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ABSTRACT. We report an iterative algorithm to retrieve accurate real space information from gas electron diffraction 

measurements with missing data at low momentum transfer. The algorithm is similar to phase retrieval algorithms 

which transform signals back and forth between the signal domain and the Fourier domain and apply constraints to 

retrieve the missing phase. The difference in our case is that the goal is not retrieval of the phase of the diffraction 

signal but the missing data at low momentum transfer, which is necessary for generating the real-space pair distribution 

function. The missing data is a common problem in static and ultrafast gas phase electron diffraction experiments due 

to experimental constraints. We demonstrated successful restoration of the missing data in simulated data and in 

experimentally measured diffraction signals of static and photo-dissociated trifluoroiodomethane and iodobenzene 

molecules.  

 

I. INTRODUCTION. 

Gas phase ultrafast electron diffraction (GUED) has 

demonstrated the capability to determine the structures 

of isolated molecules and to capture their nuclear 

motions during chemical reactions with femtosecond 

and sub-angstrom resolutions [1, 2]. In GUED 

experiments, a pump laser is used to excite the 

molecules and initiate a chemical reaction, and a probe, 

either an electron pulse with a kinetic energy of keV 

[3-7] or MeV [8-11], is used to interrogate the 

evolving structure of the photoexcited molecules. The 

time delay between the laser pulse and electron pulse 

is adjusted by an optical delay line to take a series of 

diffraction patterns, from which the evolving structure 

can be extracted [12].  

The analysis of GUED can be relegated to one-

dimensional (1-D) signals in both the momentum 

transfer and real space domains, allowing for retrieval 

of changes in the interatomic distances of the reacting 

molecules. In this 1-D analysis, the Fourier sine 

transform of the modified diffraction intensity (sM) 

produces the pair distribution function (PDF), which 

gives the interatomic distances, or their changes, in 

real space [5, 13-15]. Two-dimensional (2-D) 

diffraction signals captured by GUED have been used 

to obtain additional information about molecular 

reactions, such as the determination of interatomic 

distances and bond angles of molecules in the ground 

state [16-18], measurement of atom-pair angular 

distributions [4, 19, 20], and observation of transient 

molecular structures formed during laser induced 

reactions [21-23]. For molecules in an anisotropic 

angular distribution, the 2D-PDF has been developed 

to obtain structural information in real space, 

including interatomic distances and atom-pair angular 

distributions [4, 17, 20, 22].  The 2D-PDF is produced 

by the inverse Fourier transform, followed by an Abel 

inversion, of the 2-D sM(s).  

While the technique of GUED data analysis has 

allowed us to obtain structural information in real 

space, the retrieval of real space information is limited 

in part by the inability to measure the GUED 

experimental diffraction signal at low scattering 

angles. This is due to the limited size of the electron 

pulses and the low scattering cross-section of gas 

phase samples.  The small scattering cross-section for 

high-energy electrons leads to most electrons passing 

straight through the sample without any interaction. A 

beam stop is required to block the transmitted electron 

beam [3, 9, 24-26] to avoid un-scattered electrons 

bombarding the detector, which causes saturation on 

the detector while it is used to capture the scattered 

electrons that produce a much weaker signal. 

Therefore, the diffraction signal around 0Å-1 which is 

overlapped with the transmitted electron beam is 

unavailable. The PDF cannot be produced accurately 

without the signal at the low scattering angle.  

Different methods have been developed to fill in the 

missing data in the region around 0Å-1. One option is 

to fill the missing data by smooth interpolation to zero 

at the origin [17, 27]. While this method avoids biasing 

structure retrieval, it could introduce artifacts in the 

PDF. Another method is to fill the missing region with 

the theoretically calculated sM [3, 5, 13, 14, 17, 28-31]. 

This method is useful and easy to apply for unexcited 

molecules since the structures are known, and static 

diffraction signal can be calculated. However, for 

time-resolved structural analysis, this method requires 

expensive computations for structure search and 

refinement by comparing the theoretical sM of all 

possible structures to the experimental sM [5, 13, 14, 

28, 29]. In the case of multiple reaction channels 

present in the chemical reaction, the structure search 

and refinement become challenging.  

In this work, we introduce an iterative algorithm to 

retrieve the electron diffraction signal in the missing 

region with the available signal measured by GUED. 
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The iterative algorithm is adapted from the ideas of 

existing phase retrieval algorithms, like the 

Gerchberg-Saxton algorithm, error-reduction 

algorithm and hybrid input-output algorithm [32-37]. 

These algorithms iteratively transform data back and 

forth between the object domain and the Fourier 

domain through Fourier transform and inversion, 

applying known constraints in each domain while 

allowing the phase to be adjusted until a solution is 

found [32, 38]. These ideas have also been used to 

reconstruct X-ray crystallography images solely from 

diffraction patterns [37, 39].  

Here we test the retrieval algorithm by restoring the 1-

D diffraction data produced by a random distribution 

of isolated molecules as a sample. The sM consists of 

a series of sinusoidal functions modulated by the 

scattering amplitudes of the corresponding atoms. The 

available sM signal contains information about the 

interatomic distances of the molecule. However, due 

to the missing data at low scattering angles, the PDF, 

which is the Fourier sine transform of the sM, contains 

artifacts. The artifacts that correspond to the Fourier 

domain usually have a broad distribution since the 

missing region of the data is small. The artifacts can 

be reduced by applying constraints to the PDF using 

prior knowledge of the molecule, such as knowing the 

range of possible interatomic distances present in the 

molecular structure. We iteratively transform the 

signal back and forth between the sM and the PDF 

through Fourier sine transform, enforcing known 

constraints to reduce the artifacts in each iteration 

while allowing the signal to converge until the artifacts 

cannot be further reduced. In doing so, the sM of the 

missing region at low scattering angles can be restored. 

We first tested the retrieval algorithm with the 

simulated signals of trifluoroiodomethane and 

iodobenzene. We then applied the algorithm to 

successfully retrieve the missing data in the 

experimental diffraction signals of static and photo-

dissociated trifluoroiodomethane and iodobenzne 

molecules. Note that the method described here can in 

principle also be used to retrieve the low scattering 

angle data in gas phase X-ray scattering signals.  

 

II. THEORY 

In this section, we first review the electron scattering 

theory for gas phase molecules. We then describe the 

iterative algorithm that restores the unavailable low 

momentum transfer data in electron scattering 

measurements using the available diffraction signal.  

A. Electron scattering theory  

The conventional theory of electron scattering from 

isolated molecules has been described in detail 

previously [5, 40-43]. The elastic diffraction from a 

neutral molecule can be well approximated using the 

independent atom model (IAM), in which the 

bonding effects are neglected and the potential of 

each atom that constituents the molecule is assumed 

to be spherically symmetric [40, 44, 45]. In electron 

scattering from isolated molecules, electron waves 

scattered from the atoms within the same molecule 

interfere. The elastic scattering intensity of a single 

molecule that consists of N atoms is given by 

𝐼(𝒔) = ∑ ∑ 𝑓𝑗
∗(𝑠)𝑓𝑘(𝑠)𝑒𝑖𝒔∙𝒓𝑗𝑘𝑁

𝑘=1
𝑁
𝑗=1 , (1) 

where 𝑓𝑗(𝑠) is the atomic scattering amplitude of the 

jth atom [46, 47], 𝒓𝑗𝑘 is a vector pointing from the kth 

atom to the jth atom with length equal to the 

interatomic distance, and 𝒔 is the momentum transfer 

vector of the scattered electron. The total elastic 

diffraction intensity from a gas phase sample, which 

contains a larger number of molecules, is an 

incoherent sum of the scattering signals from all the 

molecules in the ensemble, given by [4, 12, 20] 

𝐼𝑡𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙(𝒔) = ∬ ∑ ∑ 𝑓𝑗
∗(𝑠)𝑓𝑘(𝑠)𝑛

𝑘=1
𝑛
𝑗=1 𝑒−𝑖𝒔∙𝒓𝑗𝑘(𝛼,𝛽)    

× 𝑔𝑗𝑘(𝛼, 𝛽) 𝑠𝑖𝑛𝛼 𝑑𝛼𝑑𝛽,         (2) 

where 𝛼, 𝛽  are the polar and azimuthal angles that 

describe the atom pair 𝑗𝑘  of a molecule in the lab 

frame, and 𝑔𝑗𝑘(𝛼, 𝛽)  is the angular distribution of 

atom pair 𝑗𝑘 . The relation of the atom-pair angular 

distribution and probability density of the molecular 

orientation, which is a function of the Euler angles, is 

given by equation (1) in ref. [12, 20]. The angular 

distribution can usually be reduced to 𝑔𝑗𝑘(𝛼) when it 

is cylindrically symmetric.  

