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Directly imaging structural dynamics involving hydrogen atoms by ultrafast diffraction methods
is complicated by their low scattering cross-sections. Here we demonstrate that megaelectronvolt ul-
trafast electron diffraction is sufficiently sensitive to follow hydrogen dynamics in isolated molecules.
In a study of the photodissociation of gas phase ammonia, we simultaneously observe signatures of
the nuclear and corresponding electronic structure changes resulting from the dissociation dynamics
in the time-dependent diffraction. Both assignments are confirmed by ab initio simulations of the
photochemical dynamics and the resulting diffraction observable. While the temporal resolution of
the experiment is insufficient to resolve the dissociation in time, our results represent an important
step towards the observation of proton dynamics in real space and time.

Thermal and photochemical hydrogen and proton
transfer reactions are among the most ubiquitous in
chemistry and biology.[1–3] Directly following hydrogen
and proton dynamics with time-resolved experimental
methods is complicated by their fast time scales down
to the few femtosecond regime. Moreover, typical time-
resolved spectroscopic techniques exhibit only indirect
sensitivity to these dynamics, due to the preferential in-
teraction of the light with the electrons rather than the
nuclei. Direct sensitivity to the motion of the nuclei can
in principle be achieved with novel time-resolved imag-
ing methods, such as ultrafast X-ray[4–6] and electron
diffraction.[7–11]

X-rays exclusively scatter off the electron density of
a molecule (Thomson scattering).[12] The information
about relative positions of atoms in a molecule from X-
ray diffraction largely originates from inner-shell elec-
trons with strong localization and, thus, high density at
the positions of the nuclei. Since hydrogens do not posses
inner-shell electrons, the sensitivity of X-ray diffraction
to hydrogens and hydrogen motion is extremely limited.
In contrast, electrons scatter off the Coulomb potential of
a molecule (Rutherford scattering), which contains con-
tributions from both electrons and nuclei.[13] Therefore,
the relative cross-section of hydrogen with respect to car-
bon is more than an order of magnitude higher for elec-
tron compared to X-ray diffraction.[14] The observation
of hydrogen motion has recently been demonstrated in
an investigation of the energy dissipation from the O-H
stretching mode of bulk water using megaelectronvolt ul-

trafast electron diffraction (MeV-UED).[11, 15, 16] Here,
we demonstrate that MeV-UED can resolve the femtosec-
ond excited-state hydrogen dynamics in dilute gas phase
ammonia, photoexcited at ∼200 nm.

The photodissociation of ammonia is a benchmark case
for multi-channel nonadiabatic photochemical dynam-
ics and, therefore, has been the subject of many previ-
ous experimental steady-state[17–22] and time-resolved
studies,[23–25] as well as theoretical investigations.[26,
27] Ammonia (C3v symmetry) exhibits a double min-
imum in its electronic ground state connected by an
umbrella-type inversion motion (see potential energy sur-
faces, PESs, in Fig. 1a). Photoexcitation around 200 nm
populates the 21A state, which is dominated by a single-
electron excitation from the nitrogen lone pair (n) orbital
to a 3s Rydberg orbital (see visualizations in Fig. 1a) and,
therefore, exhibits Rydberg character. The 21A state has
a minimum at a planar geometry of D3h symmetry. The
large geometric difference between the ground state and
21A state results in a strong vibrational progression in its
absorption spectrum (see Fig. 1b). Although H2N-H dis-
sociation is impeded by a barrier, the hydrogen atom can
cross the barrier (potentially aided by tunnelling) leading
to <100 fs lifetimes in the D3h minimum for all but the
lowest two out-of-plane bending vibrational states. Iso-
topic substitution with deuterium significantly increases
the lifetimes in the D3h minimum for a number of out-of-
plane vibrational levels,[17] making it easier to resolve the
dynamics in time. Hence, we employ fully deuterated am-
monia and excite the 4th excited state vibrational level
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at 202.5 nm (see Fig. 1b). Deuteration only affects the
timescales here, and is not expected to have any effect
on the diffraction signal intensity. Thus, our findings on
the sensitivity of MeV-UED for deuterated ammonia are
fully transferable to experimental signatures of proton
dynamics in other systems.

The dissociation barrier results from the presence of
an avoided crossing between the excited Rydberg state
and a higher-lying nσ∗ state with D2N-D antibonding
character.[28] Thus, the excited state gradually changes
its electronic character from n3s to nσ∗ along the D2N-
D dissociation coordinate. After passing the dissociation
barrier, the wavepacket proceeds along the D2N-D coor-
dinate towards adiabatic and nonadiabatic photodissoci-
ation channels, yielding ND2(X̃)+D and ND2(Ã)+D (see
Fig. 1).

