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Abstract: Photoexcitation by ultrashort laser pulses plays a crucial role in controlling reaction pathways, cre-

ating nonequilibrium material properties, and offering a microscopic view of complex dynamics at the molecular

level. The photo response following a laser pulse is, in general, non-identical between multiple exposures due to

spatiotemporal fluctuations in a material or the stochastic nature of dynamical pathways. However, most ultrafast

experiments using a stroboscopic pump-probe scheme struggle to distinguish intrinsic sample fluctuations from

extrinsic apparatus noise, often missing seemingly random deviations from the averaged shot-to-shot response.

Leveraging the stability and high photon-flux of time-resolved X-ray micro-diffraction at a synchrotron, we de-

veloped a method to quantitatively characterize the shot-to-shot variation of the photoinduced dynamics in a

solid-state electrolyte. By analyzing temporal evolutions of the lattice parameter of a single grain in a powder en-

semble, we found that the sample responses after different shots contain random fluctuations that are, however, not

independent. Instead, there is a correlation between the nonequilibrium lattice trajectories following adjacent laser

shots with a characteristic “correlation length” of approximately 1,500 shots, which represents an energy barrier

of 0.38 eV for switching the photoinduced pathway, a value interestingly commensurate with the activation energy

of lithium ion diffusion. Not only does our nonequilibrium noise correlation spectroscopy provide a new strategy

for studying fluctuations that are central to phase transitions in both condensed matter and molecular systems, it

also paves the way for discovering hidden correlations and novel metastable states buried in oft-presumed random,

uncorrelated fluctuating dynamics.

Even though rapid advances in laser technology have
enabled the detection of ultrafast dynamics in biological
systems2, quantum materials3,4, and chemical reactions5

down to the attosecond regime, probing stochastic pro-
cesses that are intrinsic in these systems remains a co-
nundrum. In cases where random fluctuations and non-
deterministic quasiparticle motions dominate the dy-
namics of interest, such as near the critical point of a
phase transition or in a disordered medium riddled with
topological defects, a conventional stroboscopic pump-
probe scheme is ineffective as it averages out shot-to-
shot variations in the pump-induced response. Even if
the probe signal achieves a sufficiently high signal-to-
noise ratio in a non-stroboscopic single-shot pump-probe
measurement6–8, typically only the data point at one
pump-probe delay is collected after a single pump shot,
rendering it impossible to reconstruct the stochastic dy-
namics over time. Alternatively, a pump pulse may be
followed by a train of probe pulselets via echelon-based
optics9–11 to characterize the entire pump-induced evo-
lution. However, the probe signal spread over individ-

ual pulselets can be too weak to yield useful informa-
tion about the dynamics after only one pump shot, and
extensive averaging over multiple pump shots are often
necessary. Fundamentally, there is an upper limit on how
strong the probe pulse (or pulselets) can be so that it
does not significantly alter the dynamics under investi-
gation. This limit hence imposes a trade-off between the
signal-to-noise ratio and how many delay times can be
measured, preventing access to the full, stochastic dy-
namics that differ from one pump shot to another.

Here, we tackle this challenge in studying stochastic
ultrafast dynamics via a new statistical approach that
is capable of uncovering hidden correlations between in-
dividual pump-induced events. A key to this method
relies on the low noise level associated with the data
collection process that can be plagued by instrumental
instability or low photon counts in a table-top ultra-
fast laser-based measurements. In our experiment, we
overcome these problems by utilizing the stability and
high photon flux of a synchrotron-based time-resolved
X-ray setup such that the experimentally observed sig-
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FIG. 1. Overview of the powder sample and the pump-probe setup. a, Crystal structure of the tetragonal LLTO in
equilibrium. Graphics rendered by VESTA1. b, Schematic of the experimental setup for synchrotron-based time-resolved hard
X-ray micro-diffraction (see Methods). c, Scanning electron micrograph of the powder LLTO sample pressed into a pellet, which
was used in the time-resolved X-ray experiment. d, Raw diffraction image of the (004) Bragg peak of a particular crystalline
grain recorded before pump pulse arrival. q⊥ is along the c-axis of the grain while q∥ lies in the a-b plane of the grain.

nal variation is dominated by the intrinsic sample fluc-
tuations in the photoinduced response. Unlike previous
approaches that necessitate a single-shot setup12,13, our
method is deployed to a typical stroboscopic pump-probe
scheme and only necessitates repeated data acquisitions
of the same pump-probe delay with a stable light source
and high measurement statistics. We term this method
nonequilibrium noise correlation spectroscopy, which can
have broad applicability to a wide range of time-resolved
experiments. We expect this approach to yield a deeper
understanding of the key role of disordered fluctuations
not just in lattice but also in charge, spin, and orbital de-
grees of freedom that are inherent in the nonequilibrium
photoinduced trajectories14–17.