Eqn (2) can be further separated as 𝐼𝑡𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙(𝒔) =
𝐼𝐴(𝑠) + 𝐼𝑀(𝒔). The first term is the atomic scattering 

term given by the sum of the terms with 𝑗 = 𝑘 in Eqn 

(2), formulated as 𝐼𝐴(𝑠) = ∑ |𝑓𝑗(𝑠)|
2𝑁

𝑗=1 , which 

contains no information about the structure of the 

molecule. The second term is the molecular scattering 

term 𝐼𝑀(𝒔), given by the sum of terms with 𝑗 ≠ 𝑘 in 

Eqn (2), in which the structural information of the 

molecule and the angular distribution of atom pairs are 

encoded. For an ensemble of molecules with a random 

distribution, the atom-pair angular distributions are 

given by 
1

4𝜋
.  Eqn (2) becomes [48, 49] 

𝐼𝑀(𝒔) = ∑ ∑ 𝑓𝑗
∗(𝑠)𝑓𝑘(𝑠)

sin(𝑠𝑟jk)

𝑠𝑟jk

𝑁
𝑘≠𝑗

𝑁
𝑗=1 . (3) 

In this case, the two-dimensional (2-D) molecular 

scattering pattern consists of a series of concentric 

rings with an amplitude that decreases approximately 

as s-5 as s increases. The 2-D pattern usually is 

azimuthally averaged to obtain the 1-D molecular 
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scattering term 𝐼𝑀(𝑠)  with a higher fidelity. The 

modified scattering intensity 𝑠𝑀(𝑠) is introduced to 

remove the rapidly decreasing trend and highlight the 

oscillations in the signal [13, 43]  

𝑠𝑀(𝑠) =
𝑠𝐼𝑀(𝑠)

𝐼A(𝑠)
.            (4) 

The interatomic distances 𝑟𝑗𝑘  can be obtained by 

applying a Fourier sine transform to the 𝑠𝑀(𝑠)  to 

produce the pair distribution function (PDF) [13, 43], 

given by 

PDF(𝑟) = ∫ 𝑠𝑀(𝑠) sin(𝑠𝑟)𝑒−𝑑𝑠2
𝑑𝑠

𝑠𝑚𝑎𝑥

0
,           (5) 

where 𝑠𝑚𝑎𝑥  is the maximum amplitude of the 

momentum transfer vector of the scattered electron 

recorded by the detector. A dampening term, 𝑒−𝑑𝑠2
, is 

included to reduce the artifacts due to the discontinuity 

of the signal at 𝑠𝑚𝑎𝑥.  

For an ensemble of molecules with atom-pair angular 

distributions that depend on one angle, both the 

𝑔𝑗𝑘(𝛼) and intranuclear distances 𝑟𝑗𝑘 can be obtained 

by applying a 2-D Fourier transform followed by an 

Abel inversion to the 2-D modified scattering intensity 

𝑠𝑀(𝒔) [4, 20, 22]. For randomly distributed molecules, 

the 2-D signal as a function of 𝒔 relegates to 1-D signal 

that depends on the scalar s. In this work, we focus on 

retrieving the missing data of 1-D diffraction signals.  

In GUED measurements, we investigate the changes 

of the molecular structure by calculating the 

diffraction difference intensity  

∆𝐼𝑀(𝑠, 𝑡) = 𝐼𝑡𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙(𝑠, 𝑡) − 𝐼𝑡𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙
 (𝑠, 𝑡0), (6) 

where the variable 𝑡  denotes the time delay with 

respect to the laser excitation. 𝐼𝑡𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙
 (𝑠, 𝑡0) is the total 

scattering intensity at time 𝑡0,which corresponds to a 

time before the arrival of the laser pulse, i.e. before 

the sample is excited [5, 17]. Correspondingly, the 

∆𝑠𝑀(𝑠) can be defined as  

∆𝑠𝑀(𝑠, 𝑡) = 𝑠∆𝐼M(𝑠, 𝑡)/𝐼A.  (7) 

B. Retrieval method 

In this section, we describe the iterative algorithm to 

restore the missing data in electron diffraction 

measurement. First, we describe the sM and PDF as 

Fourier sine transform pairs by defining an odd 

function that corresponds to the sM. Second, we 

mathematically model the practical experimental 

electron diffraction signal and the artifact term. Third, 

we demonstrate the technique of using a band-pass 

filter as a constraint to reduce the artifact term based 

on prior knowledge of the molecule.  

Based on eqn (4) and eqn (5), we define an odd 

function ℳ(𝑠) by extending the variable s from 0 ≤
s ≤ 𝑠𝑚𝑎𝑥  to −𝑠𝑚𝑎𝑥 ≤ 𝑠 ≤ 𝑠𝑚𝑎𝑥 .  The odd function 

ℳ(𝑠) is given by  

ℳ(𝑠) = {
∑ ∑ 𝑐𝑗𝑘(𝑠) sin(𝑠𝑟𝑗𝑘) for |s| ≤ 𝑠𝑚𝑎𝑥

𝑁
𝑘≠𝑗

𝑁
𝑗=1

0                                           otherwise
 

(8)  

where 𝑐𝑗𝑘(𝑠) = 𝑓𝑗
∗(𝑠)𝑓𝑘(𝑠)/(𝐼A 𝑟jk) . Note that the 

negative s is only mathematically meaningful. The 

function ℳ(𝑠)𝑒−𝑑𝑠2
 is an odd function, and the 

Fourier sine transform, and its inversion are  

𝒫(𝑟) = ∫ ℳ(𝑠)𝑒−𝑑𝑠2
 sin(𝑠𝑟)𝑑𝑠

+∞

0
,       (9) 

ℳ(𝑠)𝑒−𝑑𝑠2
=

2

𝜋
∫ 𝒫(𝑟) sin(𝑠𝑟)𝑑𝑟

+∞

0
.        (10) 

The 𝑠𝑀(𝑠) given by eqn (4) is identical to the function 

ℳ(𝑠) for s ≥ 0. Therefore 𝒫(𝑟) in eqn (9) is equal to 

the PDF(𝑟) given in eqn (5). In practical diffraction 

experiments, a beam block before the detector [3, 24, 

25] or a hole in the detector [9, 26] is used to avoid the 

un-scattered electrons bombarding the detector. 

Therefore, the diffraction signal in the low s range 

around 0Å-1 is unavailable. Suppose the range of the 

missing data is from 0 to 𝑠𝑎, and we usually fill the 

missing region by smooth interpolation to zero at the 

origin. The signal of this missing part from 0 to 𝑠𝑎 is a 

linear function, given by 𝑠ℳ𝑒(𝑠𝑎)/𝑠𝑎 , which is 

different from ℳ(𝑠) for s from 0 to 𝑠𝑎. Similar to eqn 

(8), an odd function ℳ𝑒(𝑠)  that corresponds to the 

measured diffraction signal with a linear filling at the 

missing region can be defined as  

ℳ𝑒(𝑠) =

{

∑ ∑ 𝑐𝑗𝑘(𝑠) sin(𝑠𝑟𝑗𝑘) for 𝑠𝑎 ≤ |s| ≤ 𝑠𝑚𝑎𝑥
𝑁
𝑘≠𝑗

𝑁
𝑗=1

ℳ𝑒(𝑠𝑎)

𝑠𝑎
× 𝑠                for   |s| < 𝑠𝑎

0                           otherwise

 (11) 

Similar to the Fourier sine transform pairs given in eqn 

(9) and eqn (10), the experimental PDF 𝒫𝑒(𝑟) is the 

Fourier sine transform of ℳ𝑒(𝑠)𝑒−𝑑𝑠2
 and the inverse 

transform of 𝒫𝑒(𝑟) gives ℳ𝑒(𝑠)𝑒−𝑑𝑠2
. The 𝒫𝑒(𝑟)  is 

given by  

𝒫𝑒(𝑟) = 𝒫(𝑟) + 𝒜(𝑟),   (12) 

where 𝒜(𝑟) is the artifact caused by the signal in the 

missing region, which is different from the real signal 

from 0 to 𝑠𝑎, and 𝒜(𝑟) is given by  

𝒜(𝑟) = ∫ [
𝑠ℳ𝑒(𝑠𝑎)

𝑠𝑎 
− ℳ(𝑠)] 𝑒−𝑑𝑠2

sin(𝑠𝑟)𝑑𝑠
𝑠𝑎

0
. (13) 

Also, we have the following relation 

[ℳ𝑒(𝑠)−ℳ(𝑠)]𝑒−𝑑𝑠2
=

2

𝜋
∫ 𝒜(𝑟) sin(𝑠𝑟)𝑑𝑟

+∞

0
. (14) 
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The goal of this work is to reduce 𝒜(𝑟) to a value 

close to zero through iterations so that we can restore 

ℳ(𝑠) and 𝒫(𝑟)  using the experimental diffraction 

signal ℳ𝑒(𝑠) . Therefore, the data in the missing 

region can be restored.  

