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Abstract

W e perform a largescale M onte Carlo sinulation of the three-dim ensional
Ising m odelon sin ple cubic lattices of size L2 with L = 128 and 256. W e de—
termm ine the corresponding structure factor Fourier transform ofthe two-point
finction) and com pare it w ith several approxin ations and w ith experin en—
tal results. W e also com pute the turbidity as a function of the m om entum
of the Incom ing radiation, focusing In particular on the deviations from the
O mstein-Zemicke expression of Puglielli and Ford.
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I. NTRODUCTION

N ear a phase-transition criticalpoint, som e cbserved quantities show a universalbehavior
that iscomm on to a large class of systam s, independently ofthe m icroscopic details. A very
In portant universality class is the Ising one that is characterized by short—range Interactions
and a scalar order param eter. Tt describes the liquid-vapor transition in  uids, the m ixing
transition In m ulticom ponent system s, the Cure transition In (anti) ferrom agnets w ith axial
anisotropy. The Ising critical behavior has been extensively studied both theoretically and
experin entally, see Refs. [I},2]. In particular, the critical exponents, the equation of state,
and several am plitude ratios have been determ Ined w ith good precision . A nother in portant
quantity In the theory of critical phenom ena is the static structure factor, that can be
m easured experim entally by determ ining the intensity of the light scattered by the uid
relative to the intensity of the incident light 1. To probe larger wave num bers, neutrons
are used Instead of Iight. At the crtical density of uids near the gasliquid critical point or
at the critical concentration of binary uids near the critical m ixing point, one expects for
t (I T)=T.! O the generalscaling behavior ¥{§]

S k= g &k ); 1)
where = C %j , is the comrelation length which diverges as = £ 1j , k is the
m om entum -transfer vector, and refers to the two phases, + (. ) corresponding to

the high— (reso. low-) tem perature phase. Tts absolute value is given by

4
k= — smn 5; (2)
where isthe wavelength ofthe radiation (heutrons) In the scatteringm ediim and isthe

scattering angle. T he functionsg (Q ), nom alized so that
g'Q)=1+0*+0 Q" 3)

for Q k ! 0 (thisde nes as the sscond-m om ent correlation length), are universal.
T heir lin iting behavior iswellknown. ForQ snall, g Q) is approxin ated by the leading
tem , the so—called O mstein-Zemicke approxin ation
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Tt oz @)

Fz Q)=
Such an approxin ation well describes the data up to Q 1 and is routinely used in the
analysisofthedatawih k san alland ofthe turbidiy forthe determ ination ofthe correlation
length [1]. On the other hand, for large Q, g Q) shows an anom alous decay controlled by
the exponent

Cl
9 Q) 5 ©5)

T herefore, the experim ental determm Ination of the structure factor for large wavenum bers
allow s a direct determ ination of the exponent B{20].



In this paper, we com pute the structure factor in the high-tem perature phase for am all
values of Q by means of M onte Carl sinulations on Jattices L3, with I = 128;256. W e
are abl to detem ne the function g, Q) wih an eror of lss than 1% (. 2% ) for
Q . 5 (rep. © . 20). These num erical resuls together w ith the m ost recent estin ates of
the critical exponents P1] are then used to detem ine interpolations that are valid for all
values of Q and have the correct largeQ behavior. For this purposs, we use a digpersive
approach R2{22], which allow s us to detemn ine an interpolating form forg, Q) that agrees
w ith the M onte C arlo data in the sm allQ region and that well approxin ates W ithin 0.5% )
the experin ental results of Ref. [18].

T hese results are then used to com pute the turoidity, ie. the attenuation of the trans-
m itted light intensity per unit optical path length due to the scattering w ih the sample.
This quantity is routinely m easured In experim ents, since it allow s the determm ination of
the correlation length. In particular, we com pute the deviations from the Puglielliford
expression 1], that isbased on the O mstein-Zemicke approxin ation.