The sensitivity of electron scattering to the electronic
structure of molecules has long been established and
benchmarked, among other molecules, with the help of
ammonia.[29–31] Elastic scattering processes are sensi-
tive to the electron density in a molecule. In contrast,
inelastic scattering is sensitive to electron correlation.[32]
We have recently demonstrated that inelastic scattering
can be employed to follow electronic structure changes
during photochemical dynamics.[8] Such changes in elec-
tron correlation can originate from population transfer
between excited states of different electronic character
through conical intersections[8] or due to more gradual
excited-state character changes like the change n3s to
nσ∗ when crossing the excited-state barrier of ammonia.
The strongest contributions from inelastic scattering ap-
pear at momentum transfer values <2 Å−1 whereas dif-
ference diffraction signatures of nuclear geometry changes
can typically be measured up to 10 Å−1.[9] Thus, com-
plementary information from electronic- and nuclear-
structure changes can be detected in a well-separable
fashion in the experimental diffraction patterns. In the
present study, we observe, in addition to signatures of the
structural N-D dissociation, clear signatures of the elec-
tronic excitation and electronic character change from
n3s to nσ∗.

The experiment was performed at the MeV-UED facil-
ity at SLAC National Accelerator Laboratory.[33] Fig. 1c
shows a schematic of the experimental setup. A 202.5 nm
pump pulse was spatially and temporally overlapped
with an electron pulse of 4.2 MeV kinetic energy in a
pulsed jet of ND3. Diffracted electrons were detected
with a combination of a phosphor screen and a camera.
The simulations were performed using ab initio multi-
ple spawning[34] (AIMS) in combination with ab initio
elastic and inelastic electron scattering simulations.[8] A
detailed description of both the experimental and theo-
retical methods can be found in Sec. S1 of the supple-
mental material.

Our AIMS simulations are based on the PESs and
nonadiabatic couplings reported by Yarkony et al.[27, 35]

FIG. 1. Photoinduced process and experimental overview.
(a) S0 and S1 PESs along the umbrella (Θ) and ND2-D dissoci-
ation coordinates. The PESs were obtained from Refs. 27, 35.
Photoexcitation (blue arrow) to the predissociative 21A state
activates the umbrella mode and promotes adiabatic or non-
adiabatic ND2-D dissociation. The contour plot shows the
S1/S0 energy gap, indicating a smaller gap (blue) along the
ND2-D coordinate. Changes in the electronic character are
shown by means of the dominant configuration. Key orbitals
involved in the process are shown as insets and correspond
to state-averaged natural orbitals (isovalue=0.36 a.u.). At
the distorted geometries, the Rydberg orbital correlates with
a σ∗ orbital in the distorted ND2-D and eventually becomes
the 1s H orbital upon dissociation. Additionally, the domi-
nant electron configurations (non-spin-adapted) of the states
in the Franck–Condon region and in the dissociation limit are
shown. (b) Experimental absorption spectrum of ND3 (black
line) showing strong vibrational progression in the umbrella
mode (ν′2). The peaks of the progression are labeled with re-
spect to the corresponding vibrational level. The small peak
at 217 nm results from a small contamination with NH3. The
spectrum of the UV pump laser centered around ν′2 = 4 of the
umbrella mode is shown in blue. (c) Schematic diagram of the
experimental setup. The UV pump (blue) and probe electron
beam (green) are introduced to the interaction point at a 2◦

angle. Gaseous ND3 is introduced into the interaction point
using a pulsed nozzle. Diffracted electrons are detected on a
back-illuminated phosphor screen detector, while undiffracted
electrons exit through a hole in the center of the detector.

and provide a picture consistent with previous numeri-
cally exact quantum dynamics.[27] In particular, follow-
ing photoexcitation and progress along the D2N-D dis-
sociation coordinate (Sec. S2 and Fig. S3), the majority
of the population undergoes nonadiabatic photodissocia-
tion (∼66 %) with a smaller portion (∼24 %) proceeding
along the adiabatic channel (Fig. S4). A small fraction
(< 10 %) remains trapped (after 0.84 ps) on the excited
state by the predissociation barrier and hence retains Ry-
dberg character (Fig. S5).