To demonstrate this capability of unraveling dynami-
cal correlations in the transient stochastic response, we
chose to study Li0.5La0.5TiO3 (LLTO), a highly con-
ductive solid-state electrolyte candidate for lithium-ion
batteries18–21. LLTO has a perovskite crystal structure
(Fig. 1a) with alternating vacancy-rich and poor layers22,
where the low diffusion barrier leads to high lithium ion
conductivity23. The mobility of lithium ions via LLTO
is highly dependent on the crystal structure24, which
changes substantially upon lithium ion insertion and ex-
traction as observed in X-ray diffraction23. Conversely, if
the crystal structure changes upon photoexcitation due
to nonthermal phonon population25,26 and transient heat
deposition27,28, one also expects varying dynamics from
shot to shot due to the stochastic location of the lithium
ions in the crystal, which are free to migrate either due to
thermal activation29 or photoexcitation30. Therefore, the
highly mobile lithium ions in LLTO offer the ideal plat-
form to investigate stochastic fluctuations in the lattice
dynamics following photoexcitation, which can in turn
yield insight into the strong coupling between lithium
ion diffusion and the crystalline lattice24,31 for designing
next-generation solid-state electrolyte.

To this end, we monitored the evolution of lattice pa-

rameters of LLTO following above-bandgap photoexcita-
tion using synchrotron-based X-ray diffraction (see Meth-
ods for details). An above-bandgap excitation in LLTO
is expected to cause heat-induced initial lattice expansion
and subsequent relaxation that modulate lithium site oc-
cupations because it is known that the activation energy
of ionic transport is closely tied to lattice distortions31.
Importantly, we uncovered a hidden correlation between
lattice motions following neighboring pump shots with
a characteristic “correlation length” of approximately
1,500 laser shots, which correspond to a ∼0.38 eV energy
barrier. The energy barrier for lithium ion conduction in
LLTO is similar in magnitude, so the stochastic lattice
trajectories may give insight into the photoswitched ion
diffusion mechanism. The novel framework of nonequi-
librium noise correlation spectroscopy introduced in this
work provides new understanding in the potential role of
photo-induced structural change in the lithium-ion con-
duction process, opening the avenue for harnessing tai-
lored laser pulses for manipulating ionic conduction in
solids.

Time-resolved X-ray micro-diffraction

A schematic of the setup is shown in Fig. 1b (see Meth-
ods for a more detailed description). As industrial-scale
solid-state ionic conductors are often synthesized as sin-
tered, pressed powder pellets32, the LLTO sample under
investigation was prepared in a similar polycrystalline
form, whose typical grain size can be up to a few mi-
crometers (Fig. 1c). The high momentum-resolution of
the setup as well as the comparable X-ray beam spot
size and LLTO grain size make it possible to observe
individual Bragg peaks instead of Debye-Scherrer rings
(Fig. 1d), enabling us to focus on the stochastic lattice
dynamics of a single grain without an averaging effect
within the powder ensemble.
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FIG. 2. Stochastic photoinduced lattice response in LLTO. a, Schematic of the stroboscopic pump-probe measurement
using a pump laser repetition rate of frep = 1 kHz. At each pump-probe delay time ti=1,...,59, system responses over n ≈ 1, 000
shots are accumulated. In the measurement, the pump-probe delays are changed electronically in a sequential manner, as
indicated by the gray arrows. A scan consists of a complete cycle of delays t1, . . . , t59, and it is repeated multiple times with
a negligible time overhead in between successive scans; here, only one particular scan is drawn. b, Upper panel: Schematic of
stochastic lattice expansion trajectories induced by selected pump pulses, where the color-coded dots indicate the data points
probed by the X-ray pulse at a particular time delay ti in a scan. Only two out of many possible trajectories are shown as
examples. Lower panel: Schematic of recorded data for a particular scan, where a discontinuity (highlighted by the black arrow)
occurs due to a stochastic change of the photoinduced lattice trajectory during data collection at delay time ti. Only one such
discontinuity is shown as an example, but many such discontinuities can occur during the course of one scan. c, Measured time
evolution of the c lattice parameter of a particular LLTO crystalline grain extracted from the (004) Bragg peak, shown for 10
consecutive scans under a 349-nm pump laser with a 67 mJ/cm2 incident fluence at room temperature. d, Two representative
time traces in scan 2 and scan 7 taken from panel c, showing nearly identical values before t = 0 but exhibiting dichotomous
light-induced responses due to the stochastic nature of nonequilibrium lattice dynamics. Dashed boxes in c,d highlight examples
of a streak of similar c values before or after a discontinuous shift in value. e, Three vertical line cuts selected from panel c
(see color-coded arrows), demonstrating the variation of the c-axis parameter across different scans at the same pump-probe
delay times.

