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Abstract

W e perform a large-scale M onte Carlo sim ulation ofthe three-dim ensional

Ising m odelon sim plecubiclatticesofsizeL3 with L = 128 and 256.W ede-

term inethecorrespondingstructurefactor(Fouriertransform ofthetwo-point

function) and com pare it with severalapproxim ations and with experim en-

talresults. W e also com pute the turbidity as a function ofthe m om entum

ofthe incom ing radiation,focusing in particular on the deviations from the

O rnstein-Zernicke expression ofPuglielliand Ford.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Nearaphase-transition criticalpoint,som eobserved quantitiesshow auniversalbehavior
thatiscom m on to alargeclassofsystem s,independently ofthem icroscopicdetails.A very
im portantuniversality classistheIsingonethatischaracterized by short-rangeinteractions
and a scalarorderparam eter. Itdescribesthe liquid-vaportransition in 
uids,the m ixing
transition in m ulticom ponentsystem s,theCurietransition in (anti)ferrom agnetswith axial
anisotropy.The Ising criticalbehaviorhasbeen extensively studied both theoretically and
experim entally,see Refs.[1,2]. In particular,the criticalexponents,the equation ofstate,
and severalam plituderatioshavebeen determ ined with good precision.Anotherim portant
quantity in the theory ofcriticalphenom ena is the static structure factor, that can be
m easured experim entally by determ ining the intensity ofthe light scattered by the 
uid
relative to the intensity ofthe incident light[3]. To probe largerwave num bers,neutrons
areused instead oflight.Atthecriticaldensity of
uidsnearthegas-liquid criticalpointor
atthe criticalconcentration ofbinary 
uidsnearthe criticalm ixing point,one expectsfor
t� (T � Tc)=Tc ! 0 thegeneralscaling behavior[4{6]

S� (k)= �g� (k�); (1)

where � = C � jtj� 
,� is the correlation length which diverges as � = f� jtj� �,k is the
m om entum -transfervector,and � refersto the two phases,+ (resp. � )corresponding to
thehigh-(resp.low-)tem peraturephase.Itsabsolutevalueisgiven by

k =
4�

�
sin

�

2
; (2)

where� isthewavelength oftheradiation (neutrons)in thescattering m edium and � isthe
scattering angle.Thefunctionsg� (Q),norm alized so that

g
� 1
� (Q)= 1+ Q

2 + O (Q 4) (3)

for Q � k� ! 0 (this de�nes � as the second-m om ent correlation length),are universal.
Theirlim iting behavioriswellknown. ForQ sm all,g� (Q)isapproxim ated by the leading
term ,theso-called Ornstein-Zernicke approxim ation

gO Z(Q)=
1

1+ Q 2
: (4)

Such an approxim ation welldescribes the data up to Q � 1 and is routinely used in the
analysisofthedatawith k� sm allandoftheturbidityforthedeterm ination ofthecorrelation
length [7].On theotherhand,forlargeQ,g� (Q)showsan anom alousdecay controlled by
theexponent�

g� (Q)�
C
�
1

Q 2� �
: (5)

Therefore,the experim entaldeterm ination ofthe structure factor for large wavenum bers
allowsa directdeterm ination oftheexponent� [8{20].
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In thispaper,we com pute the structure factorin the high-tem perature phase forsm all
values ofQ by m eans ofM onte Carlo sim ulations on lattices L3,with L = 128;256. W e
are able to determ ine the function g+ (Q) with an error ofless than 1% (resp. 2% ) for
Q . 5 (resp.Q . 20).These num ericalresultstogetherwith the m ostrecentestim atesof
the criticalexponents [21]are then used to determ ine interpolations thatare valid forall
values ofQ and have the correctlarge-Q behavior. Forthis purpose,we use a dispersive
approach [22{24],which allowsusto determ inean interpolating form forg+ (Q)thatagrees
with theM onteCarlo data in thesm all-Q region and thatwellapproxim ates(within 0.5% )
theexperim entalresultsofRef.[18].

These resultsare then used to com pute the turbidity,i.e. the attenuation ofthe trans-
m itted light intensity perunit opticalpath length due to the scattering with the sam ple.
This quantity is routinely m easured in experim ents,since it allows the determ ination of
the correlation length. In particular,we com pute the deviations from the Puglielli-Ford
expression [7],thatisbased on theOrnstein-Zernicke approxim ation.