The conditions that allow the diffraction signal in the 

missing region to be restored are listed below. (a) The 

s-range (𝑠𝑎~𝑠𝑚𝑎𝑥) of the available signal needs to be 

big enough to approximately resolve the distribution 

of the interatomic distances 𝑟𝑗𝑘. (b) The s-range (0~𝑠𝑎) 

of missing region should be relatively small so that the 

distribution of the artifact term 𝒜(𝑟) has a broader 

distribution than that of 𝒫(𝑟) . (c) Some prior 

knowledge of the molecule is known, so that the 

minimum and maximum interatomic distances can be 

approximately determined.  

Using the prior knowledge of the molecule, a band-

pass filter (constraints) is applied to select the 

distribution of the interatomic distances 𝑟𝑗𝑘  in 𝒫𝑒(𝑟) 

and remove the part of 𝒜(𝑟) that is not overlapped 

with the distribution of distances 𝑟𝑗𝑘 . This operation 

reduces the artifact term 𝒜(𝑟). A new ℳ𝑒(𝑠) can be 

produced by the Fourier sine inverse transform of the 

filtered 𝒫𝑒(𝑟) , and the difference between new 

ℳ𝑒(𝑠 < 𝑠𝑎)  and original ℳ(𝑠 < 𝑠𝑎)  is reduced as 

part of 𝒜(𝑟) is removed. The new ℳ𝑒(𝑠 < 𝑠𝑎) can be 

used to fill the missing region (𝑠 < 𝑠𝑎)  of the 

experimental signal and to generate 𝒫𝑒(𝑟)  again, 

followed by the filtering operation. In each iteration, 

the 𝒜(𝑟)  term tends to have a broad distribution. 

Therefore, by iterating these processes many times, the 

difference between ℳ𝑒(𝑟 < 𝑠𝑎)  and ℳ(𝑟 < 𝑠𝑎)  is 

reduced so that 𝒫𝑒(𝑟) approaches 𝒫(𝑟). 

 

Figure 1. Block diagram showing the retrieval of the data in the missing region through iterations. The iteration number 

is denoted by n. FST stands for Fourier sine transform, given by Eqn (9). FST-1 stands for the Fourier sine inverse 

transform, given by Eqn (10). 

Figure 1 shows the block diagram of the iterative 

algorithm that restores the data in the missing region. 

The steps are listed below. (a) For n=1, ℳ̃1(𝑠) =
ℳ𝑒(𝑠), where ℳ𝑒(𝑠) is given by Eqn (11). (b) We 

apply the Fourier sine transform to ℳ̃𝑛(𝑠) to generate 

𝒫𝑛(𝑟) . The artifact term 𝒜(𝑟)  has a broader 

distribution than 𝒫(𝑟). (c) We use a band-pass filter 

ℋ(r), which is defined by the rough prior knowledge 

about the molecule, to reduce the artifact term 𝒜(𝑟) 

and produce 𝒫̃𝑛(𝑟) . (d) A Fourier sine inverse 

transform is applied to 𝒫̃𝑛(𝑟) to generate ℳ𝑛+1(𝑠). (e) 

We stitch ℳ𝑛+1(𝑠 < 𝑠𝑎)  and ℳ𝑒(𝑠𝑎 ≤ 𝑠 ≤ 𝑠𝑚𝑎𝑥) 

together to produce ℳ̃𝑛+1(𝑠), in which the signal in 

the missing region is improved compared to ℳ̃𝑛(𝑠). 

The signal with artifacts is constrained in the s range 

0 < 𝑠 < 𝑠𝑎 . To avoid discontinuity in ℳ̃𝑛+1(𝑠), the 

signal ℳ𝑛+1(𝑠 < 𝑠𝑎) is multiplied by a value given by 

∫ ℳ𝑒(𝑠)𝑑𝑠
𝑠𝑎+𝜀

𝑠𝑎
/∫ ℳ𝑛+1(𝑠)𝑑𝑠

𝑠𝑎

𝑠𝑎−𝜀
, where 𝜀 is a small 

value, such as 0.01 Å−1 . (f) Repeat step (b) by 

replacing ℳ̃𝑛(𝑠)  with ℳ̃𝑛+1(𝑠) to generate 𝒫𝑛+1(𝑟) 

and 𝒫̃𝑛+1(𝑟), followed by step (c-e). (g) We calculate 

the sum of square differences in each iteration to 

determine when to stop the iteration, given by 

𝒮𝑛 =
1

𝑠𝑚𝑎𝑥−𝑠𝑎
∫ [ℳ𝑛(𝑠) − ℳ𝑒(𝑠)]2𝑑𝑠

𝑠𝑚𝑎𝑥

𝑠𝑎
.   (15) 

The ℳ𝑒(𝑠)  from 𝑠𝑎  to 𝑠𝑚𝑎𝑥  is the experimental 

measurement of ℳ(𝑠𝑎 < s <  𝑠𝑚𝑎𝑥) . Therefore,  
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ℳ𝑛(𝑠)  approaches to ℳ𝑒(𝑠)  when the artifact term 

𝒜(𝑟)  is minimized to a value close to zero according 

to eqn (14). If 𝒮𝑛 reaches a plateau and  𝒮𝑛 ≅ 0 ,  it 

means that the artifact term 𝒜(𝑟) cannot be further 

reduced, and we stop the iteration.   

III. TEST WITH SIMULATED SIGNAL 

In this section, we test the iterative algorithm 

described in II.B using a calculated diffraction 

signal.  The kinetic energy of the electrons used in the 

calculation is 90 keV, and the scattering amplitude of 

the atoms are tabulated in [50]. We use eqn (3) and (4) 

to calculate the sM(s) and select the s-range 𝑠𝑎 ≤ 𝑠 ≤
𝑠𝑚𝑎𝑥  of the data as the available signal. In practical 

UED experiments, the s-range of useful data is 

commonly from around 1Å-1  to 10Å-1[3, 9]. With the 

sM(s) for 𝑠𝑎 ≤ 𝑠 ≤ 𝑠𝑚𝑎𝑥 , we define the odd function 

ℳ𝑒(𝑠)  using eqn (11). The iteration algorithm 

described in section II.B is used to restore the signal 

from 0 to 𝑠𝑎 . In this work, the band-pass filter that 

selects signal with the range 𝑟1 < 𝑟 < 𝑟2  in the real 

space region is given by 

ℋ(r) = 𝑒−(
𝑟−𝑟𝑐

𝑤
)2𝒩

,   (16) 

where 𝑟𝑐 = (𝑟1 + 𝑟2)/2  and 𝑤 = (𝑟2 − 𝑟1)/2 . The 

sharpness of the filter is determined by the integer 

number 𝒩 > 0 . The parameters of ℋ(r)  are 

determined by prior knowledge of the studied 

molecule, giving the minimum and maximum of the 

interatomic distances. The parameter 𝑟1 should be a bit 

smaller than the minimum interatomic distance, and 𝑟2 

a bit larger than the maximum interatomic distance.     

A. Trifluoroiodomethane 

We have first tested the iterative algorithm to restore 

the electron diffraction signal in the missing region 

with a small molecule trifluoroiodomethane (CF3I). 

We have applied the algorithm to the static diffraction 

signal sM(s) and the signal of the changed molecular 

structure ∆sM(s) to retrieve the missing signal from 0 

to 2Å−1. In this section, the damping constant is 𝑑 =

0.01Å2 , and the filter parameter 𝒩 = 20 . In 

APPENDIX C, we applied the iterative algorithm to 

retrieve the simulated X-ray diffraction signal, where 

the useful data in practical X-ray experiments is 

usually from around 0.5Å-1  to 4.5Å-1 [2, 51, 52]. We 

demonstrated that the missing X-ray signal from 0 Å-

1  to 1Å-1 can be recovered using the available signal 

from 1Å-1  to 4Å-1.  

1. Static diffraction 

The structure of a CF3I molecule [53] is shown in 

figure 2(a), where the iodine atom is purple, the carbon 

is grey, and the fluorine atoms are green. The 

interatomic distances of the CF3I molecule are rCF= 

1.33 Å, rCI = 2.14 Å, rFF =2.15 Å and rFI =2.89 Å. The 

ℳ(𝑠), which is identical to the sM(s) for s ≥ 0, is 

calculated and is shown by the red dashed line in figure 

2(a). The blue line in figure 2(a) is ℳ𝑒(𝑠), which is 

the signal with the missing region from 0 to 2Å−1 

filled by a linear function given by eqn (11). We used 

ℳ𝑒(𝑠) as ℳ̃1(𝑠) for the 1st iteration and applied the 

Fourier sine transform to produce 𝒫1(𝑟) , which is 

shown as the blue line in figure 2(b). In figure 2(b), 

𝒫(𝑟), which is the Fourier sine transform of ℳ(𝑠), is 

the red dashed line for comparison, and the green line 

is the band-pass filter ℋ(r) with parameters r1= 1Å, r2 

= 3.4Å.  