T he paper is organized as follows. Tn Sec. Ti we review the theoretical results for the
structure factor. In Sec. IIA! we de ne the basic dbservables and report the behavior
ofg Q) for amall and large values of Q . Estin ates of the constants appearing in these
expansions are reported In Sec. IIB!. In Sec. IIC' we discuss B ray’s approxin ation. First,
we discuss the high-tem perature phase: we update the estin ates of Ref. P3] by using the
m ost recent resuls for the critical exponents. T hen, we generalize the approxin ation to the
low -tem perature phase. In Sec. II we discuss our high—tem perature M onte Carb results
which are com pared w ith approxin ate expressions and w ith the experim ental data of Ref.
1§]. In Sec. IV} we com pute the turbidity, ocusing on the deviations from the PuglielliFord
expression [1] due to the anom alous decay of g, Q). W e nd that the turbidity is larger
than this expression by 1% (@egp. 5% ) orQgo = 15 (resgp. 350), where Qo= @@ and g is
them om entum of the Incom Ing radiation.

II.THEORETICAL RESULTS
A .De nitions

Several theoretical results are available for the structure factor. For Q amn all, one can
com pute the corrections to the O msten-Zemicke behavior, by w rting

X
glE)=1+0%+ gQ*: (6)
n=2
For large Q , the structure factor behaves as

C, N Cs

0’ ot = g @

g Q)

a behavior predicted theoretically by Fisher and Langer R§] and proved in the eld-
theoretical fram ework in Refs. P6271.
Beside the constants ¢, , the constants S, and S, de ned by



TABLE I. Estimatesofqg,, Sy rand S, . HT denotes the results obtained from the analysis
of high-tem perature expansions for in proved m odels, HT ,LT results cbtained from the analysis
of high—and low -tem perature expansions for the Ising m odel, while \ -exp." and \d = 3 g-exp."
label the eld-theoretical results. (sc) and (occ) denote the sim ple cubic and the body-centered
cubic Jattice regpectively. Unless stated otherw ise, eld-theoretical results are taken from Ref. '_B-_Q],
while the HT estin ates are taken from Ref. P1]. For S, we should also report the M onte C arlo
estin ate of Ref. 8d], S, = 0:941(11).

HT HT LT exp. d= 3 gexp.
c 3.90(6) 10 * 30@) 10 * pd] 33@) 10 * 40() 10 °
55(15) 10 4 (so) BL
71@15) 10 * cc) Bl
S 088(1) 10 ° 10@) 10 ° Ppd] 07@) 10 ° 13@3) 10 °
05@2) 10 5 (s0) B1]
09@3) 10 ° bco) Bl
cg 04(1) 10 © 03(@) 10 °© 06() 10 ©
Sy 0.999601 (6) 0.99975 (10) P48] 0.99968 (4) 0.99959 (6)
S, 1.000810 (13)
c, 12(6) 10 2 B1] 24 10 2 B4
c 7(3) 10 ° Bl 39 10 3 B4
Sy 0.938@8) 4]
0.930(6) B3]
Su Mgy @)
S, =(*Zgap); 9)

are of theoretical Interest. Here M 4, (the m ass gap of the theory) and Z 4., determ ine the
Jong-distance behavior of the two-point function In x-soace:

G x) ﬁe M gap X3, (10)
4 ¥j
The critical Iim ts of S, and S, are related to the in agihary zeroes 10y ofg Q) closest
to the origin by

Sy = Q3 11)
d 1
s, - 29 : 12)
dQ Q= 109

B .N um erical resuls

The coe cientsc] tum outtobevery snall §],¢; 10 %, and this explains the success
ofthe O msteinZemicke approxin ation up to Q 1. The constants ¢ have been calculated



by eld-theoretic m ethods. They have been com puted to O ( 3) in the fram ework of the -
expansion R3], and to O (g*) in the fram ew ork ofthe d= 3 g-expansion E8]. T he perturbative
series have been resumm ed in Ref. 29] cbtaining the results reported in Tablk [f. The m ost
precise estin ates have been obtained from the analysis of their high-tem perature expansions
in in proved m odels 1], see the results labelled by HT in Tablk.d.