To understand how the experiment is sensitive to shot-
to-shot variation of the lattice response despite a conven-
tional stroboscopic pump-probe scheme, it is worth revis-
iting the measurement protocol, summarized in Fig. 2a.
The repetition rate of the ultraviolet pump laser was
1 kHz, and the X-ray diffraction peak was measured at
each pump-probe delay time ti=1,...,59 sequentially, where
diffraction intensities of n pump-probe pulse pairs were
averaged for each ti during the delay time scan. Here, the
dwell time at each delay was 1 s, leading to n ≈ 1, 000.
Upon the completion of one full pump-probe delay scan,
we repeated the procedure for a total ofN scans (N = 10)
with nearly zero waiting time in between successive scans.
In general, the sample response after every single pump
laser pulse can follow different trajectories due to fluctu-

ations (Fig. 2b, upper panel). Even though we only cap-
tured a single point out of the entire photoinduced evo-
lution at each delay time ti (solid dots in the upper panel
of Fig. 2b), as illustrated in the lower panel of Fig. 2b,
we can still detect the stochastic variation between cer-
tain shots based on abrupt discontinuities in the recorded
time trace (highlighted by the black arrow), especially if
such discontinuities occur long after the region of pump-
probe temporal overlap and if they are much larger than
the noise level of the measurements (see ref.33 for noise
estimates).

These discontinuities are clearly observed in our mea-
surements. Figure 2c shows the c-axis lattice parameter
as a function of pump-probe delay time for ten scans, two
of which are shown in Fig. 2d (see ref.33 for the extraction
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of c from diffraction images). Upon photoexcitation, on
average, the lattice exhibits a sudden c-axis expansion of
more than 0.1% followed by a slow recovery over tens of
microseconds (Fig. 3a). For individual scans, however,
the c value experiences seemingly random discontinuities
in the time trace after pump pulse arrival. By contrast,
the variation of c before photoexcitation is much smaller
(e.g., 25-times smaller in scan 7 in Fig. 2d; see ref.33

for noise estimates). This dichotomy of the noise level
before and after t = 0 excludes extrinsic measurement
uncertainties due to factors such as instability of the X-
ray beam, which is expected to yield a similar noise level
at all time delays. These discontinuities hence suggest
that indeed the sample response after each pump shot
varies significantly, an observation further substantiated
by the large contrast of the transient c-axis parameters
at a fixed time delay across different scans (Fig. 2e).

Upon closer scrutiny, two features of the stochastic
response reflected in these discontinuities stand out in
Fig. 2c–e. First, the relative magnitude of a shift in c
is larger right after t = 0 compared to later pump-probe
delays. This feature is further echoed by the larger scan-
to-scan variation at t = 3 µs (blue triangles) compared to
t = 20 µs and 32 µs (red and green triangles) in Fig. 2e.
Second, the discontinuities in the time traces are often
preceded or succeeded by a streak of similar values, as
highlighted in dashed boxes in Fig. 2c,d. The presence of
these streaks are unexpected if the stochastic lattice dy-
namics following each pump pulse are independent from
one another. The streaks hence hint at some correlated
photoinduced dynamics in LLTO. We will quantify both
features of the stochastic response in the statistical anal-
yses below.