 

Figure 2. Restoring the missing simulated diffraction 

data of CF3I. (a) ℳ̃1(𝑠) is the signal with the missing 

region from 0 to 2Å−1, which is filled by the blue solid 

line and is the input for the 1st iteration. The calculated 

signal without the missing region, ℳ(𝑠), is the red 

dashed line, used as a reference for comparison. The 

inset is the structure of a CF3I molecule, where the 

iodine atom is purple, the carbon atom is grey, and the 

fluorine atoms are green. (b) The Fourier sine 
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transform of ℳ̃1(𝑠)  and ℳ(𝑠)  are the blue and red 

dashed lines, denoted as 𝒫1(𝑟) and 𝒫(𝑟), respectively. 

The band-pass filter ℋ(r) is the green line. (c) The 

restored signal after 100 iterations, denoted as 

ℳ̃100(𝑠), shown by the blue line. The red dashed line 

is ℳ(𝑠) . (d) The Fourier transform of ℳ̃100(𝑠) 

produces 𝒫100(𝑟) plotted with the blue line. The red 

dashed line is 𝒫(𝑟).  

There is an obvious artifact 𝒜(𝑟) in 𝒫1(𝑟) compared 

to 𝒫(𝑟), which makes part of 𝒫1(𝑟) negative, whereas 

the PDF of the static diffraction signal of a molecule 

should be non-negative (𝒫(𝑟) ≥ 0). In the case of the 

static diffraction signal, the artifact term 𝒜(𝑟) can be 

estimated by the values at the negative valleys and 

therefore be corrected. However, this method can only 

be applied to correct the artifacts when we know that 

𝒫(𝑟) ≥ 0  or 𝒫(𝑟) ≤ 0 , and it cannot be used to 

correct the 𝒜(𝑟) term when 𝒫(𝑟) can be both positive 

and negative. Here we have used the iterative 

algorithm described in section II.B to retrieve the 

signal from 0 to 2Å−1. After 100 iterations, we have 

obtained ℳ̃100(𝑠) and 𝒫100(𝑟), which are shown by 

the blue lines in figure 2(c) and 2(d) respectively. The 

difference between ℳ̃100(𝑠)  and ℳ(𝑠)  is 

significantly reduced, and the restored data from 0 to 

2Å−1  is in good agreement with the originally 

calculated signal ℳ(𝑠 < 2Å−1 ).  

 

Figure 3. 𝒮𝑛 and  ℛ𝑛, as functions of iteration number, 

in retrieving the static CF3I scattering signal. The 

iteration number is denoted as n.  

For the simulated signal, the sum of squared residuals 

is defined to check the accuracy of the restored signal 

ℳ̃𝑛(𝑠) from 0 to 2Å−1 compared to the original signal 

ℳ(𝑠), given by  

ℛ𝑛 = ∫ [ℳ̃𝑛(𝑠) − ℳ(𝑠)]
2

𝑑𝑟/𝑠𝑎
𝑠𝑎

0
.      (17) 

𝒮𝑛  and ℛ𝑛  are calculated for static CF3I scattering 

data, shown in figure 3. Note that the left y axis is for 

𝒮𝑛, and right y axis for ℛ𝑛. Both 𝒮𝑛 and ℛ𝑛 converge 

in a similar way and approach a small value that is 

close to zero after 50 iterations, which indicates the 

signal from 0 to 2Å−1 is successfully restored through 

the iterative algorithm.  

2. Elongation of CI distance in CF3I 

 

Figure 4. Restoring the simulated diffraction data of 

CF3I from 0 to 2Å−1, where the CI distance of CF3I 

molecule is elongated by 5Å. (a) ℳ̃1(𝑠) is the signal 

with the missing region from 0 to 2Å−1, plotted with 

the blue line and is the input signal for the 1st iteration. 

The calculated signal without the missing region, 

ℳ(𝑠) , is the red dashed line. (b) The Fourier sine 

transform of ℳ̃1(𝑠)  and ℳ(𝑠)  are the blue and red 

dashed lines, denoted as 𝒫1(𝑟) and 𝒫(𝑟), respectively. 

The band-pass filter ℋ(r) is the green line. (c) The 

restored signal after 150 iterations, denoted as 

ℳ̃150(𝑠), is shown by the blue line. The red dashed 

line is ℳ(𝑠). (d) The Fourier transform of ℳ̃150(𝑠) 

produces 𝒫150(𝑟) , shown in the blue line. The red 

dashed is 𝒫(𝑟).  

In this section, we simulated the electron diffraction 

signal of CF3I with CI distance increased by 5Å, 

denoted as ΔCI = 5Å  below, and the CF3 structure 

remains unchanged. We have calculated the 
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diffraction-difference intensity, formulated as 

∆𝐼𝑀(𝑠) = 𝐼𝑀(𝑠, ΔCI = 5Å) − 𝐼𝑀
0 (𝑠) , where 𝐼𝑀

0 (𝑠)  is 

the molecular scattering of CF3I in the ground state.  

The ∆𝑠𝑀(𝑠) is calculated using eqn (7), and the ℳ(𝑠) 

is defined with eqn (8). In this case, some of the 𝑐𝑗𝑘(𝑠) 

terms in eqn (8) are negative, indicating the loss of 

interatomic distances, whereas the other 𝑐𝑗𝑘(𝑠) terms 

are positive, corresponding to the newly generated 

interatomic distances compared to the unexcited 

molecules. We used eqn (11) to define ℳ𝑒(𝑠) with 

∆𝑠𝑀(𝑠) from 2Å−1 to 10Å−1. In the 1st iteration, we 

set ℳ̃1(𝑠) = ℳ𝑒(𝑠). In figure 4 (a), the ℳ̃1(𝑠) from 

0 to 10Å−1  is shown by the blue line, whereas the 

original calculated signal ℳ(𝑠) is the red dashed line 

used as a reference for comparison.  

The 𝒫1(𝑟), which corresponds to the blue line in figure 

4(b), is produced by the Fourier sine transform of 

ℳ̃1(𝑠). In 𝒫1(𝑟), the two valleys at 2.14Å and 2.89Å 

are due to the loss of the two interatomic distance rCI 

and rFI of CF3I in the ground state. Due to the CI 

elongation by 5 Å, the newly generated interatomic 

distance of CI and FI are the two peaks around 7Å and 

7.7Å, respectively. These signals, although they 

contain artifacts, can be used as the prior knowledge 

to define the band-pass filter, given by  

ℋ(r) = ℋ1(r) + ℋ2(r),                (18)  

where both ℋ1(r) are ℋ2(r) are given by eqn (16).  

For ℋ1(r), r1= 1.6 Å, r2 = 3.6 Å; and for ℋ1(r), r1= 

6.5 Å, r2 = 8.5 Å. The band-pass filter ℋ(r) is the 

green line, and  𝒫(𝑟) is the red dashed line in figure 

4(b).  

After 150 iterations, we obtained ℳ̃150(𝑠)  and 

𝒫150(𝑟), which are shown by the blue lines in figure 

4(c) and 4(d) respectively. ℳ(𝑠)  and 𝒫(𝑟) , which 

correspond to the original signal without the missing 

region, are the red dashed lines in figure 4(c) and 4(d). 

The difference between ℳ̃150(𝑠)  and ℳ(𝑠)  is 

significantly reduced, and the restored data from 0 to 

2Å−1 is in good agreement to the originally calculated 

signal ℳ(𝑠 < 2Å−1 ). The 𝒫150(𝑟)  and 𝒫(𝑟)  are in 

good agreement as well.  

𝒮𝑛 and ℛ𝑛 are calculated with eqn (15) and eqn (17), 

respectively, shown in figure 5. Note that the left y axis 

is for 𝒮𝑛 , and right y axis for ℛ𝑛 . Both 𝒮𝑛 and 

ℛ𝑛approach to zero after 50 iterations, which indicates 

the signal from 0 to 2 Å−1  is successfully restored 

through the iterative algorithm.  

 

Figure 5. 𝒮𝑛 and  ℛ𝑛, as functions of iteration number, 

in retrieving the simulated CF3I scattering data with C-

I elongated by 5Å. The iteration number is denoted as 

n.  

B. Iodobenzene 

It is more challenging to restore the scattering signal 

in the missing region for bigger molecules since the 

PDFs of such molecules have broader distributions, 

which makes it challenging to remove the artifacts 

through a band-pass filter. In this section, we have 

tested the iterative algorithm with the static diffraction 

signal of iodobenzene (C6H5I) [54]. The damping 

constant is 𝑑 = 0.01Å2, and the filter parameter 𝒩 =
15. 

