liquid (bottom) phases (purple data points). Momentum
transfer q increases from light to dark purple. Solid curves are exponential fits to the data points.
c. Structure factors, Sc(q) and Sℓ(q) (top), and decorrelation rates, Γ(q) (bottom), for NCs in the
colloidal (black) and liquid (blue) phases. Open circles indicate Γ(q, t̄ = 4.43 µs) and solid circles
indicate Γ(q, t̄ → 0). Solid red curves are fits to Γ(q) = ⟨Deff⟩q2. Dashed red curve represents the
decorrelation rate expected for bulk motion of ∼300 nm liquid droplets.
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find the values ofHℓ(q) for the NCs in the liquid
phase (blue data points in Figure 4a), how-
ever, are all below 1, indicating that the hydro-
dynamic interactions slow down the NCmotion.
Despite the influence of the extremely bright

X-ray pulses on the sample, we are able to dis-
entangle the X-ray induced effects from the in-
trinsic NC dynamics. The decorrelation rates
that we extract (Figure 3c) are not due to
concentration fluctuations of NCs in the X-
ray probe volume since these are q-independent
contributions that occur on longer time scales
(see Figure S5), and they are normalized out
in the calculation of C(q, t1, t2). In addition,
the decorrelation rates increase with t̄ in a man-
ner consistent with a first principles calculation
developed by Lehmkuehler et al.18 of the tem-
perature profile surrounding the NCs due to ab-
sorption of X-rays (see Figures S6, S7). As a
result, the NCs behave as if they are diffusing
at a higher temperature, and our extrapolation
procedure enables us to approximate the decor-
relation rates in the absence of this tempera-
ture increase. Furthermore, using the ⟨Dc

eff⟩
= 57 µm2/s obtained for the NCs in the col-
loidal phase, the hydrodynamic diameter pre-
dicted through the Einstein-Smoluchowski re-
lation is 6.2 nm. This value agrees with our
range of expectations based on DLS of the NCs
in the absence of X-ray irradiation (Figure S4)
and the lattice constant of solid ordered arrays
of NCs self-assembled in earlier work.27 In ad-
dition, we estimate the size of individual liquid
droplets to be at least ∼2 orders of magnitude
larger than the individual NCs based on the
low-q features in I(q) (Figure 2b). As a re-
sult, the decorrelation rates we measure of the
liquid phase are not due to bulk motion of liq-
uid droplets, since these occur on much slower
time scales (see Figure 3c, dashed red curve).
Suppressed self-diffusion of liquid-

phase NCs and stability of the liquid
state. Having determined the effective dif-
fusion coefficient and hydrodynamic functions
of NCs in the colloidal and liquid phases, it
is possible to extract more precise informa-
tion about the NC diffusivities. To do so, we
can decompose H i(q) into a self part (terms
where m = n) and distinct part (m ̸= n):

H i(q) = Di
s/D0 + H i

d(q), where Di
s is the

self-diffusion coefficient of the NCs in the sys-
tem and H i

d(q) is a q-dependent term that ap-
proaches 0 as q → ∞. Since our experimental
data and analysis cannot sufficiently approach
q → ∞ to extract Di

s/D0, we instead use the
δγ-method of Beenakur and Mazur41,42 to ap-
proximate H i(q) (solid curves in Figure 4a).
Within the limitations of our q range we find
Hℓ(q) for the NCs in the liquid phase are well-
described by the δγ-method for Hℓ(q), modified
to have a Dℓ

s/D0 value of 0.23 (blue dashed line
in Figure 4a). This value for Dℓ

s/D0 (Figure
4b, red heart) falls below the value predicted
by the δγ-method as well as below experimen-
tally verified values for hard spheres (Figure
4b, black curve) and charged spheres (Figure
4b, purple curve). Given that the NCs are
only an order of magnitude larger than the
surrounding ion and solvent molecules, the NC
solvation shell fluctuations may well play a role
in suppressing the NC self-diffusion, especially
as compared to larger, e.g., micron-sized par-
ticles. Density-density correlations of higher
order than the second-order ones that describe
larger charged spheres may be essential to fully
describe the dynamics of our nanoscale system.
Nevertheless, we postulate that explicit attrac-
tive interactions between the NCs are predom-
inantly responsible for the suppressed value of
Dℓ