In Fig. 2e, we present the results of our MeV-UED
experiment as a false-color plot in the form of the
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FIG. 2. Comparison of experimental and simulated electron diffraction signatures of the photodissociation of ammonia. (a),
(b), and (c) show ∆I/Iref signals at different delays from (a) the experiment, (b) ab initio scattering calculations based on AIMS
simulations, and (c) the same AIMS simulations, but using the independent atom model (IAM) to compute the diffraction
signal. The delays for the temporal lineouts in (a)-(c) are marked as color-coded horizontal lines in the corresponding false-color
plots of the time-dependent signals from the experiment and the two different simulation approaches in (e)-(g). Additionally, the
time-dependence of the integrated low-s regions of the three false-color plots is shown in plot (d) where the upper-s integration
limits are marked by vertical color-coded dashed lines in plots (e)-(g).

difference between the time-dependent diffraction and
the static diffraction of ND3 normalized by the static
diffraction (∆I/Iref(s, t)). Additionally, Fig. 2a shows
∆I/Iref(s) at the three different delay times (t = -
0.56 ps, 0.04 ps, and 0.84 ps), which are marked by
the color-coded horizontal lines in Fig. 2e. These de-
lay times are chosen to include one delay clearly be-
fore time zero as a reference for the noise level of the
experimental signals, the closest experimental delay to
time zero, and one delay where the dissociation re-
action is expected to be finished. The s-integrated

∆I/Iref(0.67 Å
−1

< s < 1 Å
−1
, t) (dashed blue vertical

line in Fig. 2e) is shown in Fig. 2d, blue. At time zero, a

strong positive feature turns on in the s < 2 Å
−1

regime
and decays within the instrument response function (500-
fs full width at half maximum, FWHM) to a weaker,
delay-independent level (Fig. 2d). Simultaneously, sub-
stantially weaker features appear: specifically, a broad

positive signature between 3 and 6 Å
−1

and a broad neg-

ative signature at s > 6 Å
−1

that stay constant over the
whole remaining time delay window.

The experimental results in Fig. 2e are compared
with the simulated scattering signals computed based on
AIMS dynamics of photoexcited ND3 (see Secs. S1 D
and S2). We use two different approaches to simulate

the electron diffraction observable from the simulated
wavepacket. First, using ab initio scattering where the
∆I/Iref(s, t) signatures are computed by scattering off
the Coulomb potential from the nuclei and the electronic
wavefunction as evaluated in our wavepacket simulations
(Figs. 2b/f). This scattering simulation includes both
elastic and inelastic scattering contributions. Analogous
to the experimental data, the time-dependence of the in-

tegrated difference diffraction 0.67 Å
−1

< s < 1 Å
−1

is
plotted in Fig. 2d (dashed green line). Second, we also
provide ∆I/Iref(s, t) signatures based on the independent
atom model (IAM, Figs. 2c/g) that neglect both inelastic
scattering and changes in electron density around indi-
vidual atoms due to chemical bonding or electron density
redistribution (e.g., following electronic excitation). The
time-dependence of the integrated signal at low s-values
is plotted in Fig. 2d (dashed brown line).

To understand the time-dependent signatures in Fig. 2,
we begin by considering the respective signatures at late
delays (Fig. 2a-c, orange). The signature from the IAM
scattering simulation in Fig. 2c exclusively originates
from changes in the nuclear geometry (interatomic dis-
tances) due to the atomic superposition approximation
inherent to IAM. Since it is a ∆I/Iref(s, t) signature, it
results from the difference of signatures from the atomic
distances in and between the dissociation products at a
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delay time of 0.84 ps and signatures from the distances in
the ND3 reactant geometry. Due to the relatively large
atomic form factor of nitrogen, it is dominated by the
difference of N-D distance signatures from the evolving
photoexcited population and from the reactant geometry
(see Sec. S3 for details). Moreover, the presence of the
predissociation barrier leads to a blurring of the diffrac-
tion signatures from the photoexcited population. This
effect is further increased by the limited time resolution
of the experiment (modeled in the IAM simulations in
Fig. 2 by convolution with a Gaussian in time, see Sec. S1
D). The signature at late delays in the IAM simulation
(Fig. 2c) is, therefore, dominated by the loss of one N-D
bond distance (see Sec. S3).

A qualitatively similar, but weaker, signal is found
both in the experimental and ab initio scattering sig-

natures for s > 3 Å
−1

(Figs. 2a and b). A decomposition
of the ab initio scattering signature into elastic and in-
elastic scattering contributions (Figs. 3 and S6) shows
that it is exclusively due to elastic scattering. Due to the
incoherent nature of inelastic scattering, we do not ex-
pect any direct signatures from changes in the molecular
geometry.[8] Thus, the absence of the signature at s > 3

Å
−1

in the inelastic scattering supports the assignment
of this signature as the loss of one N-D bond, analogous
to the IAM scattering signature. The relative weakness
of the signatures with respect to the IAM simulation is a
direct result of the deviation of the actual electron distri-
bution in ND3 from a superposition of atomic densities
assumed in IAM.