1. Static diffraction 

The structure of iodobenzene is shown in figure 6(a), 

in which the carbon atoms are represented by dark 

grey color, the iodine atom is purple color, and the 

hydrogen atoms by light grey color. The minimum and 

maximum interatomic distances in iodobenzene are 

1.090Å and 5.953Å. We defined the band-pass filter 

ℋ(r), given by eqn (16), with parameters r1= 0.68Å, 

r2 = 6.20Å. The input and restored signals are shown 

in figure 6. The ℳ̃1(𝑠) and ℳ(𝑠) correspond to the 

blue solid and red dashed lines in figure 6(a). The 

missing region in ℳ̃1(𝑠)  from 0 to 1.7Å−1  is filled 

with a linear function, and the available signal is from 

1.7Å−1 to 10Å−1. The 𝒫1(𝑟) and 𝒫(𝑟), which are the 

Fourier sine transforms of ℳ̃1(𝑠)  and ℳ(𝑠) , 

correspond to the blue solid and red dashed lines in 

figure 6(b). Significant artifacts were introduced into 

𝒫1(𝑟) due to the filled data in the missing region of  

ℳ̃1(𝑠). The band pass filter ℋ(r) corresponds to the 

green solid line in figure 6(b). After 120 iterations, we 

obtained ℳ̃120(𝑠) and 𝒫120(𝑟), which are shown by 

the blue solid lines in figure 6(c) and 6(d) respectively. 

The difference between ℳ̃120(𝑠)  and ℳ(𝑠)  is 

significantly reduced compared to the difference 

between ℳ̃1(𝑠) and ℳ(𝑠). The retrieved ℳ̃120(𝑠) is 

in good agreement to ℳ(𝑠).  
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Figure 6. Retrieving the static diffraction of 

iodobenzene. (a) ℳ̃1(𝑠) is the signal with the missing 

region from 0 to 1.7Å−1, which is the blue solid line. 

The original signal ℳ(𝑠) is the red dashed line. The 

inset shows the structure of iodobenzene, where the 

carbon atoms are dark grey color, the iodine atom is 

purple color, and the hydrogen atoms are light grey 

color. (b) The Fourier sine transform of ℳ̃1(𝑠)  and 

ℳ(𝑠) produce 𝒫1(𝑟) and 𝒫(𝑟), corresponding to the 

blue and red dashed lines, respectively. The band-pass 

filter ℋ(r) is the green line. (c) The restored signal 

after 120 iterations, ℳ̃120(𝑠), is shown by the blue line. 

The red dashed line is ℳ(𝑠) . (d) The Fourier 

transform of ℳ̃120(𝑠) produces 𝒫120(𝑟), shown in the 

blue line. The red dashed is 𝒫(𝑟).  

The 𝒮𝑛 and ℛ𝑛 are calculated with eqn (15) and eqn 

(17) for retrieving the static diffraction of iodobenzene, 

shown in figure 7. Note that the left y axis is for 𝒮𝑛, 

and right y axis for ℛ𝑛 . The inset highlights 𝒮𝑛and 

ℛ𝑛 approaching to a small value, whereas ℛ𝑛 

converges much slower than 𝒮𝑛 . Both 𝒮𝑛 and 

ℛ𝑛approach a small value that is close to zero after 80 

iterations. 

 

Figure 7. Functions 𝒮𝑛 and ℛ𝑛 in retrieving the static 

diffraction of iodobenzene. 

2. CI bond breaking  

 

Figure 8. Retrieving the diffraction signal of 

dissociated iodobenzene from 0 to 1.63 Å−1 . (a) 

ℳ̃1(𝑠) is the signal with the missing region from 0 to 

1.63Å−1 , which is the blue solid line. The original 

signal ℳ(𝑠) is the red dashed line. The inset shows 

the structure of dissociated iodobenzene, where the 



9 
 

carbon atoms are dark grey color, the iodine atom is 

purple color, and the hydrogen atoms are light grey 

color. The CI bond breaking indicates that the distance 

between the phenyl ring and iodine atom is ∞. (b) The 

Fourier sine transform of ℳ̃1(𝑠) and ℳ(𝑠) produce 

𝒫1(𝑟)  and 𝒫(𝑟) , corresponding to the blue and red 

dashed lines, respectively. The band-pass filter ℋ(r) 
is the green line. (c) The restored signal after 150 

iterations, ℳ̃150(𝑠), is shown by the blue line. The red 

dashed line is ℳ(𝑠) . (d) The Fourier transform of 

ℳ̃150(𝑠)  produces 𝒫150(𝑟) , shown in the blue line. 

The red dashed is 𝒫(𝑟).  

Now we simulated the electron diffraction signal of 

dissociated iodobenzene with CI bond cleavage, and 

the structure of phenyl ring remains unchanged. We 

have calculated the diffraction-difference intensity, 

formulated as ∆𝐼M(𝑠) = 𝐼C6H5
(𝑠) + 𝐼I(𝑠) − 𝐼C6H5I(𝑠), 

where 𝐼C6H5
(𝑠) , 𝐼I(𝑠) , 𝐼C6H5I(𝑠)  are the molecular 

scattering intensities of the phenyl ring, an iodine atom 

and iodobenzene in the ground state calculated with 

eqn (3). The ∆𝑠𝑀(𝑠) is calculated using eqn (7), and 

the ℳ(𝑠) is defined with eqn (8). We used eqn (11) to 

define ℳ𝑒(𝑠) with ∆𝑠𝑀(𝑠) from 1.63 Å−1 to 7.5Å−1. 

In the 1st iteration, we set ℳ̃1(𝑠) = ℳ𝑒(𝑠). In figure 

8 (a), the ℳ̃1(𝑠) from 0 to 7.5Å−1 is shown by the blue 

line, whereas the original calculated signal ℳ(𝑠) is 

the red dashed line used as a reference for comparison. 

The 𝒫1(𝑟), which corresponds to the blue line in figure 

8(b), is produced by the Fourier sine transform of 

ℳ̃1(𝑠). We defined the band-pass filter ℋ(r), given 

by eqn (16), with parameters r1= 1.10Å, r2 = 6.20Å. 

The band-pass filter ℋ(r) is the green line, and  𝒫(𝑟) 

is the red dashed line in figure 8(b).  

 

Figure 9. Functions 𝒮𝑛  and ℛ𝑛  in retrieving the 

scattering signal of dissociated iodobenzene. the 

iteration number is denoted as n.  

After 150 iterations, we obtained ℳ̃150(𝑠)  and 

𝒫150(𝑟), which are shown by the blue lines in figure 

8(c) and 8(d) respectively. ℳ(𝑠)  and 𝒫(𝑟) , which 

correspond to the original signal without the missing 

region, are the red dashed lines in figure 8(c) and 8(d). 

The difference between ℳ̃150(𝑠)  and ℳ(𝑠)  is 

significantly reduced, and the restored data from 0 to 

1.63 Å−1  is in good agreement to the originally 

calculated signal ℳ(𝑠 < 1.63 Å−1 ) . The 𝒫150(𝑟) 

and 𝒫(𝑟) are in good agreement as well. 𝒮𝑛  and ℛ𝑛 

are calculated with eqn (15) and eqn (17) for retrieving 

the diffraction signal of dissociated iodobenzene, 

shown in figure 9. Note that the left y axis is for 𝒮𝑛, 

and right y axis for ℛ𝑛. Both 𝒮𝑛and ℛ𝑛approach zero 

after 80 iterations. 

IV. APPLICATION TO EXPERIMENTAL 

DATA 

The iterative algorithm has been demonstrated to 

successfully restore the signal in the missing region for 

the simulated diffraction signals which are free of 

noise and artifacts. However, in UED experiments, 

UED signals contain noise, artifacts and backgrounds 

that are added to the signal. In this section, we have 

applied the iterative algorithm to retrieve the 

experimental static diffraction signal and laser induced 

dissociation signal of the CF3I and iodobenzene 

molecules.  

The experiment was conducted using a table-top keV-

UED instrument, which has been described in detail 

previously [3, 4, 7]. More details of the experiment are 

available in APPENDIX A. Briefly, a femtosecond 

ultraviolet (UV) laser pulse (the pump) triggers a 

photoinduced dissociation of the sample molecules 

(CF3I or iodobenzene), and a femtosecond electron 

pulse (the probe) is used to interrogate the molecules. 

The relative time delay between the laser and electron 

pulses is adjusted by an optical delay line. The time 

zero of the signal is defined as the time delay when the 

first changes in the ∆𝑠𝑀 signal become visible.   

A. Static diffraction 

The static diffraction patterns are recorded by setting 

the time delay to be negative (𝑡 < 0), such as -1 ps, 

which indicates that the arrival of the electron pulse is 

before the laser pulse. Therefore, the scattering signal 

of the unexcited molecules is recorded. The 2D static 

diffraction patterns from sample molecules are 

azimuthally averaged to obtain the 1-D 𝐼𝑡𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙(𝑠). The 

zeros of the calculated sM are used to fit and remove a 

background from the experimental 𝐼𝑡𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙(𝑠), allowing 

us to obtain the experimental 𝐼𝑀(𝑠)  [5, 44]. The 

removed background consists of atomic scattering, 

other experimental background scattering and noise. 