The paperisorganized asfollows. In Sec. IIwe review the theoreticalresults forthe
structure factor. In Sec. IIA we de�ne the basic observables and report the behavior
ofg� (Q) for sm alland large values ofQ. Estim ates ofthe constants appearing in these
expansionsare reported in Sec. IIB. In Sec. IIC we discussBray’sapproxim ation. First,
we discuss the high-tem perature phase: we update the estim atesofRef.[23]by using the
m ostrecentresultsforthecriticalexponents.Then,wegeneralizetheapproxim ation to the
low-tem perature phase. In Sec. IIIwe discuss our high-tem perature M onte Carlo results
which are com pared with approxim ate expressionsand with the experim entaldata ofRef.
[18].In Sec.IV wecom putetheturbidity,focusingon thedeviationsfrom thePuglielli-Ford
expression [7]due to the anom alousdecay ofg+ (Q). W e �nd that the turbidity is larger
than thisexpression by 1% (resp. 5% )forQ 0 = 15 (resp. 350),where Q 0 = q0� and q0 is
them om entum oftheincom ing radiation.

II.T H EO R ET IC A L R ESU LT S

A .D e�nitions

Severaltheoreticalresults are available forthe structure factor. ForQ sm all,one can
com putethecorrectionsto theOrnstein-Zernicke behavior,by writing

g
� 1
� (Q)= 1+ Q

2 +
X

n= 2

c
�
n Q

2n
: (6)

ForlargeQ,thestructurefactorbehavesas

g� (Q)�
C
�
1

Q 2� �

�

1+
C
�
2

Q (1� �)=�
+

C
�
3

Q 1=�

�

; (7)

a behavior predicted theoretically by Fisher and Langer [25] and proved in the �eld-
theoreticalfram ework in Refs.[26,27].

Besidetheconstantsc�n ,theconstantsS
�

M
and S�

Z
de�ned by
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TABLE I. Estim atesofc�n ,S
�

M
,and S

�

Z
.IHT denotesthe resultsobtained from the analysis

ofhigh-tem perature expansions for im proved m odels,HT,LT results obtained from the analysis

ofhigh-and low-tem perature expansions forthe Ising m odel,while \�-exp." and \d = 3 g-exp."

labelthe �eld-theoreticalresults. (sc) and (bcc) denote the sim ple cubic and the body-centered

cubiclatticerespectively.Unlessstated otherwise,�eld-theoreticalresultsaretaken from Ref.[29],

while the IHT estim atesare taken from Ref.[21].ForS�
M

we should also reportthe M onte Carlo

estim ate ofRef.[30],S
�

M
= 0:941(11).

IHT HT,LT �-exp. d = 3 g-exp.

c
+
2 � 3.90(6)� 10� 4 � 3.0(2)� 10� 4 [28] � 3.3(2)� 10� 4 � 4.0(5)� 10� 4

� 5.5(1.5)� 10� 4 (sc)[31]

� 7.1(1.5)� 10� 4 (bcc)[31]

c
+
3 0.88(1)� 10� 5 1.0(1)� 10� 5 [28] 0.7(1)� 10� 5 1.3(3)� 10� 5

0.5(2)� 10� 5 (sc)[31]

0.9(3)� 10� 5 (bcc)[31]

c
+
4 � 0.4(1)� 10� 6 � 0.3(1)� 10� 6 � 0.6(2)� 10� 6

S
+
M

0.999601(6) 0.99975(10)[28] 0.99968(4) 0.99959(6)

S
+
Z

1.000810(13)

c
�
2 � 1.2(6)� 10� 2 [31] � 2.4� 10� 2 [32]

c
�
3 7(3)� 10� 3 [31] 3.9� 10� 3 [32]

S
�

M
0.938(8)[29]

0.930(6)[33]

S
�

M
� M

2
gap�

2
; (8)

S
�

Z
� �=(�2Zgap); (9)

areoftheoreticalinterest.Here M gap (the m assgap ofthetheory)and Zgap determ ine the
long-distancebehaviorofthetwo-pointfunction in x-space:

G(x)�
Zgap

4�jxj
e
� M gapjxj: (10)

Thecriticallim itsofS�

M
and S�

Z
arerelated to theim aginary zeroes� iQ0 ofg

� 1
� (Q)closest

to theorigin by

S
�

M
= � Q

2
0; (11)