s/D0. To test this hypothesis, we performed
molecular dynamics (MD) simulations of NCs
at the same volume fraction as the NCs in the
liquid phase in the experiments. The NCs inter-
act with a Lennard-Jones potential in which the
strength of attractions is given by ϵ. We com-
puted the mean-squared displacement (MSD)
of the NCs as a function of ϵ (Figure 4c) and
find that Ds/D0 decreases as ϵ increases. The
NCs in the simulation have the same value of
Ds/D0 as those in the liquid phase in the ex-
periments for ϵ ∼ 1.5 kBT . This interaction
strength between NCs is consistent with values
predicted from simulations43 of coarse-grained
NCs and explains the stability of this liquid
phase: in contrast to other NC systems follow-
ing a quench out of the colloidal state,44,45 the
relatively shallow interaction strengths of the
present NCs prevent their arrest in a glassy
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Figure 4: Hydrodynamic interactions of NCs as a function of their density and interaction strength.
a. Hydrodynamic functions, H i(q), for NCs in the colloidal (black data points) and liquid (blue
data points) phases. Solid curves are predictions of H i(q) based on the δγ-method of Beenakur
and Mazur with a modified self-diffusion coefficient for NCs in the liquid phase. Dashed blue curve
represents the value of Dℓ

s/D0 that Hℓ(q) approaches as q → ∞. b. Self-diffusion coefficient of
NCs in the colloidal phase at two different volume fractions (red x’s) and NCs in the liquid phase
(red heart). Solid curves are the relationships between Dc

s/D0 and NC volume fraction (ϕc) for
charged spheres7 (purple curve) and hard spheres7 (black curve). c. Self-diffusion coefficient of
NCs interacting via a Lennard-Jones potential as a function of interaction strength, ϵ, at a volume
fraction of 0.3.
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or gel-like state. This stability is crucial for
the self-assembly of these NCs into ordered
structures for optoelectronic applications.26,27

In addition, the value of Di
s/D0 for the NCs

in the colloidal and liquid phases can be used
in rate expressions27,46–48 to predict and ulti-
mately control the self-assembly kinetics, which
is crucial to create defect-free structures. Fur-
ther corroborating the experimental findings
with simulations that also incorporate hydro-
dynamic effects7,49–51 and can extend the q
range over which to compare our system with
models for H i(q), while challenging, will assist
in refining our intuition about the source of
the discrepancy between the properties of the
liquid of NCs and δγ-method prediction.
In summary, we directly elucidate the dy-

namics associated with density fluctuations of
charged semiconductor NCs in both a colloidal
and liquid state using MHz XPCS. Excitingly,
these studies occurred on the characteristic
length- and time scales of the NC constituents,
in contrast to XPCS of molecular or atomic liq-
uids,52 while focusing on an important nanosys-
tem for bottom-up materials design. Upon
isolating the intrinsic dynamics from X-ray-
induced effects, we extract NC self-diffusion co-
efficients for both phases and thus find that NCs
in the liquid phase have hindered motion be-
yond what is predicted for simple models. By
comparing our results with a combination of
analysis, theory, and simulation, we explain this
finding via NC-NC attraction, which also ex-
plains the stability of the liquid state, as com-
pared with the gelation of many other colloidal
systems.
Investigating the microscopic source of the

hydrodynamic interactions that we have discov-
ered in this complex system of electrostatically
stabilized NCs in their multivalent electrolyte
solvent will enable a much greater degree of con-
trol over the interactions between charged NCs
and other charged nanoscale systems. In ad-
dition to direct attractive interactions between
NCs, ion rearrangements necessary to facilitate
NC rearrangements also slow the NC diffusiv-
ity in the liquid state. Exploring higher order
density-density correlations could aid in iden-
tifying the specific role of the ions and sol-

vent molecules in modulating the NC-NC at-
traction and the NC fluctuations. This work
may lead to a deeper molecular understanding
of the enigmatic solvation of the NCs53–55 and
their associated ability to crystallize, in addi-
tion to additional chemical and non-equilibrium
strategies for forming unconventional complex
liquids whose properties will also benefit from
the lens of MHz XPCS. Future advances, espe-
cially in combination with advanced computa-
tion of force fields,56 will lead to an unprece-
dented atomistic picture of complex, multiscale
systems in which the specific role and inter-
play of nano-objects, surrounding ions, solvent
molecules, and their fluctuations will be eluci-
dated.