Statistical analysis of lattice dynamics

We first examine the amplitude of the scan-to-scan c
value variation that appears to decay as a function of de-
lay time. Figure 3b confirms this observation, where the
standard deviation csd computed across scans exhibits
a remarkably similar temporal evolution as that of the
scan-averaged dynamics (cavg) in Fig. 3a. Both cavg and
csd can be well fitted to a phenomenological model (black
curves in Fig. 3a,b), which captures essential features of
a generic photoinduced response that approximately fol-
lows first-order kinetics during long-term recovery (with
time constants τavg and τsd)

34–36,

f(t) = fequil +

[
1

2

(
1 + erf

(
2
√
ln 2(t− t0)

w

))
·
(
I∞ + I0e

−(t−t0)/τ
)]
, (1)

where f(t) is the observable of interest that depends on
the pump-probe delay time t obtained from the electronic

delay signal, and fequil is its equilibrium value prior to
photoexcitation. w characterizes the initial system re-
sponse time, t0 determines the pump pulse arrival time,
I0 denotes the change right after photoexcitation while
I∞ denotes the value after the system partially relaxes,
a process characterized by a time constant τ .

On the phenomenological level, the sudden increase of
csd(t) after t = 0 is indicative of the variation of the ex-
tent of the photoinduced lattice expansion, captured by
I0 in Eq. (1). The physical origin of such variations in I0
can be the randomness of the strain environment37 fol-
lowing the mechanical relaxation of neighboring grains
from the previous laser shot, the changing absorbed flu-
ence due to varying light attenuation through a grainy
medium where different grain orientations in the vicinity
lead to different degrees of scattering, or a combination of
such factors. However, a careful comparison between the
dynamics of cavg(t) and csd(t) in Fig. 3a,b indicates that
I0 cannot be the only stochastic element that varies from
shot to shot. Specifically, the relaxation time τavg is more
than twice of τsd. This difference in τ means that the c-
axis parameter becomes more consistent in value at larger
delay times, suggesting a correlation between I0 and τ for
individual pump shot-induced response. Indeed, when we
simulate a large number of lattice responses by drawing
I0 randomly from a Gaussian distribution, we can repro-
duce the τavg > τsd relation (Fig. 3c,d) if we impose a
negative correlation between I0 and τ , where the exact
functional form of the negative correlation is not critical
(see ref.33 for more details of the simulation).

Next, we address the origin of the streaks in Fig. 2c,d,
which suggest that variations in the lattice dynamics af-
ter each pump laser shot are not independent. To obtain
a quantitative measure of the hidden dynamical corre-
lation, we examine how the c-axis parameter within a
scan at one particular delay time ti is correlated with
its value at another delay time tj . Even though we use
delay times ti,j as a convenient notation, the correlation
we are interested in is defined in between two lattice re-
sponses following two pump shots that arrive at differ-
ent lab times; under our experimental condition, a delay
difference |ti − tj | of 1 µs corresponds to approximately
1,000 pump shots elapsed (see measurement scheme in
Fig. 2a). To the lowest order, we assume that a linear
correlation can capture the relation, if any, between c(ti)
and c(tj) across different pump shots. This assumption
is expected to hold because a larger value of c(ti) at an
early time delay indicates a larger initial lattice expan-
sion, which in turn leads to a larger value of c(tj) during
its microsecond relaxation period, where no coherent os-
cillatory dynamics were observed.

Based on the values of c(ti) and c(tj) in Fig. 2c, we
computed the Pearson correlation coefficients38 ρ(ti, tj)
as a simple measure of their linear correlation: ρ(ti, tj) =
cov[c(ti)c(tj)]/(σ[c(ti)]σ[c(tj)]), where the covariance
(cov) and the standard deviation (σ) are computed across
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FIG. 3. Average lattice response and its fluctuations. a, Time evolution of the c lattice parameter averaged over the
10 scans in Fig. 2c. b, Time evolution of the standard deviation csd derived from the 10 scans in Fig. 2c. In a,b, the solid
curves are fits to a phenomenological model in Eq. (1). The characteristic relaxation time τsd is markedly shorter than τavg.
c,d, Simulated data corresponding to the measured results in panels a,b, reproducing the difference between τavg and τsd. See
the main text and ref.33 for simulation details.