Eqn (4) is used to calculate the sM(s) for the static 

diffraction signal. 
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Figure 10. Retrieving experimental static diffraction of 

CF3I from 0 to 1.8Å−1. (a) ℳ̃1(𝑠) is the blue solid line. 

The ℳ(𝑠) is the red dashed line. (b)  𝒫1(𝑟) and 𝒫(𝑟) 

correspond to the blue and red dashed lines, 

respectively. The filter function ℋ(r) is the green line. 

(c) The restored signal after 50 iterations, ℳ̃50(𝑠), is 

shown by blue line. The red dashed line is ℳ(𝑠). (d) 

The 𝒫50(𝑟) is the blue line, and 𝒫(𝑟) is red dashed 

line.  

First, we applied the algorithm to retrieve signal at 

missing region in experimental static diffraction signal 

of CF3I. Figure 10(a) shows the theoretical static 

signal ℳ(𝑠)  (red dashed line) calculated with the 

structure of CF3I in the ground state, and the 

experimental static signal ℳ̃1(𝑠) of CF3I (blue solid 

line) with the available data from 1.8Å−1 to 10Å−1 , 

where the missing region is filled with a linear 

function described in eqn (11). Note that the calculated 

signal ℳ(𝑠) is pictured only for reference and is not 

used to retrieve the missing region of the experimental 

signal. 𝒫1(𝑟)  and 𝒫(𝑟) , which are the Fourier sine 

transforms of ℳ̃1(𝑠)  and ℳ(𝑠) , correspond to the 

blue solid and red dashed lines in figure 10(b). The 

band-pass filter ℋ(r) with parameters r1= 0.8Å, r2 = 

3.6Å corresponds to the green solid line in figure 10(b). 

After 50 iterations, we obtained ℳ̃50(𝑠) and 𝒫50(𝑟), 

which are shown by the blue solid lines in figure 10(c) 

and 10(d) respectively. The retrieved diffraction signal 

ℳ̃50(𝑠)  and its transform 𝒫50(𝑟)  are in good 

agreement to the calculated diffraction signal ℳ(𝑠) 

and 𝒫(𝑟).  

Note that the theoretical signal ℳ(𝑠)  can be 

calculated with the structure of the molecule for static 

diffraction, whereas in general experiments, such as 

time-resolved experiments, the ℳ(𝑠)  usually is not 

available as the accurate molecular structure is 

unknown after laser excitation. Therefore, ℛ𝑛 cannot 

be defined accordingly. Figure 11 shows 𝒮𝑛  as a 

function of iteration number calculated with eqn (15) 

for retrieving the experimental static signal of CF3I.  

The function 𝒮𝑛  decreases monotonically as n 

increases and converges to 6×10-4.   

 

Figure 11. The function 𝒮𝑛  in retrieving the static 

diffraction of CF3I. The iteration number is denoted as 

n.  

Now we apply the iterative algorithm to restore the 

signal at missing region in experimental static 

diffraction signal of iodobenzene molecules. Figure 

12(a) shows the theoretical static signal ℳ(𝑠)  (red 

dashed line) calculated with the structure of 

iodobenzene in the ground state [54], and the 

experimental static signal ℳ̃1(𝑠)  of iodobenzene 

(blue solid line) with the available data from 1.7Å−1 to 

10Å−1, where the missing region is filled with a linear 

function described in eqn (11). The 𝒫1(𝑟) and 𝒫(𝑟), 

which are the Fourier sine transforms of ℳ̃1(𝑠) and 

ℳ(𝑠), correspond to the blue solid and red dashed 

lines in figure 12(b). Significant artifacts are 

introduced in the 𝒫1(𝑟) due to the filling of the linear 

function in the missing region. The range of 

interatomic distances in iodobenzene is from 1.090Å 

to 5.953Å. Therefore, we define the band pass filter 

ℋ(r) with parameters r1= 0.68Å, r2 = 6.20Å, which 
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corresponds to the green solid line in figure 12(b). 

After 120 iterations, we obtained ℳ̃120(𝑠)  and 

𝒫120(𝑟), which are shown by the blue solid lines in 

figure 12(c) and 12(d) respectively. The retrieved 

diffraction signal ℳ̃120(𝑠)  and its transform 

𝒫120(𝑟) are in good agreement to the calculated 

diffraction signal ℳ(𝑠) and 𝒫(𝑟).  

 

Figure 12. Retrieving experimental static diffraction of 

iodobenzene from 0 to 1.7Å−1. (a) ℳ̃1(𝑠) is the signal 

with the missing region from 0 to 1.7Å−1, which is the 

blue solid line. The calculated static diffraction signal 

ℳ(𝑠)  is the red dashed line. (b) 𝒫1(𝑟)  and 𝒫(𝑟) 

correspond to the blue solid and red dashed lines, 

respectively. The band-pass filter ℋ(r) is the green 

line. (c) The restored signal after 120 iterations, 

ℳ̃120(𝑠), is shown by blue line. The red dashed line is 

ℳ(𝑠). (d) 𝒫120(𝑟) is the blue line, and 𝒫(𝑟) is the red 

dashed line.  

Figure 13 shows the calculated 𝒮𝑛 , as a function of 

iteration number, for retrieving the experimental static 

signal of iodobenzene molecules.  The 𝒮𝑛 fluctuates in 

the first ten iterations and converges to 3×10-4 after 20 

iterations. The behavior of 𝒮𝑛 is similar to the case of 

retrieving simulated static diffraction signal of 

iodobenzene, shown in figure 7. This behavior is 

attributed to the broad distribution of PDF.  

 

Figure 13. The function 𝒮𝑛  in retrieving the static 

diffraction of iodobenzene molecules. The iteration 

number is denoted as n. 

B. Diffraction signal of dissociated molecules 

We now apply the iterative algorithm to restore the 

missing region in the diffraction signal from photo-

dissociated molecules, including CF3I and 

iodobenzene. We used a femtosecond 266 nm laser to 

excite the sample molecules to the A-band (more 

experimental details in APPENDIX A), promoting a 

non-bonding (n) electron from the iodine atom valence 

shell to the σ* anti-bonding orbital of the CI bond [55-

62]. The UV excitation of the molecules, including 

CF3I and iodobenzene, leads to a rapid cleavage of the 

CI bond. The pump-probe diffraction patterns are 

recorded as a function of time delays, and the time zero 

(t=0) is defined when the dissociation signal starts. 

The diffraction signals with negative time delays are 

used as a reference, which contains the diffraction 

signals of the unexcited molecules and other 

background signals, such as scattered laser light and 

background electrons. Eqn (6) and (7) are used to 

calculate the ∆𝑠𝑀  in the photo-dissociation 

experiment of CF3I (more details in APPENDIX B).   

First, we present the retrieval result of diffraction 

signals from photo-dissociated CF3I molecules. The 

signal ℳ̃1(𝑠), shown in figure 14(a), is the average of 

the experimental ∆𝑠𝑀  from 0.2ps to 2 ps. The 

available signal is from 1.8 to 10Å−1. Significant noise 

appears in the experimental data. We have used a 

simple model to approximate the comparable 

dissociation signal, in which after UV excitation the 

distance between the iodine atom and CF3 radical is 

infinite, and the structure of the CF3 fragment remains 

unchanged, whereas in reality we expect the CF3 

fragment to be vibrationally excited and associated 
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with new equilibrium positions. Using this simple 

model, the diffraction-difference intensity for CF3I 

dissociation is given by ∆𝐼M(𝑠) = 𝐼CF3
(𝑠) + 𝐼I(𝑠) −

𝐼CF3I(𝑠) , where 𝐼CF3
(𝑠) , 𝐼I(𝑠) , 𝐼CF3I(𝑠)  are the 

molecular scattering intensities of CF3, an iodine atom 

and CF3I calculated with eqn (3). The ∆𝑠𝑀  of this 

simple model is calculated by eqn (7), which is 

represented by ℳ(𝑠) and is shown by the red dashed 

line in figure 14 (a). A good agreement is achieved in 

the available experimental s ranging from 1.8 to 10Å−1. 

 

Figure 14. Retrieving the diffraction signal of photo-

dissociated CF3I molecules. (a) ℳ̃1(𝑠)  is the signal 

with the missing region from 0 to 1.8Å−1, which is the 

blue solid line. The ℳ(𝑠) based on the simple model 

is the red dashed line. (b) The Fourier sine transform 

of ℳ̃1(𝑠)  and ℳ(𝑠)  produce 𝒫1(𝑟)  and 𝒫(𝑟) , 

corresponding to the blue and red dashed lines, 

respectively. The band-pass filter ℋ(r) is the green 

line. (c) The restored signal after 50 iterations, ℳ̃50(𝑠), 

is shown by blue line. The red dashed line is ℳ(𝑠). (d) 

The Fourier transform of ℳ̃50(𝑠)  produces 𝒫50(𝑟) , 

shown in the blue line. The red dashed is 𝒫(𝑟). 