Methods

Sample preparation. Stock solutions of 5.8
± 0.3 nm PbS NCs with K4Sn2S6 ligands in
N-methylformamide (NMF) and 0.5 M K3AsS4

salt in NMF were prepared following a proce-
dure previously outlined.26,27 In a nitrogen filled
glovebox, ∼50 µLs of a solution of 5.8 nm PbS
NCs with K4Sn2S6 ligands in mixtures of NMF
and N,N-dimethylformamide (DMF) with vary-
ing amounts of K3AsS4 salt were loaded into 0.9
mm outer-diameter borosilicate glass capillar-
ies with 20-micron-thick walls. The capillaries
were sealed and transported to the beamline for
measurement.
SAXS/XPCS experiments. All SAXS/XPCS

data were collected at the Materials Imaging
and Dynamics (MID) instrument at the Euro-
pean XFEL. The X-ray photon energy was 12.3
keV and the sample-to-detector distance was 7
m. The X-ray beam size was ∼2-3 µm (Figure
S7) and typical X-ray pulse energies at the
sample position were ∼2-3 µJ. Capillaries of
PbS NCs at various concentrations dissolved
in mixtures of N-methylformamide and N,N-
dimethylformamide with varying amounts of
K3AsS4 salt were mounted at the beamline for
data collection. The XFEL produced trains
of ultrafast (∼50 fs) spatially coherent X-ray
pulses at a rate of 2.2 MHz. Each pulse train
had 50 pulses. The first pulse of each train is de-
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livered 0.1 s after the first pulse of the previous
pulse train. Two-dimensional X-ray scattering
data were collected and azimuthally integrated
to obtain one-dimensional X-ray scattering pat-
terns, I(q).
Modelling of SAXS patterns. We model

the background-subtracted scattered intensity
as I(q) = Icolloid(q) + Iliquid(q), where Icolloid(q)
is the scattered intensity from dilute, polydis-
perse, hard spheres and Iliquid(q) is the scat-
tered intensity from finite-sized liquid clus-
ters of hard spheres.27,57 Icolloid(q) is given by
P (q), the form factor for hard spheres of ra-
dius r, and has the explicit form P (q, r, σ, c1) =
c1
∫∞
0

|F (q, r)|2V (r)2P (r, σ)dr, where F (q, r) =
3[sin(qr) − qr cos(qr)]/(qr)3, V (r) is the vol-
ume of the hard sphere, P (r, σ) is a Gaus-
sian probability distribution centered at r with
standard deviation σ, and c1 is a number
directly proportional to the number of hard
spheres. For the liquid phase, Iliquid(q) =
P (q)Sliquid(q), where Sliquid(q) is given by the
solution to the Ornstein-Zernicke equation us-
ing the Percus-Yevick closure relation for the
case of hard spheres58–60 plus an additional
q−4 term to describe the scattering at low-q.
To explicitly compute Icolloid(q) and Iliquid(q)
we use xrsdkit (https://github.com/scattering-
central/xrsdkit). To extract S(q) from the ex-
perimentally measured SAXS patterns, we di-
vide I(q) by the best-fit P (q) function.
Correlation analysis. Two-time correla-

tion functions are defined via Cn(q, t1, t2) =
⟨δIn(q,t1)δIn(q,t2)⟩sp
⟨In(q,t1)⟩sp⟨In(q,t2)⟩sp , where δIn(q, t1) = In(q, t1)−
⟨In(q, t1)⟩sp, ⟨...⟩sp denotes an average over
speckles in the same region of interest on
the detector corresponding to the value of q,
and In(q, t1) and In(q, t2) denote the scattered
intensity in pulse train n as a function of
times t1 and t2, which take on values from
0 to 22.15 µs (the duration of a single pulse
train). The parameter n is the index of the
pulse train and it goes from 1 to N , where
N is the total number of pulse trains in a
measurement. C(q, t1, t2, n) is calculated for
each pulse train, n, in a measurement. Ad-
ditional detector artifacts are removed61 by
subtracting XC = (XT−1 + XT+1)/2 from