10 scans. The symmetric correlation matrix is shown for
its lower-half in Fig. 4b for all non-negative pump-probe
time delays, where each pixel corresponds to a linear cor-
relation coefficient derived from a scatter plot between
c(ti) and c(tj) (Fig. 4a). Besides the ρ(ti, tj=i) ≡ 1 en-
tries along the 45◦ diagonal, the correlation matrix in
Fig. 4b appears to be populated with mostly random
values around ρ = 0. This randomness is reflected in the
histogram of all non-diagonal entries in the correlation
matrix (Fig. 4c), which can be fitted to a Gaussian dis-
tribution where we notice a small offset of the histogram
towards positive ρ, which is best seen from the unbal-
anced tails of the histogram highlighted by red and blue
bars. The excess positive values of ρ stem from the red
features in the correlation matrix in the neighborhood
of the 45◦ diagonal, indicating a high degree of correla-
tion of the transient c-axis parameter if ti ≈ tj ; namely,
pump-induced lattice trajectories are not independent if
there are relatively few photoexcitation events elapsed
between the corresponding pump pulses. To quantify the
correlation length ξ in terms of the elapsed pump shots
during the measurement, we inspect how fast the Pear-
son correlation coefficient decays from 1 as one moves
away from the 45◦ diagonal in the correlation matrix.
In practice, we compute an averaged correlation coeffi-
cient ρavg(∆t) by going through all ρ(ti, tj) that satisfies
∆t = |ti− tj |, shown in Fig. 4d. The resulting curve ρavg
shows a clear exponentially decaying trend towards zero,
yielding a correlation length of ξ = 1, 500 ± 300 shots,
which are comparable to the number of pump shots re-

ceived (n ≈ 1, 000 shots) at one specific delay during
one scan in our data acquisition scheme. This statistical
analysis hence gives a quantitative measure of how fast
the dynamical correlation is lost as more photoexcitation
events occur under repeated pump shots.

Simulation and discussion

To understand the physical origin of the correlation in
the stochastic lattice expansion and relaxation, we sim-
ulated the measurements following the exact data acqui-
sition scheme in the experiment (Fig. 2a). Inspired by
the excellent fit of Eq. (1) to the averaged response in
Fig. 3a, we employed the same phenomenological model
to capture the system evolution after individual photoex-
citation event. In the simulation, stochastic responses
are introduced by drawing the initial lattice response
[I0 in Eq. (1)] randomly from a Gaussian distribution.
However, if I0 is both random and independent after ev-
ery pump shot, there is no dynamical correlation and
the resulting ρ(ti, tj) matrix is truly randomly populated
with no enhanced coefficients when ti ≈ tj (see ref.33

and Fig. S5). To model the highly-correlated dynamics
between neighboring shots, we introduce the following
protocol: with probability p0 ≪ 1, I0 will be randomly
selected for the next pump shot; otherwise, the photoin-
duced dynamics for the next shot will be identical to the
dynamics following the current shot.
Despite the simplicity of our model, it recreated the
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FIG. 4. Hidden correlations between the shot-to-shot responses. a,b, Pearson correlation ρ(ti, tj) of the measured
lattice parameter c between two delay times ti, tj ∈ [0, 50] µs, which are alternatively expressed as 103 shots because 1 µs delay
step in our sequential data acquisition scheme corresponds to 1,000 pump laser shots incident on the sample. Each pixel in the
correlation triangle in b is derived from a scatter plot between c(ti) and c(tj). Three examples of positive, nearly zero, and
negative Pearson correlation coefficients are shown in a, where each gray dot represents the data point from one scan out of
the 10 scans in Fig. 2c. The values in the correlation triangle are nearly random except for a notable positive correlation along
the 45◦ diagonal where ti ≈ tj . c, Histogram of all non-diagonal Pearson correlation coefficients in b, where the solid curve is a
Gaussian fit. The majority of the correlation coefficients is randomly distributed around zero, but there is a slight bias towards
a positive value (highlighted by red vs. blue bars outside of |ρ| > 0.5) due to the large, positive correlations when ti ≈ tj .
d, Averaged Pearson correlation coefficient ρavg as a function of |ti− tj |, the latter of which is expressed as the number of pump
shots elapsed. Error bars denote the standard error of ρavg and they become larger when there are fewer number of pixels in b
to average for large |ti − tj |. Solid curve is a fit to an exponential decay, yielding a correlation length of ξ = 1, 500± 300 shots.
e–h, Simulated data corresponding to the measured results in panels a–d, reproducing all key features. See the main text and
ref.33 for simulation details.

key statistical properties observed in the experiment such
as the Pearson correlation matrix and its histogram dis-

tribution (Fig. 4f,g), which look nearly indistinguishable
from the experimental data (Fig. 4b,c). In individual
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time traces, important characteristics such as the dis-
continuities in between a stretch of continuous streaks
are also clearly discernible (Fig. S7). Similar to the ex-
perimental correlation matrix in Fig. 4d, a high and pos-
itive correlation value is observed near the 45◦ diagonal
where ti ≈ tj , which decays to zero for large |ti − tj |
(Fig. 4h). In the simulation, the value of p0 was adjusted
to yield the same correlation length of ξ = 1, 500 ± 300
shots, leading to p0 = (0.09±0.02)%, where the error bar
of p0 is computed to correspond to the lower and upper
bounds of the correlation length ξ.

