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3.4. INDEXING
(a) If the default indexing process fails, the unit-cell search is
automatically repeated by changing some default choices,
e.g., increasing the tolerance value on the observed d values.
If still no solution is obtained, the maximum (hkl) Miller
indices assigned to the orthorhombic or monoclinic base lines
are increased and the tolerance limits of the default values
are halved in order to avoid the generation of wrong large
unit cells.
(b) At the end of the ﬁrst run, whatever the obtained results, a
possible 2 zero-position shift is taken into account: the
indexing process starts again by applying positive and negative 2 zero-position shifts to the original peak search result.
(c) An exhaustive triclinic search is performed. The dominantzone tests that are usually carried out for the monoclinic
system have been extended to include the triclinic case.
(d) A new figure of merit, WRIP20, more powerful than the
classical M20, is used. It is calculated when more than one
possible cell is found and takes into account the M20 value,
the full experimental pattern, the degree of reﬂection
overlap, the systematically absent reﬂections and the number
of unindexed lines (see Section 3.4.2.1).
This program is also able to index powder patterns from small
proteins: see Example 4 in Section 3.4.4.6.2.

3.4.4.3. Non-traditional indexing programs
The indexing programs described above are based on using, for
a limited number of lines, the measured positions of peak maxima
as directly obtained from the experimental powder diffraction
pattern. Conograph (Oishi-Tomiyasu, 2014b), which has been
more recently proposed, also belongs to that group of programs.
A brief description of Conograph follows
3.4.4.3.1. Conograph: indexing via the topographs method
Conograph is based on the topographs method, and its main
functions are the determination of the primitive unit cell and
lattice symmetry, and reﬁnement of lattice parameters. Among
the main features we note:
(1) A new Bravais-lattice determination algorithm (OishiTomiyasu, 2012), which has been proved to be stable with
respect to peak-position errors under very general conditions.
The algorithm applies the Minkowski reduction to primitive
cells and the Delaunay reduction (Delaunay, 1933) to facecentred, body-centred, rhombohedral and base-centred cells
in such a way that the computational efﬁciency of the process
is better than the Andrews & Bernstein (1988) method.
(2) The two ﬁgures of merit MnRev and MnSym proposed by OishiTomiyasu (2013) are used for for selecting the true unit cells.
They are also used to estimate the zero-point shift.
(3) The use of many observed peaks in the default setting, which
aims to make Conograph robust against dominant zones and
missing or false peaks (Oishi-Tomiyasu, 2014b).
(4) The method for exhaustively searching unit cells that involve
geometrical ambiguity (Oishi-Tomiyasu, 2014a, 2016). The
geometrical ambiguities that are detected also include lattices
with very similar calculated lines, because of the error tolerance in the d spacings.
Programs that use only the measured positions of peak maxima
are particularly vulnerable to experimental errors in the
measured peak positions and to the presence of impurity peaks.
For these reasons, at the end of the 1990s new indexing strategies
were developed that do not require the peak locations in the
experimental pattern. These approaches are completely different
from the methods described above because they use the whole
diffraction proﬁle. They try to explore the parameter space
(direct space) exhaustively by applying different optimization
techniques in order to ﬁnd the cells in best agreement with the
experimental powder diffraction pattern. Some of the most
widely used indexing programs in direct space are described
here.

3.4.4.2.2. DICVOL06 (Louër & Boultif, 2006, 2007) and
DICVOL14 (Louër & Boultif, 2014)
The most recent of a series of versions, DICVOL14 is the
successor of DICVOL04 (Boultif & Louër, 2004) and
DICVOL06. DICVOL06 includes DICVOL04 with its optimized
search procedure and an extended search in shells of volumes.
DICVOL04 represented an improvement of DICVOL91. Among
the features of DICVOL06 are:
(a) A tolerance for unindexed lines that can result from the
presence of unwanted additional phases or inaccurately
measured peaks. The program can tolerate a user-deﬁned
number of unindexed lines. Care must be taken when using
this option to avoid the possibility of generating erroneous
cells. It is worth noting that the inclusion of the possibility of
at least one unindexed peak has markedly increased the
success rate of DICVOL06.
(b) A correction of the zero-point error in the measured data.
Via an a priori zero-origin evaluation, two different approaches can be followed: (i) if there is a non-negligible zero shift
(i.e., ~0.1˚), the reﬂection-pair method is adopted (Dong et
al., 1999); (ii) if the shift is small (<0.03˚), a reﬁnement of the
experimental data zero point together with the cell parameters is carried out as soon as a solution is found. In the
monoclinic and triclinic systems, a reduced-cell analysis is
performed to choose among equivalent solutions.
(c) When a solution is found in a 400 Å3 shell of volume, the
exhaustive search is extended to the whole domain.
No formal limits on the number of input Bragg peaks have
been established but, for reliable indexing, it is recommended
that 20 or more peaks (in the low-2 region) are used.
Compared to DICVOL04/DICVOL06, DICVOL14 includes:
an optimization of ﬁlters in the ﬁnal stages of the convergence of
the successive dichotomy process; an optimization and extension
of scanning limits for the triclinic case; a new approach for zeropoint offset evaluation; a detailed review of the input data from
the resulting unit cells; and cell centring tests. DICVOL14 has
been improved particularly for triclinic cases, which are generally
the most difﬁcult to solve with the dichotomy algorithm.
Copyright © 2018 International Union of Crystallography

3.4.4.3.2. GAIN: indexing via a genetic-algorithm search method
The use of genetic algorithms (GAs) for indexing powder
diffraction data by exploiting the diffraction geometry (as in the
traditional indexing methods) was ﬁrstly proposed by Tam &
Compton (1995) and Paszkowicz (1996). Subsequently, Kariuki et
al. (1999) applied GA techniques by using whole proﬁle ﬁtting
with the aim of exploring the parameter space {a, b, c, , , } and
ﬁnding the global minimum of the R-factor {a, b, c, , , }
hypersurface, yielding the parameter set able to generate the best
agreement between the observed and calculated powder
diffraction patterns.
This new strategy has been implemented in the program GAIN
(Harris et al., 2000), whose main features are:
(1) Starting from a population of Np sets of lattice parameters
and using the evolutionary operations of mating, mutation
and natural selection, the population is allowed to evolve
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