S
�

Z
=

dg� 1(Q)

dQ 2

�
�
�
�
Q = � iQ 0

: (12)

B .N um ericalresults

Thecoe�cientsc +
n turn outtobevery sm all[6],c+2 � 10� 4,and thisexplainsthesuccess

oftheOrnstein-Zernickeapproxim ation up toQ � 1.Theconstantsc+n havebeen calculated
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by �eld-theoretic m ethods. They have been com puted to O (�3)in the fram ework ofthe �-
expansion [23],and toO (g4)in thefram ework ofthed=3g-expansion [28].Theperturbative
serieshavebeen resum m ed in Ref.[29]obtaining theresultsreported in TableI.Them ost
preciseestim ateshavebeen obtained from theanalysisoftheirhigh-tem peratureexpansions
in im proved m odels[21],seetheresultslabelled by IHT in TableI.

Asalready observed in Ref.[28],thecoe�cientsshow thepattern

jc
+
n j� jc

+
n� 1j� :::� jc

+
2 j� 1 for n � 3: (13)

Therefore,a few term softhe expansion ofg+ (Q)in powersofQ 2 provide a good approxi-
m ation ofg+ (Q)in a relatively large region around Q = 0: aswe shallsee,deviationsare
lessthan 1% up to Q � 3. Thisisin agreem entwith the theoreticalexpectation thatthe
singularity ofg+ (Q)nearestto theorigin isthethree-particlecut[22,23].Ifthisisthecase,
the convergence radius r+ ofthe Taylor expansion ofg� 1+ (Q) is r+ = 3

p
S
+

M
. Since,see

TableI,S+

M
� 1,atleastasym ptotically weshould have

c
+
n+ 1 � �

1

9
c
+
n : (14)

Thisbehaviorcan bechecked explicitly in thelarge-N lim itoftheN -vectorm odel[28].
Thecoe�cientsc �

n arealsoquitesm all,although notasm uch asin thehigh-tem perature
case. Indeed,c�2 � 10� 2,see Table I. They have been com puted using �eld-theoretical
m ethods[32]and from the analysisoflow-tem perature series[31]. In the low-tem perature
phase,one also observes the pattern (13),although the coe�cients decrease slower. This
isrelated to the factthatin the low-tem perature phase the nearestsingularity isthe two-
particlecut,sothatconvergenceradiusr� oftheTaylorexpansion ofg� 1� (Q)isr� = 2

p
S
�

M
,

and therefore,

c
�
n+ 1 � �

1

4S�

M

c
�
n � � 0:27c�n : (15)

The large-ordercoe�cients C �
1 ,C

�
2 ,and C

�
3 have been com puted theoretically within

the � expansion to order�3 [23]in the high-tem perature phase and to order�2 in the low-
tem peraturephase[32].Using the�-expansion results,weobtain

C
+
1 � 0:92; C

+
2 � 1:8; C

+
3 � � 2:7: (16)

The corresponding low-tem perature param eters C �
n can be derived from the high-

tem peratureC �
n by using a setofrelationsderived in Ref.[27]:

C
+
1

C
�
1

= U
� 1
2 U

2� �

�

C
+
2

C
�
2

= � U0U
(1� �)=�

�

C
+
3

C
�
3

= � U
1=�

�
; (17)
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where

U0 =
A +

A �
;

U2 =
C +

C �
;

U� =
f+

f�
: (18)

Here,C � and f� aretheam plitudesofthesusceptibility and ofthesecond-m om entcorre-
lation length de�ned above,while A � are de�ned from the criticalbehaviorofthe speci�c
heat,CH � A� jtj� �.Using theestim atesofRef.[21],weobtain

C
�
1 = 1:275(10)C +

1 � 1:17;

C
�
2 = � 0:728(5)C+2 � � 1:3;

C
�
3 = � 0:345(2)C+3 � 0:9: (19)

Thelarge-m om entum behaviorofthestructurefactorhasalso been studied experim entally
andthebehavior(7)hasbeenexplicitlyveri�ed inthehigh-tem peraturephase.Inparticular,
theexponent� and theconstantC+1 havebeen determ ined.Analysisofthelarge-k behavior
ofthe structure factorS+ (k)gives:� = 0:017(15),C+1 = 0:96(4)and � � 0:030(25),C+1 �

0:95(4)(two di�erentparam etrizationsofthestructurefactorareused)[9];� = 0:0300(15),
C
+
1 � 0:92(1)[11];� = 0:042(6),C+1 � 0:915(21)[18]. No unbiased determ ination ofC+2

and C +
3 isavailable.Fixing C +

2 + C
+
3 = � 0:9 (the�-expansion resultofRef.[23]),Ref.[18]

obtainsC +
2 = 2:05(80)and C +

3 = � 2:95(80),in reasonableagreem entwith the�-expansion
predictions.