A s already cbserved in Ref. P§], the coe cients show the pattem

T3 05 .3 = BIi 01 or n  3: 13)

Therefore, a f&w tem s of the expansion of g, Q) in powers of Q ? provide a good approxi-
mation of g, Q) In a rrlatively lJarge region around Q = 0: as we shall see, deviations are
less than 1% up to Q 3. This is in agreem ent w ith the theoretical expectation that the
singularity of g, Q) nearest to the origin is the threeparticle cut £2,23]. gt this is the case,
the convergence radius r; of the Taylor expansion of g, 'Q)isr = 3 S;; . Since, s=e
Tabkld, S, 1, at Jeast asym ptotically we should have

1
Ge1 G (14)

T his behavior can be checked explicitly in the largeN lin it of the N <vectorm odel P8].

The coe cientsc | are also quite an all, although not asm uch as In the high-tem perature
case. Indeed, c, 10 ?, see Table . They have been com puted usihg eld-theoretical
m ethods [B2] and from the analysis of low -tem perature series 31]. In the low -tem perature
phase, one also observes the pattemn ({13), although the coe cients decrease slower. This
is related to the fact that In the low —tem perature phase the nearest shgularity is thE two-
partick cut, so that convergence radiusr ofthe Taylorexpansion ofg ' Q) isr = 2 Sy s
and therefore,

— 027c: 15
Car1 1s, G £ (15)
The large-order coe cients C ; , C, , and C; have been com puted theoretically w ithin
the expansion to order > R3] in the high-tem perature phase and to order 2 in the low-—
tem perature phase B2]. Usihg the -expansion results, we obtain

c;  092; c  18; c 2:7: 16)

The corresponding low -tem perature parameters C, can be derived from the high-
tem perature C | by using a set of relations derived in Ref. P71:

C+

—1=U21U2
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where

At
Up = PN
C+
U, = c ;
f+
U = f_ 18)

Here,C and f are the amplitudes of the susceptibility and of the second-m om ent corre-
Jation length de ned above, whik A are de ned from the crtical behavior of the soeci ¢
heat, Cy A ¥j .Using the estin ates of Ref. 1], we obtain

C, = 1275@0)C; 1417;
C, = 0728()C, 13;
C, = 0345@2)C; 09: 19)

T he lJargem om entum behavior of the structure factor has also been studied experim entally
and thebehavior (1) hasbeen explicitly veri ed in the high-tem perature phase. In particular,
the exponent and the constant C; have been determ ined. A nalysis of the Jargek behavior

of the structure factor S, () gives: = 0:017(15),C; = 0:96 (@) and 0:030@25), G
095 (@) (o di erent param etrizations of the structure factor are us=d) [E!]; = 0:0300@5),
oy 0:92(1) l1]; = 0:042(6), G 0:915(21) i1B]. No unbiased detem ination of C;
and C; isavailibl.FixingC, + C; = 029 (the -expansion result ofRef. 43]), Ref! 18]
obtajnscg = 2:05(@0) and C3+ = 295 (80), In reasonable agreem ent w ith the -expansion
predictions.

C .Bray’s approxin ation

In order to com pare w ith the experin ental data it is in portant to know the fiinction
g @) Prallvalies ofQ . For the high-tem perature g; Q ), several Interpolations have been
proposed w ith the correct large—and am alkQ behavior §;3122{24,8]. The m ost successfiil
one is due to Bray R3], which incorporates the expected sihgularity structure of gy Q).
Here, we present B ray’s interpolation togetherw ith its generalization to the low -tem perature

phase.

In this approach, ocne assumes g * Q) to be wellde ned i the com plex Q 2 plane, w ith a
cut on the negative realQ ? axis, startingatQ* = ¢, where, asdiscussed above, r7 = 95, ,
r* =4S, .Then

. Z 2
gle)= Ch U @ —M 9 ; 20)
C, . w 5 ut+02 '

whereF () isthe spectral function, whichmust satisfy ¥ #+1 )= 1,F @)= OPru< r ,
and F @) 0 foru r . N otice the appearance of the constant C, , which is determ ined,
onceF (u) isgiven, by requirhgg ' Q) = 1.



In order to obtain an approxin ation one must specify F ). Bray R3] proposed to use
a spectral finction that gives exactly the F isherd.anger asym ptotic behavior, ie.