Physically, p0 represents the probability of a micro-
grain of LLTO to randomly change its nonequilibrium
lattice expansion and relaxation trajectories after the
next pump shot. From an energetics perspective, the
value of p0 = exp [−E0/(kBT )] implies an energy bar-
rier of E0 = 0.38 ± 0.01 eV, where kB is the Boltzmann
constant and T ≈ 620 K is the lattice temperature right
after photoexcitation (see ref.33 for an estimate of the
photoinduced lattice temperature rise). In our experi-
ments, E0 is the activation energy for the micro-grain
to change its photoinduced lattice dynamics in the pow-
der ensemble, where local strain, grain orientation, and
non-uniform thermal gradients can all contribute to this
barrier. To understand what can cause such a change of
the micro-grain environment, we note that the value of
E0 is close to both theoretical and experimental values
of the energy barrier for lithium ion migration in LLTO
(Eb ≈ 0.3–0.5 eV)23,24,39. Hence, one plausible scenario
is that lithium ion displacement after each pump pulse40

may result in a slight variation in the metastable lattice
structure, where the hopping lithium ion follows a differ-
ent photoinduced trajectory due to the modified strain
environment surrounding the crystalline grain of inter-
est.

The photo-assisted lithium ion diffusion also offers
an explanation to the negative correlation between the
initial photoinduced lattice expansion [I0 in Eq. (1)]
and the corresponding relaxation time τ . Such a rela-
tion typically shows up in optical pump-probe studies of
semiconductors41 and superconductors42, where in cer-
tain regimes, bimolecular recombination of electron-hole
pairs or electron-electron pairs leads to a faster decay
with a larger number of initially excited free carriers.
However, such mechanisms are not expected to apply to
the present measurements, where relaxation over tens of
microseconds is dictated by heat diffusion, strain relax-
ation, and macroscopic grain motion43–45. In the context
of photoinduced structural change — especially through
a nonequilibrium transition — a positive correlation be-
tween I0 and τ is typically observed46–48, contrary to
our observation of LLTO. The positive I0-τ correlation in
those other experiments46–48 is indicative of a soft mode
as the system enters a flat potential energy landscape
near the critical point. By contrast, in LLTO, lithium
ion migration during the course of a photoinduced lattice

evolution allows the lattice to enter a transient structure
that is energetically more favorable than the one without
any lithium ion movement. This process hence finds a
local minimum by going away from the flat region in the
potential energy surface, leading to a stiffer instead of
softer lattice and hence accounting for the faster lattice
relaxation.
Our results introduce a general statistical framework to

extract stochastic fluctuations in photoinduced dynam-
ics that can be applied to a variety of pump-probe ex-
periments, provided that the noise in the data is domi-
nated by intrinsic sample dynamics instead of extrinsic
instrumental uncertainties. In the context of X-ray sci-
ences, the nonequilibrium noise correlation spectroscopy
demonstrated in this work presents a streamlined, com-
plementary approach to photon correlation spectroscopy
in the study of structural correlations at an ultrashort
timescale while avoiding the technical complexity of im-
plementing split X-ray pulses in a free-electron laser49–51.
Our findings hold great potential in the active pursuit of
modeling and designing spatially heterogeneous or tem-
porally fluctuating systems that underpin most materi-
als of both fundamental and technological interest, such
as unconventional superconductors52,53, self-assembled
nanostructures54, and in operando catalysts55. In in-
trinsically nonequilibrium context such as biomolecular
processes, our approach may help identify new structural
dynamics and energy flow that are critical in understand-
ing and orchestrating the reaction pathway56. This work
hence provides a powerful tool to uncover hidden corre-
lations in otherwise random dynamics that occur at the
intrinsic timescale and lengthscale of electrons, ions, and
molecules.