C .B ray’s approxim ation

In order to com pare with the experim entaldata it is im portant to know the function
g� (Q)forallvaluesofQ.Forthehigh-tem peratureg+ (Q),severalinterpolationshavebeen
proposed with the correctlarge-and sm all-Q behavior[5,31,22{24,8]. The m ostsuccessful
one is due to Bray [23],which incorporates the expected singularity structure ofg+ (Q).
Here,wepresentBray’sinterpolation togetherwith itsgeneralization tothelow-tem perature
phase.

In thisapproach,oneassum esg� 1� (Q)tobewellde�ned in thecom plex Q 2 plane,with a
cuton thenegativerealQ 2 axis,startingatQ 2 = � r2� ,where,asdiscussed above,r

2
+ = 9S+

M
,

r2� = 4S�

M
.Then

g
� 1
� (Q)=

2sin��=2

�C
�
1

Z 1

r�

duu
1� �

F� (u)

�
SM

u2 � SM
+

Q 2

u2 + Q 2

�

; (20)

whereF� (u)isthespectralfunction,which m ustsatisfyF� (+1 )= 1,F� (u)= 0foru < r� ,
and F� (u)� 0 foru � r� .NoticetheappearanceoftheconstantC

�
1 ,which isdeterm ined,

onceF� (u)isgiven,by requiring g
� 1
� (0)= 1.
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In orderto obtain an approxim ation onem ustspecify F� (u).Bray [23]proposed to use
a spectralfunction thatgivesexactly theFisher-Langerasym ptoticbehavior,i.e.

F� ;B (u)=
P� (u)� Q� (u)cot

1

2
��

P� (u)2 + Q � (u)2
; (21)

where

P� (u)= 1+
C
�
2

up
cos

�p

2
+

C
�
3

u1=�
cos

�

2�
;

Q � (u)=
C
�
2

up
sin

�p

2
+

C
�
3

u1=�
sin

�

2�
; (22)

with p� (1� �)=�.Thesede�nitionsdo notspecify thespectralfunctionscom pletely since
severalquantitiesare stillunknown. Firstofall,we should �x the criticalexponents. W e
willusetheestim atesofRef.[21],obtained from theanalysisofhigh-tem peratureexpansions
forim proved m odels:


 = 1:2373(2);

� = 0:63012(16);

� = 0:03639(15);

� = 0:1096(5): (23)

Severalother determ inations are reported in Refs.[2,29]. For S+

M
we use the estim ate

labelled by IHT reported in TableI,whileforS�

M
weem ploy thelow-tem peratureprediction

ofRef.[29],seeTableI.W em ustalso �x C �
2 and C �

3 .In thehigh-tem peraturephase,Bray
proposesto �x C +

2 + C
+
3 to its�-expansion value C+2 + C

+
3 = � 0:9 and then to determ ine

these constants by requiring F+ ;B (r+ ) = 0. These conditions com pletely �x the spectral
function and thusthestructurefactor.Asa check,wecan com paretheestim atesofc+n and
C
+
i obtained by usingBray’sapproxim ation g+ ;B (Q)with thepreviously quoted results.W e

obtain

C
+
1 � 0:918; C

+
2 � 2:56; C

+
3 � � 3:46;

c
+
2 � � 4:2� 10� 4

; c
+
3 � 1:0� 10� 5: (24)

The constants C +
1 ,C

+
2 ,and C

+
3 are in reasonable agreem ent with the �-expansion results

(16),whilec+2 and c+3 arecloseto theestim atesreported in TableI.
In the low-tem perature phase,we have tried to follow again Bray’sstrategy. W e have

�rstsetC �
2 + C

�
3 = � 0:4and required F� ;B (r� )= 0.However,theresultingestim atesofC �

n

and c�n arenotin agreem entwith thepreviousresults:we�nd C �
1 � 0:87,c�2 � � 1� 10� 3.