Considering next the low-s (s < 3 Å
−1

) region at late
delays (orange plots), the ab initio scattering and ex-
perimental signals deviate qualitatively from the IAM.

Both show a strong positive signature for s < 1 Å
−1

whereas the IAM simulations exhibit a negative signa-
ture. Decomposition of the ab initio scattering simula-
tions (Figs. 3 and S6) show that its main contribution

below 1 Å
−1

originates from the small fraction (< 10 %,
Fig. S4) of population that is trapped on the excited state
due to the predissociation barrier. As shown in Fig. S5,
this is mainly due to the Rydberg character of the excited
state rather than geometric changes from the difference
between ground- state and excited-state potentials in the
Franck–Condon region.

It should be noted that both elastic and inelastic scat-
tering contribute to the low-s signature (see Figs. 3 and
S6). Both contributions can be directly connected to
the Rydberg character of the excited state. First, the
strength of the elastic scattering contribution originates
from the significant change in electron density distribu-
tion induced by the Rydberg excitation: one electron,
i.e., 10 % of the overall electron density, is redistributed
from a fairly localized lone pair orbital to a strongly de-
localized Rydberg orbital. Second, the excitation from
the electronic ground state (strongly correlated motion

FIG. 3. Decomposition of the longer timescale ab initio scat-
tering signal (t = 0.84 ps) according to exit channel. (a) Total
scattering signal, and its decomposition into (b) elastic and
(c) inelastic components. The main contribution to the low-s
signal is the fraction of S1 population trapped by the predisso-
ciation barrier. The distance-based cutoffs used to define the
photoproducts are indicated in the figure (see also Fig S4).

of the two electrons occupying the n orbital) to a n3s
Rydberg state (weak correlation between remaining elec-
tron in the n orbital and the electron in the 3s Rydberg
orbital) can be expected to yield a significant change in
the inelastic scattering signature.

Weaker contributions to the s < 1 Å
−1

signal arise
from the large population (∼66%) in the nonadiabatic
dissociation channel, mainly from inelastic scattering
contributions (see Fig. 3). The less populated adia-
batic dissociation channel (∼24%) shows negligible con-
tributions in this region. The disagreement between ex-
perimental and ab initio scattering simulation between

1 < s < 2 Å
−1

can be explained by a baseline offset in
the experimental data in this region in combination with
a slight overestimation of the inelastic scattering intensi-
ties in the ab initio simulations.

Summing up our theoretical analysis at long time de-
lays, we can distinguish two regions in the ∆I/Iref(s, t)

signal: (i) the < 1 Å
−1

region which is almost exclu-
sively sensitive to the electronic character of the excited

electronic state, and (ii) the > 3 Å
−1

region which is ex-
clusive sensitivity to nuclear structural changes, i.e. the
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loss of an N-D bond upon photodissociation.

We can interpret the time-zero signal (blue curves in
Fig. 2a-c) along the same s-regions. Experimental and ab
initio scattering signals are dominated by a stronger sig-

nature at s < 1 Å
−1

than at later delay times. The region

at s > 3 Å
−1

shows the same (albeit weaker) signatures
as at later delay times. The strong signature at s < 1

Å
−1

is easily explained by the fact that initially all of the
excited-state population is residing behind the predissoci-
ation barrier, where the electronic state exhibits Rydberg
character. Accordingly, the decay of the signal at s < 1

Å
−1

after time zero is related to the depopulation of the
quasi-bound Franck–Condon region due to the associated
change in electronic character (see also Fig. S5). Since
IAM is insensitive to the electronic state, this feature is
entirely missing in the IAM scattering signal. The weak

dissociation signatures at s > 3 Å
−1

are the result of a
temporal smearing of the onset of the dissociation signa-
tures due to the limited temporal resolution (see Fig. S6
for the raw, i.e., without temporal convolution, theoreti-
cal difference scattering signals).