P @) Q (u)oots

F 5 Q)= ; 21
B ( ) P (U)2+ Q (U)Z ’ ( )
w here
C
P @)= 1+ -2 cos—= + 2 cos—;
u 2  ul= 2
C, p, Cs .
u)= —sn—+ sin—; 22
0 = —Zsn—+ s @2)
wih p @ )= . These de nitions do not soecify the spectral functions com plktely since

several quantities are still unknown. First of all, we should x the crtical exponents. W e
w illuse the estin ates ofR ef. P1], obtained from the analysis ofhigh-tem perature expansions
for In proved m odels:

12373 2);
0:63012 (16);
0:03639 (15);
= 0:1096 () @3)

Several other detem inations are reported in Refs. B29]. For S, we use the estinate
labelled by HT reported in Tablkll, whilke forS, weemploy the low -tem perature prediction
ofRef. 9], sse Tabke . W emustalso xC, and C; . In the high-tem perature phase, B ray
proposesto x C, + C; to its -expansion value C; + C; = 029 and then to detem ine
these constants by requiring F, 5 (. ) = 0. These conditions complktely x the spectral
function and thus the structure factor. A s a chedk, we can com pare the estin ates ofc; and
C obtained by using Bray’s approxin ation g, 5 Q ) w ith the previously quoted results. W e

1

obtain

N 0:918; c 2:56; c 3:46;
o 42 1G g 10 16: 4)

The constants C; , C, , and C; are in reasonable agream ent w ith the -expansion results
6), while ¢, and ¢} are close to the estin ates reported in Tablk .

In the low -tem perature phase, we have tried to follow again Bray’s strategy. W e have
rstsetC, +C; = OdandrequiredF 5 (r ) = 0. However, the resulting estin ates ofC |
and ¢, are not in agreem ent w ith the previous results: we nd C; 087, ¢ 1 10.
Little changesifwe xC, + C; = 04 and use the relations (17) . For this reason, we have
given up requirhg F 5 (r )= O andwehave smply sstC, = 13,C; = 0:9, as obtained
in the previous section. T hen, B ray’s approxin ation gives

c, 10; e 11 105 c, 17 10% @5)

which are close to previous estin ates. A plt of Bray’s approxin ations is given 1 Fig. 1.
N ote that the structure factors In the high—and low -tem perature phases are very sim ilar.
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FIG.1. Scaling functionsg Q) versusQ in Bray’s approxin ation. W e report the high— HT)
and low— (LT ) tem perature scaling functions.

IJIII.MONTE CARLO RESULTS

W e determ ine the structure factor in the region of smallk| aswe shall see, we are abke
torrach k 5-10= by meansofa largescalke M onte Carlo sin ulation. W e consider the Ising
m odelon a cubic lattice, ie. the Ham iltonian

X
H = 157 (26)

<iF>

where ;= 1 and the summ ation is over nearest-neighbor pairs < i;j> . W em easure the
structure factor
1X . .
S@ ;L)= 3 e+ e+ ¥ h 0,0 wymil @7)

Xyiz

for three di erent valuesof and L: @) L = 128, = 02204; b) L. = 128, = 02210;
© L = 256, = 022145. Ofcoourss, n Eq. 1) g= 2 n=L, where n is an Integer. In
the sin ulation we used the Swendsen-W ang algorithm , starting from random con gurations
and discarding (2-4) 1d¢ ierations. The results ofthe sin ulations are reported In Tablk :jI
W e report the num ber of iterationsN i, the susosptioility , the second-m om ent correlation
ngth andh(y ;L),

2 .« .
hig ;L) I 1+ ¢ %)S @ ;L) ; 28)

w hich directly m easures the deviations from a purely O mstein—Zemicke behavior.

nFig.2weplbtS (@ ;L)= forthe three lattices oonsjdered| errors are an aller than
the size of the points| togetherw ith the experin ental resultrs ofRef. i8] HrC0O, and Bray’s
approxin ation. W e observe good agream ent, the num erical data for lattice (c) being close
to the experin ental ones.



TABLE II. Forthethree lattices considered, @), ©),and (c), we report the num berof iterations
N i, the susceptbility , the second-m om ent correlation length and h(g; ;L) orn= gL=@2 ).