METHODS

Time-resolved X-ray micro-diffraction: Experi-
ments were performed at the 7ID-C beamline at the
Advanced Photon Source (APS) in Argonne National
Laboratory, and the setup configurations were detailed
in refs.57,58. The geometry of the experiment is depicted
in Figs. 1b and S1. The samples were photoexcited
above the bandgap of LLTO using a 3.55 eV (349 nm)
femtosecond laser source, which was produced as the
second harmonic of the output of an optical parametric
amplifier (OPerA Solo, Coherent Inc.) using the output
of an amplified Ti:sapphire laser (Legend, Coherent
Inc.). The pump laser operates at 1 kHz repetition
rate, which was locked to an integer division of the
synchrotron repetition rate. The probing X-ray beam
from the synchrotron had a pulse duration of 100 ps
operating at 6.5 MHz repetition rate. The X-ray beam
was then monochromatized to an energy of 8 keV
(1.5498 Å) and focused by a pair of Kirkpatrick-Baez
mirrors to a cross-sectional spot size of 12 µm × 15 µm
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(full-width at half maximum, FWHM), which was an
order of magnitude smaller than the pump beam spot
size at the sample position to ensure a near-uniform
photoexcitation condition in the probed area. The
powder pellet was mounted at the center of rotation of
a six-circle diffractometer (Huber GmbH). The X-ray
diffraction signals were collected by an area detector
(Pilatus 100K, DECTRIS Ltd.) that was gated to selec-
tively record the X-ray pulse that was paired with the
excitation laser pulse, rendering the overall repetition
rate of the experiment to 1 kHz. The time delay between
the laser pump pulse and X-ray probe pulse was varied
electronically, allowing us to access a timescale up to
tens of microseconds, which is relevant for the slow
relaxation process pertinent to heat dissipation through
a grainy pellet59 as well as macroscopic grain motion as
a result of laser-induced lattice parameter change.

Sample preparation and characterization:
Li0.5La0.5TiO3 was synthesized according to the
procedures in ref.60. A stoichiometric amount of La2O3,
Li2CO3, and TiO2 were mixed in an agate mortar
and pressed into pellets under 100 MPa of pressure.
The pellets were placed on a bed of sacrificial powder
and calcined at 800◦C for 4 hr then at 1200◦C for
12 hr at a ramp rate of 1◦C/min. After the crystal
structure of LLTO was confirmed with X-ray diffraction,
the resulting powder was pressed into a pellet with a
diameter of 6 mm and a thickness of 0.5–1 mm under
620 MPa of pressure. The pellet was subsequently
annealed at 1100◦C for 6 hr at a ramp rate of 2◦C/min
over a bed of its mother powder. To characterize the
grain morphology, scanning electron microscopy (SEM)
was performed using the SE2 detector of a ZEISS
1550VP field emission SEM with an acceleration voltage
of 10 kV at 10k× magnification. As shown in Fig. 1c,
the grain size of LLTO is comparable to the X-ray beam
spot size for the time-resolved X-ray micro-diffraction
measurements.
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Johnson, S. Grübel, A. Lübcke, L. Huber, T. Kubacka,
C. Dornes, C. Laulhe, S. Ravy, G. Ingold, P. Beaud,
J. Demsar, and S. L. Johnson, Coherent structural dy-
namics of a prototypical charge-density-wave-to-metal
transition, Phys. Rev. Lett. 113, 026401 (2014).

[48] P. Beaud, A. Caviezel, S. O. Mariager, L. Rettig,
G. Ingold, C. Dornes, S.-W. Huang, J. A. Johnson,
M. Radovic, T. Huber, T. Kubacka, A. Ferrer, H. T.
Lemke, M. Chollet, D. Zhu, J. M. Glownia, M. Siko-
rski, A. Robert, H. Wadati, M. Nakamura, M. Kawasaki,
Y. Tokura, S. L. Johnson, and U. Staub, A time-
dependent order parameter for ultrafast photoinduced
phase transitions, Nat. Mater. 13, 923 (2014).

[49] T. Osaka, T. Hirano, Y. Sano, Y. Inubushi, S. Mat-
suyama, K. Tono, T. Ishikawa, K. Yamauchi, and
M. Yabashi, Wavelength-tunable split-and-delay optical
system for hard X-ray free-electron lasers, Opt. Express
24, 9187 (2016).

[50] W. Roseker, S. O. Hruszkewycz, F. Lehmkühler,
M. Walther, H. Schulte-Schrepping, S. Lee, T. Os-
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