In conclusion, we observed signatures from both deu-
terium structural dynamics and electronic structure
changes during the photodissociation of ND3 in well-
separated momentum transfer ranges of ultrafast elec-
tron diffraction. Our results mark a powerful demonstra-
tion of the ability of MeV-UED to follow nonadiabatic
proton and hydrogen photochemistry. Alternative and
emerging methods with similar or higher sensitivity to
hydrogens and their dynamics are laser-induced electron
diffraction[36–39] and Coulomb explosion imaging.[40,
41] The sensitivity of these techniques to hydrogen
has been established for static structures.[39, 40] Time-
resolved studies of hydrogen motion with Coulomb explo-
sion imaging have been recently demonstrated in a sem-
inal study on the roaming reaction in formaldehyde.[42]
Structural dynamics studies with laser-induced electron
diffraction have so far been limited to dynamics of the
ionic states populated during its self-diffraction process
with photoelectrons.[39] However, both methods lack the
complementary electronic structure information which
MeV-UED is able to deliver as a well-separable observ-
able. Our results lack so far in temporal resolution (500 fs
FWHM), a crucial parameter for the investigation of re-
action dynamics involving hydrogens and protons. How-
ever, structural dynamics of more strongly scattering sec-
ond row elements can already be investigated at the exist-
ing MeV-UED facility using lower electron pulse charges,
which result in a 3-fold improved time resolution (150 fs
FWHM).[9] The signal levels required for the observation
of proton dynamics at this higher temporal resolution can
be achieved, e.g., by an increase of the repetition rate. An
increase of the repetition rate by several orders of magni-
tude has already been achieved with the electron injector
guns for next-generation X-ray free electron lasers and,

thus, does not pose a fundamental obstacle.
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S1. METHODS

A. Experimental details

The experiment was performed at the MeV-UED facility at SLAC National Accelerator

Laboratory.[1] We used the 800 nm output of a Ti:Sapphire laser system and separated a

pump and a probe beam path. The pulses of the probe beam path were frequency-tripled

and directed onto the photocathode of an RF gun to eject an ultrashort electron pulse with

a bunch charge of ∼8 fC at the interaction point after collimation. This charge is four times

higher than reported in Ref. 1 leading to a reduction of the time resolution to 500 fs full-

width-half-maximum (FHWM) due to space-charge effects. The electrons were accelerated

in a microwave cavity to a kinetic energy of 4.2 MeV and focused through a holey mirror

to a spot size of 150 µm FWHM in the interaction region of a gas phase experimental

chamber. Pump pulses were generated by frequency-quadrupling of the 800 nm laser pulses

in a two-step process using β-barium borate crystals. The third harmonic, generated by an

in-line trippler was mixed with the fundamental wavelength in a 100 µm thick β-barium

borate crystal. The excitation wavelength of 202.5 nm was achieved by slightly detuning

the angle of the mixing crystal. The resulting pulses of 15 µJ/pulse were focused into the

experimental chamber to a diameter of 280 µm FWHM and overlapped with the electron

pulses at a 2◦ angle. Deuterated ammonia (99 atom % deuteration) was purchased from

Sigma-Aldrich and used without further purification. The isotope purity was monitored in

situ with a residual gas analyzer. It was necessary to flow the sample through the apparatus

for a few minutes to insure high isotope purity levels due to rapid proton/deuteron exchange

with residual compounds in the experimental chamber (e.g. water). We used a pulsed nozzle

(Parker, 100 µm orifice) in combination with a repetition rate of 180 Hz. Diffracted electrons

were detected by a combination of a phosphor screen and an EMCCD camera. Based on the

relative static and dynamic signal levels, the excitation ratio was estimated to be about 2.5

%. Time-dependent diffraction was measured at a series of delay time points between −3 ps

and +3 ps in each scan. The separation between time delay points was 200 fs, except for the

earliest and latest delay points, where it was considerably larger. At each time delay point,

we integrated the diffraction signal for 8 seconds. The full data set includes 400 such scans.

The sequence of delay steps was randomized for every scan to avoid systematic errors.
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B. Generating ∆I/Iref signals from the experimental raw images

The data treatment was similar to those described in previous publications of results

from the MeV-UED facility.[2, 3] The individual raw images from the Andor detector were

treated in the following way:

• A corner of the image which does not contain contributions from the diffraction signal

was used to subtract an intensity offset from the whole image.

• The detector exhibits a hole in the center to transmit the undiffracted electron beam.

The hole was masked off in the individual images.

• The center of the diffraction pattern was determined in each image by filtering on

pixels of a specific intensity and fitting a circle to the pixels. The obtained center

coordinates were analyzed with respect to drift both in laboratory time and pump-

probe delay time. We did observe slight drifts in laboratory time, but no drifts in

delay time. The final center coordinates for each individual image were obtained from

a smoothed curve describing the evolution of the center coordinates in laboratory time.

• The relativistic electrons create a sparse background of X-rays. X-rays which hit the

detector typically saturate a number of adjacent pixels. Such X-ray hits were filtered

out from each image by filtering on intensity values and identifying pixels, which

deviated more than 3σ from the mean of all pixel intensities with the same distance

from the diffraction center.