@) b) ©
N s 435 10° 32 10° 214 10°
669.9 (4) 1501 (2) 6339 (10)
13.050 (7) 19.739 (14) 4116 (5)

n h@ ;L)

1 0.0009 (9) 0.0015@11) 0.0002 (17)
2 0.0002 (11) 0.0003 (14) 0.0001 (25)
3 0.0017(12) 0.0027 (16) 0.001927)
4 0.0039(13) 0.0065(17) 0.0042 27)
5 0.0063(13) 0.0096 (18) 0.0067 (28)
6 0.0093 (13) 0.0135(18) 0.0095 (28)
7 0.0128 (13) 0.0179(18) 0.0123(28)
8 0.0178 (13) 0.0232(19) 0.0141 (28)
9 0.0222 (14) 0.0281 (18) 0.0179 (28)
10 0.0270 (13) 0.0335 (19) 0.0204 (28)
11 0.0326 (14) 0.0398 (18) 0.0234 (29)
12 0.0383(13) 0.0459(17) 0.0263 (28)
13 0.0438 (13) 0.0521 (17) 0.0290 (29)
14 0.0510 (13) 0.0593 (18) 0.0324 (29)
15 0.0579 (13) 0.0666 (18) 0.0353(28)
16 0.0647 (14) 0.0736(18) 0.0380 (28)
17 0.0722 (13) 0.0815(18) 0.0409 (29)
18 0.0806 (13) 0.0896 (18) 0.0437 (28)
19 0.0887 (14) 0.0986 (17) 0.0478 (28)
20 0.0975 (13) 0.1078(18) 0.0506 (29)
21 0.1072 (14) 0.1168(18) 0.0538 (29)
22 0.1158 (14) 0.1271(18) 0.0576 (28)
23 0.1258 (14) 0.1366(18) 0.0616 (28)
24 0.1367 (14) 0.1473(18) 0.0642 (29)
25 0.1472 (14) 0.1583(18) 0.0676 (28)

H owever, at a closer ook one observes tiny deviations of order 1-2% . In order to observe
better the di erences am ong the di erent approxin ations and data, it is useful to plot the
function h(g; ;L) which convergesto I [(1 + QZ)gJr © )] in the scaling lin it. W e have been
ablke to dbserve accurately (ie. at the level of one error bar, approxin ately 0.3% on g, Q))
this convergence only up to Q 4, as it can be seen In F iy.' 3. Indeed, only n this region we
cbserve a good overlap of the resuls for the two Jattices (o) and (c), which have the largest
values of . As a further chedk, we can com pare the num erical results w ih the snalkQ
expansion (§) which is expected to converge rmpidly uptoQ 3. UsingEq. i(6) to order Q°
(resp. Q8) we cbtain the curve labelled \series3" (resp. \seriesA") in Fig. 3. The data (o),
that correspond to L = 256, are In perfect agreem ent, con m ing that in this region we are
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FIG.2. Function S (@; ;L)= versusQ g fPor the three cases @), ©), (€. W e also report
the experim ental results of R ef. Efg], \expt," and B ray’s approxin ation, \B ray."
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FIG . 3. Function h(g; ;L) versusQ g forthe three cases @), ©), (©). W e also report the
experin ental results of R ef. [1€], \expt," and the sn alkQ approxin ations, \series3" and \series4."

seeing the correct asym ptotic behavior. In F ig. 3 we also report the experin ental results of
Ref. {1§]. They are system atically higher than the M onte C arlo results and indicate that, at
Jeast In this region, the experin ental ervor on the structure factor is approxin ately of order
051% .

For larger values of Q , we are not abk to dbserve scaling, as it can be seen in Fig. 4.
A coording to standard renom alization-group theory

h ;jL)=h Q;L= )+ L ‘hyQ;L= )+ ::: 29)
where P1]! = 0:83(5). Thus, we could try to extrapolate In L at L= xed and then take
thelimit L= ! 1 . Lattices (o) and (c) have approxin ately the same L= , L= 6 and

thus, In principle one should be abl to extrapolate n L. In practice, corrections increase

10
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FIG.4. Function h(g; ;L) versus Q g for the three cases @), ©), ). W e also report
the experin ental resuls of R ef. EL-E_S'], \expt," a phenom enological interpolation , \ t," and Bray’s
approxin ation, \B ray."

quickly with Q , see F iJ. 4, and no reliablk extrapolation can be done. In any case, we believe
we can still use the num erical data presented in Fig. 4 to conclude conservatively that, for
Q . 1520,h(; ;L) for Iattice (c) is a good approxim ation to the lim iting function w ith
an error at most of 0.02, ie. that we can usse ourdata (c) to compute g, Q) wih a 2%
precision up toQ . 15-20.