Littlechangesifwe�x C +
2 + C

+
3 = � 0:4 and usetherelations(17).Forthisreason,wehave

given up requiring F� ;B (r� )= 0 and wehavesim ply setC �
2 = � 1:3,C�3 = 0:9,asobtained

in theprevioussection.Then,Bray’sapproxim ation gives

C
�
1 � 1:0; c

�
2 � � 1:1� 10� 2; c

�
3 � 1:7� 10� 3; (25)

which are close to previousestim ates. A plotofBray’sapproxim ationsisgiven in Fig. 1.
Notethatthestructurefactorsin thehigh-and low-tem peraturephasesarevery sim ilar.
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FIG .1. Scaling functionsg� (Q )versusQ in Bray’sapproxim ation.W e reportthe high-(HT)

and low-(LT)tem peraturescaling functions.

III.M O N T E C A R LO R ESU LT S

W edeterm ine thestructurefactorin theregion ofsm allk| asweshallsee,weareable
toreach k � 5-10=� by m eansofalarge-scaleM onteCarlo sim ulation.W econsidertheIsing
m odelon a cubiclattice,i.e.theHam iltonian

H = � �
X

< i;j>

�i�j; (26)

where�i= � 1 and thesum m ation isovernearest-neighborpairs< i;j>.W em easurethe
structurefactor

S(q;�;L)=
1

3

X

x;y;z

�
e
iqx + e

iqy + e
iqz
�
h�(0;0;0)�(x;y;z)i (27)

forthree di�erentvaluesof� and L: (a)L = 128,� = 0:2204;(b)L = 128,� = 0:2210;
(c)L = 256,� = 0:22145. Ofcourse,in Eq. (27)q = 2�n=L,where n isan integer. In
thesim ulation weused theSwendsen-W ang algorithm ,starting from random con�gurations
and discarding (2-4)� 104 iterations.Theresultsofthesim ulationsarereported in TableII.
W ereportthenum berofiterationsN it,thesusceptibility �,thesecond-m om entcorrelation
length � and h(q;�;L),

h(q;�;L)� ln

�
(1+ q2�2)S(q;�;L)

�

�

; (28)

which directly m easuresthedeviationsfrom a purely Ornstein-Zernicke behavior.
In Fig.2 we plotS(q;�;L)=� forthethree latticesconsidered| errorsaresm allerthan

thesizeofthepoints| togetherwith theexperim entalresultsofRef.[18]forCO 2 and Bray’s
approxim ation. W e observe good agreem ent,the num ericaldata forlattice (c)being close
to theexperim entalones.
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TABLE II.Forthethreelatticesconsidered,(a),(b),and (c),wereportthenum berofiterations

N it,thesusceptibility �,the second-m om entcorrelation length � and h(q;�;L)forn = qL=(2�).

(a) (b) (c)

N it 4:35� 106 3:2� 106 2:14� 106

� 669.9(4) 1501(2) 6339(10)

� 13.050(7) 19.739(14) 41.16(5)

n h(q;�;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) 0.0019(27)

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)

However,ata closerlook oneobservestiny deviationsoforder1-2% .In orderto observe
betterthe di�erencesam ong the di�erentapproxim ationsand data,itisusefulto plotthe
function h(q;�;L)which convergesto ln[(1+ Q2)g+ (Q)]in thescaling lim it.W ehavebeen
ableto observeaccurately (i.e.atthelevelofoneerrorbar,approxim ately 0.3% on g+ (Q))
thisconvergenceonly up toQ � 4,asitcan beseen in Fig.3.Indeed,only in thisregion we
observea good overlap oftheresultsforthetwo lattices(b)and (c),which havethelargest
values of�. As a further check,we can com pare the num ericalresults with the sm all-Q
expansion (6)which isexpected toconvergerapidly up to Q � 3.Using Eq.(6)toorderQ6

(resp.Q 8)we obtain the curve labelled \series3" (resp.\series4")in Fig.3.Thedata (c),
thatcorrespond to L = 256,arein perfectagreem ent,con�rm ing thatin thisregion weare
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the experim entalresultsofRef.[18],\expt," and Bray’sapproxim ation,\Bray."
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FIG .3. Function h(q;�;L)versusQ � q� forthe three cases(a),(b),(c). W e also reportthe

experim entalresultsofRef.[18],\expt," and thesm all-Q approxim ations,\series3" and \series4."

seeing thecorrectasym ptoticbehavior.In Fig.3 wealso reporttheexperim entalresultsof
Ref.[18].They aresystem atically higherthan theM onteCarlo resultsand indicatethat,at
leastin thisregion,theexperim entalerroron thestructurefactorisapproxim ately oforder
0.5-1% .