𝒫1(𝑟) and 𝒫(𝑟), which are the Fourier sine transforms 

of ℳ̃1(𝑠) and ℳ(𝑠), correspond to the blue solid and 

red dashed lines in figure 14(b). The band pass filter 

ℋ(r)  with parameters r1= 1.25Å, r2 = 3.5Å 

corresponds to the green solid line in figure 10(b). 

After 50 iterations, we obtained ℳ̃50(𝑠) and 𝒫50(𝑟), 

which are shown by the blue solid lines in figure 10(c) 

and 14(d) respectively. The retrieved diffraction signal 

ℳ̃50(𝑠) from 0 to 1.8Å−1 is in good agreement to the 

calculated diffraction signal ℳ(𝑠)  based on the 

simple model. Figure 15 shows 𝒮𝑛  as a function of 

iteration number calculated with eqn (15) in retrieving 

the photo-dissociation signal of CF3I.   

 

Figure 15. The function 𝒮𝑛 computed in retrieving the 

photo-dissociation signal of CF3I. The iteration 

number is denoted as n. 

Now we demonstrated application of the iterative 

algorithm to the diffraction signals from photo-

dissociated iodobenzene molecules.  The signal 

ℳ̃1(𝑠)  of photo-dissociated iodobenzene, shown in 

figure 16(a), is the average of the experimental ∆𝑠𝑀 

from 1ps to 10ps. The available signal is from 1.63 to 

7.5Å−1. Significant noise appears in the experimental 

data. We have used a simple model to approximate the 

comparable dissociation signal, in which after UV 

excitation the distance between the iodine atom and 

phenyl ring is infinite, and the structure of the phenyl 

ring remains unchanged, whereas in reality we expect 

the phenyl ring to be vibrationally excited and 

associated with new equilibrium positions.  The ∆𝑠𝑀 

of this simple model has been described in section 

III.B.2, which is represented by ℳ(𝑠) and is shown 

by the red dashed line in figure 16 (a). A good 

agreement is achieved in the available experimental s 

ranging from 1.63 to 7.5Å−1. 𝒫1(𝑟) and 𝒫(𝑟), which 

are the Fourier sine transforms of ℳ̃1(𝑠) and ℳ(𝑠), 

correspond to the blue solid and red dashed lines in 

figure 16(b). The band pass filter ℋ(r)  with 

parameters r1= 0.75Å, r2 = 6.00Å corresponds to the 
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green solid line in figure 16(b). After 150 iterations, 

we obtained ℳ̃150(𝑠) and 𝒫150(𝑟), which are shown 

by the blue solid lines in figure 16(c) and 16(d) 

respectively. The retrieved diffraction signal ℳ̃150(𝑠) 

from 0 to 1.63 Å−1  is in good agreement to the 

calculated diffraction signal ℳ(𝑠)  based on the 

simple model. 

 

Figure 16. Retrieving the diffraction signal of photo-

dissociated iodobenzene molecules. (a) ℳ̃1(𝑠) is the 

signal with the missing region from 0 to 1.63Å−1 , 

which is the blue solid line. The ℳ(𝑠) based on the 

simple model is the red dashed line. (b) The Fourier 

sine transform of ℳ̃1(𝑠)  and ℳ(𝑠)  produce 𝒫1(𝑟) 

and 𝒫(𝑟), corresponding to the blue and red dashed 

lines, respectively. The band-pass filter ℋ(r)  is the 

green line. (c) The restored signal after 150 iterations, 

ℳ̃150(𝑠), is shown by blue line. The red dashed line is 

ℳ(𝑠) . (d) The Fourier transform of ℳ̃150(𝑠) 

produces 𝒫150(𝑟) , shown in the blue line. The red 

dashed is 𝒫(𝑟). 

Figure 17 shows 𝒮𝑛 as a function of iteration number 

calculated with eqn (15) in retrieving the photo-

dissociation signal of iodobenzene molecules.  The 𝒮𝑛 

increases in the first 25 iterations and reaches a peak 

around n=20, and then converges to a value below 

2.4×10-4 after n=70.  

 

Figure 17. The function 𝒮𝑛 computed in retrieving the 

photo-dissociation signal of CF3I. The iteration 

number is denoted as n. 

V. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSIONS  

In conclusion, we report an iterative method to restore 

the electron diffraction signal in the missing region at 

low momentum transfers using the measurement that 

is available. The method iteratively transforms back 

and forth between the sM and the PDF through a 

Fourier sine transform, applying known constraints in 

each domain to reduce the artifacts introduced by the 

data in the missing region until the artifact is 

minimized. The missing s-range in typical UED 

experiments is from 0 to a value that is between 1Å−1 

and 2Å−1 . Using this method, we have successfully 

restored the simulated diffraction signal of CF3I and 

iodobenzene, including static diffraction and signal 

from changed structures, with a missing s region that 

matches UED experiments. We then applied the 

iterative algorithm to experimental diffraction signal 

of CF3I and iodobenzamide, for both the static 

diffraction and photodissociation signals, and 

successfully restored the data in the missing region. 

From the behavior of 𝒮𝑛 and ℛ𝑛, we have noticed that 

both 𝒮𝑛  and ℛ𝑛  converge in a similar way for small 

molecules, such as CF3I. This convergence behavior 

indicates that the iterative algorithm demonstrates a 

very good performance for diffraction signals of small 

molecules since their diffraction signals have a narrow 

distribution of PDF. However, for bigger molecules 

like iodobenzene, ℛ𝑛  converges slower than 𝒮𝑛 , as 

shown by figure 7 and figure 9. The reason is that the 

distribution of the PDF signal is broad for big 

molecules, making more of the artifact term overlap 

with the PDF, and so it is relatively more challenging 

to minimize the artifact term. Therefore, the retrieval 
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method performs better for molecules with a PDF that 

has a relatively narrow distribution. The convergence 

behavior of 𝒮𝑛  and ℛ𝑛  in figure 7 and figure 9 also 

indicate that the retrieved result could deviate from the 

true signal even when 𝒮𝑛  reaches a plateau close to 

zero. Therefore, it is better to have an auxiliary signal, 

such as the theoretical ∆𝑠𝑀 of dissociated CF3I and 

iodobenzene based on a simple model, to ensure that 

the constraints and retrieved results are reasonable.  

The iterative algorithm is based on the elastic electron 

scattering intensity that consists of a series of 

sinusoidal functions. Therefore, the algorithm in 

principle can be used to separate the elastic and 

inelastic scattering signal at the low s-region, such as 

the UED experimental signal shown in [27, 45].   
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APPENDIX A: EXPERIMENT 

 

Figure 18. Diagram of the UED experiment. The 

diagram shows the electron and laser pulses which 

travel from right to left, and gas jet entering the 

chamber through a nozzle from the top. A tilted pulse 

front of the laser pulse is used to compensate for the 

group velocity mismatch between the laser and 

electron pulses. A copper beam stop is used to block 

the directly transmitted electron beam, and the 

scattered electrons (green cone) are recorded by the 

detector.  

A keV-UED setup is used to capture diffraction 

patterns from a sample of CF3I molecules excited by a 

266 nm laser pulse as a function of the delay between 

the pump laser pulse and the probe electron pulses. 

The diagram of the UED experiment is shown in figure 

12.  The details of the UED setup have been previously 

reported in [3, 4, 7, 63, 64]. Each laser pulse (50fs, 

800nm, 7mJ) is produced by a Ti: Sapphire laser and 

is split into two beams with an energy ratio of 9:1, both 

of which are frequency-tripled to generate 266 nm 

laser pulses. The repetition rate of the laser is 1kHz.  

The higher energy UV pulse is used to pump and 

dissociate the CF3I molecules, while the lower energy 

UV pulse produces an electron pulse as a probe. The 

full width at half maximum (FWHM) pulse duration 

of the pump is 120 fs, the maximum pulse energy is 

165 µJ and FWHM beam diameter is 200 µm on the 

sample. The probe electron pulse is produced by 

shining the weaker UV pulse onto a copper cathode. A 

hybrid DC-RF electron gun is employed where the 

electrons are first accelerated to 90 keV (speed of 0.53 

c) in a static electric field and then temporally 

compressed using an RF cavity with a longitudinal 

time-varying electric field to obtain the minimum 

temporal pulse duration at the sample. The electron 

pulse is guided by electron optics and collimated by a 

300 μm platinum aperture to deliver a beam current of 

8 picoamperes on the sample, corresponding to 50,000 

electrons per pulse.  