In F ig. 4 we also report B ray’s approxin ation .. Such an approxin ation agrees nicely w ith
the M onte Carlo resuls (c) up to Q 10 and, as expected, i is lower in the region Q & 10
w here we expect the resuls (c) to be higher than the scaling 1im iting curve. B ray’s function
Jooks therefore a reasonable approxin ation to the universal scaling function, although it is
som ew hat lJower than the experim ental data by 1-2% .

For the com putations of the next Section, i is In portant to have an estin ate of the
structure factorw ith a reasonable error bar. For this purnpoose, we have determ ined a second
Interpolation that is in better agreem ent w ith the experin entaldata. W ew illobtain an error
by com paring the resuls obtained using this nterpolation and B ray’s approxin ation. This
Interpolation m ay be cbtained by considering expressions that agree w ith the num erical data
for Jattice (c) in the region Q < Qp ax 15. W e shall use again the spectral representation
@0), since such an expression gives autom atically the behavior 14) and ensures the correct
an allk) behavior. In order to obtain the correct largeQ behavior, we use a generalization
of the spectral function proposed by B ray, ie.

I)@ax
F.u=Fs@ 1 u? 1+ a,u "o (30)

n=2

Such an expression is purely phenom enological. The st temm has been introduced to
guarantee that F (1) = 0 as generally expected, whilke corrections of order 1=u have been
avoided, since they would give rise to term soforder 1=0? ! rQ ! 1 that are stronger
than those appearing in the Fisherfanger behavior (1). In Egs. 20) and @2) we use

11
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FIG .5. Ratio =pr versusQ ( using B ray’s approxin ation, \B ray," and the phenom enological

approxin ation, " t." W e also report the corresponding asym ptotic expression L= pr, (\asl" and
\as2") where .5 is de ned in Eqg. (_3-4), and the phenom enological approxin ation ('_3-§), \phen,"
valid for Qg 100. In \asl" we use Cl+ = 091797, K = 0:128735, in \ax2" we use CI = 092,
K = 0:160734.

the -expansion estin ates {Ip) and the values of the exponents reported in Eq. {23). The
constants a, are xed by requirihg g, ' (0) = 1 and g, Q) to t the num ericaldata (c) up
toQ 15. A good t is cbtained by taking n,.x = 6 and a, = 574128, & = 758859,
as = 295589, 5 = 43740:7, ag = 21715%6. The corresponding curve labelled \ t" is
reported In Fig. 4. The results depend on Qp.x used In the t, and tend to give a lower
curve if am aller values ofQ , o are used. However, it is Interesting to rem ark that, w ith the
choice Q nax = 15, the Interpolation is in excellent agreem ent w ith the experim entaldata for
allQ > 15, e Fig. 4.

Finally, it is nteresting to ram ark that the O msteinZemicke approxin ation di ers at
most 1% from the correct expression forQ . 5,whilke forQ & 5 the FisherLanger formula
can be applied, as already observed in m any experim entalworks, see, eg., Refs. {15,17,19,20].

IVv.TURBIDITY

The turbidity is de ned as the attenuation of the tranam itted light intensity per uni
opticalpath length due to the scattering w ith the sam ple. E xplicitly, it is given by
Z
1. 2
d sk) 1 o s ; (31)
where k = 2kgsin( =2), k = 2 n= isthe momentum of the Incom Ing radiation in the
medim , the corresponding wavelkngth in vacuum , n the refractive index, and = ( ; )
the solid angle. By using Eq. (l), in the high-tem perature phase we can w rite the turbidity
in the fom
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Z

2 Ot 2Q0 Q2 Q4
= d 1 —+ — ; 32
where Qg k and ( is a constant that can be assum ed tem perature-independent In a

neighborhood of the critical point.
For an all values of Q o, the O msteh—~Zemicke approxin ation can be used obtaining the
PuglielliFord expression [7]