C(q, t1, t2, n), where XT−1 = (X−1 + XT
−1)/2

and XT+1 = (X+1 + XT
+1)/2. X−1 and X+1

are cross correlation matrices calculated be-
tween intensities in neighboring pulse trains
according to X−1 = ⟨δIn−1(q,t1)δIn(q,t2)⟩sp

⟨In−1(q,t1)⟩sp⟨In(q,t2)⟩sp and

X+1 =
⟨δIn(q,t1)δIn+1(q,t2)⟩sp
⟨In(q,t1)⟩sp⟨In+1(q,t2)⟩sp . C(q, t1, t2) is calcu-

lated by averaging C(q, t1, t2, n)−XC over the
several hundred pulse trains, N , for each sam-
ple: C(q, t1, t2) =

1
N

∑N
n=1 C(q, t1, t2, n) − XC.

The intensity-intensity autocorrelation func-
tion, g(2)(q, τ, t̄), is calculated from C(q, t1, t2)
via g(2)(q, τ, t̄) − 1 = C(q, t1, t2), where τ =
t2 − t1 and the overbar indicates an average
over times t1 and t2 at constant average age,
t̄, where t = (t1 + t2)/2. We calculate inten-
sity autocorrelation functions for different aver-
age ages, t̄. The autocorrelation functions are
fit to the following equation: g(2)(q, τ, t̄) − 1 =
β(q) exp [−2Γ(q, t̄)τ ], where β(q) is the speckle
contrast and Γ(q, t̄) is the rate at which the au-
tocorrelation function decays. β(q) in the fits
in Figure 3 is fixed based on the average of
the direct calculation of the speckle contrast,
i.e., C(q, t1, t1), of hundreds of individual im-
ages (see Figure S8).
Approximations for H i(q). We split H i(q)

into self (Di
s/D0) and distinct (H i

d(q)) parts,
where i=c, ℓ. The δγ-method of Beenakker
and Mazur to approximate H i(q) is an ef-
fective medium approach based on a partial
resummation of many body hydrodynamic in-
teractions.7,41,42 In the standard application
of this method, Di

s/D0 = 2
π

∫∞
0

dy[ sin y
y
]2[1 +

ϕiSγ0(y)]
−1, where y = qσ, σ is the diam-

eter of the NCs, ϕi is the volume fraction
of NCs in phase i, Sγ0(y) = 9

2
[Si(2y)y−1 +

1
2
cos (2y)y−2 + 1

4
sin (2y)y−3 − (sin y)2y−4 −

4(sin y − y cos y)2y−6], and Si(2y) =∫ 2y

0
dt sin t/t. H i

d(q) = 3
2π

∫∞
0

dy′[ sin y′

y′
]2[1 +

ϕiSγ0(y
′)]−1

∫ 1

−1
dµ(1 − µ2)[Si(|q − q′|) − 1],

where µ is the cosine of the angle between q
and q′. The only input to these equations is
the volume fraction of NCs, ϕi, and the struc-
ture factors, Si(q). Higher order corrections
to these approximations would require higher
order correlation functions as input.
Mean-squared displacement simula-

tions. Simulations of NCs were performed
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with an underdamped Langevin dynamics in
the NV T ensemble in a cubic periodic box
using the LAMMPS software.62 NCs were rep-
resented as 500 spherical particles with pairwise
interactions given by a Lennard-Jones poten-
tial: uLJ(r) = 4ϵ[(σ/r)12 − (σ/r)6], where ϵ
is the depth of the interaction potential, σ is
the diameter of the NCs, and r is the center
to center distance between the NCs. At each
value of ϵ, the NCs are first equilibrated at a
volume fraction of ϕ = 0.3 before calculating
the mean-squared displacement. The mean-
squared displacements (Figure S9) are fit to
MSD(t) = 6Dst to obtain the self-diffusion
coefficient, Ds, of the NCs as a function of ϵ.
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