• The total intensity of individual images was analyzed both for laboratory and pump-

probe delay time drifts. Changes could only be observed on the laboratory time scale.

They were corrected by normalization of each image to the mean intensity of all images

of a specific pump-probe delay.

• Each image was azimuthally averaged to yield 1-dimensional diffraction patterns.

Diffraction patterns of the same pump-probe delay were averaged. The ∆I/Iref signal was

generated by subtracting the static diffraction signal from the diffraction of all time steps

and dividing the resulting difference signal by the static diffraction signal. The ∆I/Iref signal

was Gaussian-smoothed in s to remove high-frequency noise.
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C. Global fit of experimental ∆I/Iref data

The experimental ∆I/Iref data were globally fitted with the following function:

∆I/Iref (s, t) = g (FWHM, t) ∗
[
H (t) ·

(
A (s) e−

t
τ +B (s)

)]
. (S1)

Eq. S1 represents a sum of an exponential and a constant term in the pump-probe delay t,

multiplied by a Heaviside step function H. The product is convolved with a Gaussian func-

tion to account for the limited experimental time resolution. The FWHM of the Gaussian

function was determined in the fit to be 0.46 ps, the time constant τ of the experimen-

tal decay to be 0.33 ps. Both values exhibit uncertainties on the order of the respective

value. The global fit and its residuals are compared with the experimental data in Fig. S1.

The decay-associated diffraction patterns A (s) and B (s), which were determined in the fit

(Eq. S1), are plotted in Fig. S2.

D. Computational details

Ab initio multiple spawning[4] (AIMS) simulations were performed in the adiabatic basis

using the potential energy surfaces for the 1, 21A states of ND3, their nuclear gradients and

couplings reported by Yarkony and co-workers.[5, 6] These were generated using multirefer-

ence configuration interaction including single and double excitations (based on molecular

orbitals from a two-state averaged complete active space expansion with eight electrons in

nine orbitals) and the aug-cc-pVTZ basis set including a 3s Rydberg function on the nitro-

gen. A total of 48 initial conditions (ICs) were sampled from a 0K vibrational ground-state

Harmonic Wigner distribution with the requirement that the excitation energy is within

±0.015 eV of the v2 = 4 umbrella absorption maximum. Frequencies and normal modes

were obtained using MP2 and the aug-cc-pVTZ basis set. This yields a total energy of

6.8±0.3 eV, relative to the ND3(X̃) minimum, for the selected initial conditions. Each

IC was initiated on S1 under the independent first-generation approximation[7] and propa-

gated using AIMS for ∼ 1 ps (4 · 104 a.u.) in a maximum time step of 10 a.u. (∼0.24 fs).

Since our implementation of ab initio scattering is currently restricted to complete-active

space self-consistent field (CASSCF) theory,[8] we approximated the scattering signal on

the basis of the CASSCF wavefunctions, accounting for potential state rotations through

5



the zeroth-order XMS basis obtained at the extended multistate multireference second-order

perturbation theory (XMS-CASPT2, real level shift of 0.3 a.u.). This allows us to retain the

correct state-ordering from the dynamics but neglects the effects of first-order wavefunction

corrections. However, no substantial rotations were observed in the XMS treatment, i.e., all

rotation matrices were close to the identity matrix. The active space consisted of eight elec-

trons in nine orbitals with state-averaging over the two lowest singlet states and the def2-svp

basis with a 3s Rydberg function on the nitrogen (exponent 0.028 a.u.−2). We computed the

ab initio scattering signals based on the AIMS dynamics in 2-fs time steps. Due to the large

number of spawns, resulting in a large number of scattering calculations, we computed the

two-dimensional diffraction pattern only in the 0 < t < 0.5 ps window (see below). Addi-

tionally, we computed the difference scattering at 850 fs to get a late-time lineout. To further

reduce the number of scattering calculations, we randomly selected five samples among the

trajectory basis functions (TBFs) with population < 0.1 for each IC and timestep, while

retaining all TBFs with population ≥ 0.1. The wavepacket was renormalized accordingly.

Rotationally averaged elastic and inelastic scattering signals were evaluated using an s-grid

ranging from 0.0 to 10.0 Å−1 (increments of 0.1 Å−1) and a 590-point Lebedev quadrature.