2a°+ 2a+ 1 2@+ 1)

pr = ot —————gRa+ 1)

= ; (33)

a2

wherea= 203.
W e can also com pute the behavior for large Q o by ushg Eq. {1). W e cbtain

_ 20t Ct (20,) t2 +8 £+K+OQ ¢ = : (34)
Y LY 02+ 4) ° ’
where
Zl Zl
K= Qdog, Q)+ Qdo g, Q) Co ? : (35)

0 1

In order to cbtain Prallvalues ofQy wemust use a soeci c fom forg, Q). W ewilluse
here B ray’s approxin ation and the interpolation form ula obtained using Q) with ny .« = 6,
Qnax = 15. Thedi erence between the results obtained using these tw o expressions provides
the error on our results. In Fig. § we report =, using the two di erent approxin ations
together w ith their asym ptotic expression .= pr . In Bray’s approxin ation K = 0:128735
while In the second one K = 0:460734. The deviations from the Puglielliford behavior
are very snalland ©orQ, & 100 are well described by the asym ptotic expression 34) w ith
o 0:92 and K = 0:145(16). Estim ates of the turbidity orl1 . Qp . 100 can be found
in Tabl II]. ForQ 100 one can use the phenom enological form ula

h
2 0:018195

1
= or 0666421+ 0242399 1+ 000879360 > 4 000305

+ 0:0911801 1+ 0090, 7
(36)

which is also reported in Fig. § (\phen").

W ewish nally to com pare our results w ith the approxin ate expressions given by Ferrell
B4], which requireQ, land bgQ, 1,ie.1 Qo e 9 18.By expanding
Eg. (32) and settihg as in Ref. B4]1L = Iog(4Q3) we obtain

ot L2 L
—+
2

?CI(L n+c¢ =
0

S w

K : 37
1 + (37)

In order to com pare w ith Ferrell's results, wemust compute =@t g2Qy)). Sihce, using
the sam e approxin ations g (20 ) = C; 2Q,) @1+ L=2+ O (?)),we cbtain

L2 3 K
— L 1 /% T4 (38)
4 ot gQo) 4 4 o
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TABLE IIT. Ratio =pr.W eusehere: @) Bray’sapproxin ation; () generalphenom enological
Interpolation based on ¢_§(_}) wih npax = 6 and Qpax = 15.

Qo @) b)

5 1.004 1.004
10 1.008 1.009
15 1011 1014
20 1.013 1.017
25 1.015 1.020
30 1.017 1.022
35 1019 1.024
40 1.020 1.026
45 1.022 1.028
50 1.023 1.029
60 1.025 1031
70 1.027 1.034
80 1.029 1.036
90 1.030 1.037
100 1.032 1.039

This form ula agrees w ith Ferrell’s expression once we recognize that K = O ( ) sihceeK = 0
for a purely O mstein-Zemidcke behavior. Num erically, we predict 3=4 + K =( Cl+ ) 51 (),
which is an aller than Ferrell’s num erical result 8 4. Ferrell’s expression predicts a turoidity
that is som ewhat higher than ours. Indeed, his num erical result In plies K 026 n Eq.
@4), and as consequence we would obtain =5y 1:06 (resp. 1.085) orQ, = 100 (resp.
1000), to be com pared w ith our prediction =,y 10364) (rep. 1.069(Q3)).

A nother expression for the turoidity that takes into acoount the anom alous decay of the

structure factor is given in Ref. 35]. It assumes that $6]1g. Q)= 1+ Q?) ** 2, where
c= 1= =2). It follow s that
Co+ 1) 14 2b( 4)+H( %+ 2 +8)] 4 bl+ Db
P 2+ Y4+ )
where b= 4Q3=( ). Sudh an expression however predicts a turbidity that is too large.

For instance, for Qg = 10 it gives =pp 105, to be com pared with our prediction
=pp 1:008, cf. Table III.
N ote the correct tudbidiy is argerthan pr since g, Q) decreases slower orQ ! 1
than the O msteinZemicke approxin ation. H owever, this is apparently in contrast w ith the
experin ental results for the binary uid m xture m ethanoktcyclohexane presented in Refl

B71.
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