The CF3I sample (99% purity) was purchased from 

Sigma Aldrich and was used without further 

purification in this experiment. The pure CF3I gas was 

introduced into the interaction region using a de Laval 

nozzle with an orifice of 30 µm and a backing pressure 

of 300 torr. The UV laser pulse energy is 100 µJ for 

CF3I experiment to ensure the one-photon excitation 

range. The iodobenzene sample was purchased from 

Millipore Sigma with a purity of 98%.  The liquid 

sample was heated up to 70°C [20] and introduced into 

the chamber with a nozzle with an orifice of 75 μm. 

We flowed helium as a carrier gas to increase the 

electron scattering intensity with a backing pressure of 

100 torr. The UV laser pulse energy is 60 µJ for 

iodobenzene experiment, which is in the range of one 

photon excitation. 

At the interaction region, the gas jet is perpendicular 

to the plane created by the laser and electron beams. 

The group velocity mismatch between the electron and 

laser pulses at the sample is compensated by 

introducing an angle of 58° between the laser and 

electron beams and by tilting the laser intensity front 

with respect to the laser phase front by an angle of 58°. 

The overall temporal resolution of the UED setup has 

been characterized to be 214 ± 22 fs FWHM [65]. The 

electron diffraction patterns are detected by a 

phosphor screen that is imaged onto an electron-

multiplying charge-coupled device. The directly 

transmitted electron beam is collected by a copper 

beam stop, which makes a shadow on the detector 

where the diffraction signal cannot be recorded.  

APPENDIX B: DATA PROCESSING 

PROCEDURES 

The procedures for calculating the experimental 

∆𝑠𝑀(𝑠, 𝑡)  for the photodissociation experiment of 

CF3I and iodobenzene are described below. 1st, the 
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data in the shadow of the beam stop and outliers are 

removed from each diffraction image for the analysis. 

2nd, the 2D diffraction-difference patterns are 

calculated by taking the difference between the 

patterns at positive time delays and the reference 

patterns at negative time delays, given by∆𝐼𝑀(𝒔, 𝑡) =
𝐼𝑡𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙(𝒔, 𝑡) − 𝐼𝑡𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙(𝒔, 𝑡 < 0), where the time zero (t=0) 

is defined as the time at which the dissociation signal 

becomes visible. 3rd, ∆𝐼M(𝒔, 𝑡)  is azimuthally 

averaged to calculate the 1D diffraction-difference 

intensity ∆𝐼M(𝑠, 𝑡). 4th, the experimental ∆𝑠𝑀(𝑠, 𝑡) at 

each time delay is calculated using Eqn. (7). 5th, the 

residual background in the ∆𝑠𝑀(𝑠, 𝑡) is removed. A 

third-order polynomial is first fit to the ∆𝑠𝑀(𝑠, 𝑡) to 

approximate the residual background and is then 

removed from the signal [44]. 6th, the time range of 

CF3I experiment spanned from -0.5 ps up to 2 ps, with 

a time step of 133.3 fs [63]. The ∆𝑠𝑀(𝑠, 𝑡) from 0.2 ps 

to 2 ps are averaged to obtain ∆𝑠𝑀(𝑠) shown in figure 

14. For iodobenzene signal, the time range spanned 

from -0.8 ps to around 10 ps. The ∆𝑠𝑀(𝑠, 𝑡) from 1 ps 

to ~10 ps are averaged to obtain ∆𝑠𝑀(𝑠) shown in 

figure 16. 

APPENDIX C: SIMULATED X-RAY 

DIFFRACTION SIGNAL 

In ultrafast scattering studies, the molecular dynamics 

can also be captured using X-ray diffraction. Despite 

a great achievement in the time resolution, the 

diffraction data also suffers the loss of low momentum 

transfer region due to the un-scattered X-ray. 

Therefore, by only utilizing the available experimental 

signal and Fourier transform back and forth between 

reciprocal and real space, our proposed method could, 

in principle, also be applicable to retrieve the signal in 

low momentum region in the X-ray data. 

Similar to electron scattering theory, the total elastic 

X-ray scattering constitutes atomic scattering 𝐼𝐴(𝑠) , 

and molecular scattering 𝐼𝑀(𝑠) are given by [48, 49] 

                𝐼𝑡𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙(𝑠) = 𝐼𝐴(𝑠) + 𝐼𝑀(𝑠) ,                 (19) 

                𝐼𝐴(𝑠) = ∑ |𝐹𝑖(𝑠)|2𝑁
𝑖=1  ,  (20) 

𝐼𝑀(𝑠) = ∑ ∑ 𝐹𝑖
∗(𝑠)𝐹𝑗(𝑠)𝑁

𝑗=1,𝑗≠𝑖 
𝑁
𝑖=1

sin(𝑠𝑟𝑖𝑗)

𝑠𝑟𝑖𝑗
, (21) 

where N is the number of atoms that constituent the 

molecule, 𝑠 is the momentum transfer with magnitude 
𝑠 = 4𝜋

𝜆
sin(𝜃

2
), in which 𝜆 is the wavelength and 𝜃 is the 

scattered angle of X-ray photon, 𝐹𝑗(𝑠)  is the X-ray 

elastic scattering amplitude of the jth atom , and 𝑟𝑖𝑗  is 

the interatomic distance between ith atom and jth atom. 

Note that the momentum transfer is usually denoted as 

q in literature of X-ray diffraction, whereas here it is 

denoted as s to avoid confusion.  

We applied the proposed iterative algorithm to the 

simulated X-ray diffraction signal with the X-ray 

energy at 15 keV. The useful data in X-ray 

experiments is usually from around 0.5Å-1  to 4.5Å-1 [2, 

51, 52]. To demonstrate the capability of the algorithm, 

the available momentum transfer of the simulated 

signal is from 1 to 4Å-1, and we aim to retrieve the 

signal between 0 and 1Å-1. The procedures of retrieval 

are the same as the procedures described in section III 

in main text.  

 
Figure 19. Restoring the simulated X-ray diffraction 

data of CF3I in the ground state. (a) ℳ̃1(𝑠)  is the 

signal with the missing region from 0 to 1Å−1, which 

is the blue solid line and is the input for the 1st iteration. 

The calculated signal without the missing region, 

ℳ(𝑠), is the red dashed line, used as a reference for 

comparison. The inset is the structure of a CF3I 

molecule, where the iodine atom is purple, the carbon 

atom is grey, and the fluorine atoms are green. (b) The 

Fourier sine transform of ℳ̃1(𝑠)  and ℳ(𝑠)  are the 

blue and red dashed lines, denoted as 𝒫1(𝑟) and 𝒫(𝑟), 

respectively. The band-pass filter ℋ(r) is the green 
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line. (c) The restored signal after 50 iterations, denoted 

as ℳ̃50(𝑠), is shown by the blue line. The red dashed 

line is ℳ(𝑠). (d) The Fourier transform of ℳ̃50(𝑠) 

produces 𝒫50(𝑟), shown with the blue line. The red 

dashed line is 𝒫(𝑟). 

 
 

Figure 20. Restoring the simulated X-ray diffraction 

data of CF3I, where the CI distance of a CF3I molecule 

is elongated by 5Å. (a) ℳ̃1(𝑠) is the signal with the 

missing region from 0 to 1Å−1, which is the blue solid 

line and is the input for the 1st iteration. The calculated 

signal without the missing region, ℳ(𝑠), is the red 

dashed line, used as a reference for comparison. The 

inset is the structure of a CF3I molecule with the CI 

interatomic distance elongated by 5Å, where the 

iodine atom is purple, the carbon atom is grey, and the 

fluorine atoms are green. (b) The Fourier sine 

transform of ℳ̃1(𝑠)  and ℳ(𝑠)  are the blue and red 

dashed lines, denoted as 𝒫1(𝑟) and 𝒫(𝑟), respectively. 

The band-pass filter ℋ(r) is the green line. (c) The 

restored signal after 50 iterations, denoted as ℳ̃50(𝑠), 

is shown by the blue line. The red dashed line is ℳ(𝑠). 

(d) The Fourier transform of ℳ̃50(𝑠) produces 𝒫50(𝑟), 

shown with the blue line. The red dashed line is 𝒫(𝑟). 

Figure 19 shows the retrieval result of CF3I in the 

ground state, and figure 20 shows the retrieval of CF3I 

with the CI distance increased by 5Å. Although the X-

ray scattering signal is limited by a small region of 

momentum transfer due to low scattering cross section, 

making the interatomic distances unresolvable as 

shown in figure 19(b) and 20(b), the algorithm is still 

able to retrieve the correct signal in low s region. A 

very good agreement between retrieved signal and 

reference is achieved after 50 iterations and is shown 

in figure 19(c)-(d) and 20(c)-(d). This successful 

retrieval highlights the applicability of the proposed 

iterative algorithm to the general diffraction data. 
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