The ab initio scattering calculations were performed using the TeraChem program.[9–12]

For comparison, we also computed the scattering signal using the independent atom model

(IAM). The atomic form factors were taken from Ref. [13]

Analogous to the experimental data, we generate a reference diffraction pattern (ref)

from the ICs of the wavepacket simulations in the electronic ground state. We subtract this

reference diffraction pattern from all simulated time steps and divide the resulting difference

diffraction of each time step by it to obtain: ∆I/Iref = (Itotal(t)− Itotal(t < 0)) /Iref(t < 0)

signal, where Itotal(t) = Ielastic(t) + Iinelastic(t). Decomposition of the total ab initio signal

into elastic and inelastic components was done as follows: (IX(t)− IX(t < 0)) /Itotal(t < 0)

with X = elastic or inelastic, such that their sum yields ∆I/Iref. The ∆I/Iref signals of

both the ab initio scattering and the IAM scattering simulation are shown in Fig. S6. For

a one-to-one comparison with the experimental diffraction signal (see Fig. 2 of the main

text) and to account for the limited experimental time-resolution, we add negative time

steps with ∆I/Iref (t < 0) = 0. Furthermore, under the assumption that the changes in the

∆I/Iref signal at delays beyond 500 fs are negligible, we used the last ∆I/Iref pattern to

extent the simulations out to 2 ps (∆I/Iref (t > 0.5ps) = ∆I/Iref (0.5ps)). To account for
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the limited time resolution of the experiment, both the ab initio and the IAM scattering

simulations were convolved with a 500 fs FWHM Gaussian.

S2. ANALYSIS OF NONADIABATIC DYNAMICS SIMULATIONS

In this section, we briefly describe the wavepacket behavior obtained from our AIMS

simulations. Photoexcitation to the n3s state initially triggers coherent oscillations along

the umbrella mode with a period of ∼50 fs. The wavepacket proceeds along the N–D

coordinate (see nuclear wavepacket densities in Fig. S3) towards adiabatic and nonadiabatic

photodissociation channels, yielding ND2(X̃)+D and ND2(Ã)+D photoproducts. In line

with previous work,[14, 15] there are two types of exit channels depending on the recoil-

induced momentum following deuterium photodissociation: (i) high rotational excitation of

ND2 about its a-rotational axis caused by dissociation at out-of-plane configurations, and (ii)

internal excitation of the bending mode in ND2, leading to Renner–Teller coupling between

the X̃2B1 and Ã2A1 states of ND2 (period of ∼30 fs).[16] Furthermore, the dissociation can

take place adiabatically leading to ND2(X̃) state (Fig. 1 in the main text). Alternatively,

the diabatic dissociation channel results in ND2(Ã) fragments. The temporal evolution

of the product distribution is shown in Figure S4. As indicated in the figure, we used

distance criteria based on the location of the predissociation barrier (∼1.31 Å) and the

minimum energy conical intersection (∼1.97 Å) to separate the population according to

exit channels.[6] To distinguish adiabatic and nonadiabatic photodissociation, we further

separate the population into contributions associated with S1 and S0. We find that about

8% of the photoexcited population remains trapped by the dissociation barrier on S1 after 1

ps. The population might be overestimated due to the classical evolution of the trajectory

basis functions in AIMS and hence neglect of nuclear tunneling effects. Less than 1% relaxes

back to the ND3 minimum of the ground state. About 24 % of the photoexcited population

undergoes adiabatic dissociation and ∼66 % nonadiabatic dissociation. The ND2(X̃,Ã)

branching ratio agrees well with previous quantum dynamics simulations.[6]
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S3. SIGNATURES IN THE INDEPENDENT ATOM MODEL SIMULATIONS

Within the independent atom model (IAM), the electron diffraction signature of an en-

semble of randomly oriented molecules in momentum transfer space (s) can be expressed

as

Itot = Iatom +
N∑

i=1

N∑

j 6=i

f ∗i (s)fj(s)
sin rijs

rijs
= Iatom + Imol, (S2)

where Iatom =
∑N

i=1 |fi(s)|
2 is the atomic scattering intensity as the sum of the N atomic

contributions of the molecule, fi/fj the atomic form factors of atoms i and j, and rij their

distance. The double sum over all interatomic distances rij in the molecule (molecular

scattering, Imol) contains the structural information of the molecule. The relative intensity

of the individual rij contributions to Imol is determined by the strengths of the atomic

form factors. Due to the order-of-magnitude larger form factor of nitrogen with respect to

deuterium, Imol is dominated by the signatures of the N-D distances while D-D distance

have negligible contributions (see Fig. S8a).

Within the IAM, individual atomic distances enter Imol as sinc functions with periods of

2π/rij and zero crossings at nπ/rij for n non-zero integers (see Eq. S2 and Fig. S8). Moreover,

only atomic distances which undergo changes enter difference diffraction (∆I/Iref(s, t)), as

a difference between the signature from the distance at time t and the signature from the

distance in the static (reference) diffraction. Figure S8b, blue, shows a simulated ∆I/Iref

signature from elongating one of the N-D distances of ND3 by a factor of 10. For comparison,

a ∆I/Iref signature from elongating the atomic distance in a hypothetical molecule ND is

shown (orange), i.e., neglecting any D-D distance contributions to the signal. Analog to

the static Imol, the contributions from D-D distances are relatively small. In both curves,

the signatures from the increased distance (oscillations with small period) and the reference

distance (oscillations with large period, resembling the negative of the plots in Fig. S8a) can

be clearly distinguished.

In the AIMS simulations, the predissociation barrier on the excited state leads to a blurred

temporal onset of the photodissociation over a ∼100 fs range as shown in Fig. S3. This

results in a broad distribution of N-D distances between the photodissociation fragments

at any given delay time. Moreover, due to the limited experimental time resolution, the

measurement averages over a 500 fs time window for every delay time and, thus, an even
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larger distribution of N-D distances. Therefore, the time-dependent N-D distances do not

result in a distinct oscillatory contribution to the momentum transfer space ∆I/Iref(s, t)

signal based on the AIMS simulations. Accordingly, the ∆I/Iref(s, t) signal is dominated at

essentially all delay times by the loss of the well-defined initial N-D distance (green curve

in Fig. S8).
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S4. SUPPLEMENTAL FIGURES

FIG. S1. Comparison of a global fit of the ∆I/Iref signal using Eq. S1 with the experimental data.

The color scales for all three plots is identical with Fig. 2 in the main text.
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FIG. S2. Decay-associated diffraction patterns A (s) and B (s) from fits using Eq. S1.
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FIG. S3. Time evolution of the wavepacket density projected onto the maximum N-D distance:

(a) S1 and (b) S0. Blue filled circles and green triangles indicate the location of non-adiabatic

S1 → S0 and S0 → S1 transition events, respectively. Additional transition events occurs at longer

N-D distances (outside the plot range) due to Renner–Teller coupling.
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FIG. S4. Population dynamics of the various photoproducts as obtained from the AIMS simulation.
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FIG. S5. Time evolution of the nuclear wavepacket density along the N-D bond coordinate (zoom

in of Fig S3) for (a) S1 and (b) S0, with color-coding indicating the expectation value of r2. The

latter provides a measure for the radial extent of the electronic density, and hence the degree of

Rydberg or valence character of the electronic state. Trapping by the predissociation barrier on S1

is reflected in the substantial Rydberg character. At the Franck–Condon point, 〈r2〉S0 ∼ 15 a.u.

and 〈r2〉S1 ∼ 38 a.u.
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FIG. S6. Comparison of the (a,f) elastic and (b,g) inelastic components to the total (c,h) ab initio

scattering and the independent atom model scattering (IAM, d,i). Lineouts of the diffraction

pattern evolution are shown in plots a-d for 0 fs (blue) and 500 fs delay (orange). In the case of

plots a-d, the blue curve represents signatures purely from the electronic structure change due to

the photoexcitation, since the nuclei are in their initial positions. Since the IAM does not explicitly

model the molecular electronic structure, the blue curve in plot d shows a zero line. Additionally,

the time-dependence of the integrated regions, which are marked in (f-i) by dashed vertical lines,

are shown in (e).
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FIG. S7. Ab initio difference scattering signature of the electronic transition from the ground state

to the n3s state before the onset of any nuclear dynamics. In other words, the signatures are purely

an effect of the changing electronic character upon photoexcitation.
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FIG. S8. Zero-crossings in the independent atom model (IAM). (a) Simulated Imol signature of

ND3 (blue) based on IAM. For better visibility of the behavior of the signature over the whole

s-range, it is rescaled by Iatom. For comparison, the IAM signature of a single N-D bond distance

is shown (orange). It is multiplied by a factor of three to account for the three N-D distances in

ND3 and rescaled by Iatom. The two curves only deviate significantly for s < 2 Å−1 due to the

contributions from D-D distances in ND3. Their zero crossings at π/rN−D, 2π/rN−D, and 3π/rN−D

are marked. (b) Difference diffraction (∆I/Iref) for the elongation of one of the N-D distances in

ND3 by a factor of 10 (blue). For comparison, the ∆I/Iref signature from the elongation of an

isolated N-D distance (omitting contributions from the associated D-D distance changes) in ND3

is shown (orange). Additionally, the signature from the loss of a N-D distance is plotted in green.

The fact that all curves share closely the zero crossings of part (a) demonstrates that the signals

are dominated by the loss of an N-D bond distance.
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