ForlargervaluesofQ,we are notable to observe scaling,asitcan be seen in Fig. 4.
According to standard renorm alization-group theory

h(q;�;L)= h1(Q;L=�)+ L
� !
h2(Q;L=�)+ ::: (29)

where [21]! = 0:83(5).Thus,we could try to extrapolatein L atL=� �xed and then take
the lim itL=� ! 1 . Lattices(b)and (c)have approxim ately the sam e L=�,L=� � 6 and
thus,in principle one should be able to extrapolate in L. In practice,correctionsincrease

10



-0.02

0

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

0.1

0 5 10 15 20 25 30

h(
k;

β,
L)

Q

(a)
(b)
(c)

expt
fit

Bray

FIG .4. Function h(q;�;L) versus Q � q� for the three cases (a),(b),(c). W e also report

the experim entalresultsofRef.[18],\expt," a phenom enologicalinterpolation ,\�t," and Bray’s

approxim ation,\Bray."

quickly with Q,seeFig.4,and noreliableextrapolation can bedone.In anycase,webelieve
we can stilluse thenum ericaldata presented in Fig.4 to conclude conservatively that,for
Q . 15-20,h(q;�;L)forlattice (c)isa good approxim ation to the lim iting function with
an errorat m ost of0.02,i.e. that we can use our data (c) to com pute g+ (Q) with a 2%
precision up to Q . 15-20.

In Fig.4wealsoreportBray’sapproxim ation.Such an approxim ation agreesnicely with
theM onteCarlo results(c)up to Q � 10 and,asexpected,itislowerin theregion Q & 10
whereweexpecttheresults(c)tobehigherthan thescaling lim iting curve.Bray’sfunction
lookstherefore a reasonable approxim ation to the universalscaling function,although itis
som ewhatlowerthan theexperim entaldata by 1-2% .

For the com putations ofthe next Section,it is im portant to have an estim ate ofthe
structurefactorwith a reasonableerrorbar.Forthispurpose,wehavedeterm ined a second
interpolation thatisin betteragreem entwith theexperim entaldata.W ewillobtain an error
by com paring theresultsobtained using thisinterpolation and Bray’sapproxim ation.This
interpolation m aybeobtained by consideringexpressionsthatagreewith thenum ericaldata
forlattice(c)in the region Q < Q m ax � 15.W eshalluse again thespectralrepresentation
(20),sincesuch an expression givesautom atically thebehavior(14)and ensuresthecorrect
sm all-Q behavior. In orderto obtain the correctlarge-Q behavior,we use a generalization
ofthespectralfunction proposed by Bray,i.e.

F�t(u)= FB (u)
�
1� u

� 2
�
 

1+
nm axX

n= 2

anu
� n

!

: (30)

Such an expression is purely phenom enological. The �rst term has been introduced to
guarantee thatF�t(1)= 0 asgenerally expected,while correctionsoforder1=u have been
avoided,sincethey would giveriseto term soforder1=Q 2� �� 1 forQ ! 1 thatarestronger
than those appearing in the Fisher-Langer behavior (7). In Eqs. (20) and (22) we use
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FIG .5. Ratio �=�PF versusQ 0 using Bray’sapproxim ation,\Bray," and thephenom enological

approxim ation,"�t." W ealso reportthecorresponding asym ptotic expression �as=�PF,(\as1" and

\as2") where �as is de�ned in Eq.(34),and the phenom enologicalapproxim ation (36),\phen,"

valid for Q 0 � 100. In \as1" we use C +
1 = 0:91797,K = 0:128735,in \as2" we use C +

1 = 0:92,

K = 0:160734.

the �-expansion estim ates(16)and the valuesofthe exponentsreported in Eq. (23). The
constantsan are �xed by requiring g� 1+ (0)= 1 and g+ (Q)to �tthe num ericaldata (c)up
to Q � 15. A good �tisobtained by taking nm ax = 6 and a2 = � 574:128,a3 = 7588:59,
a4 = � 29558:9,a5 = 43740:7,a6 = � 21715:6. The corresponding curve labelled \�t" is
reported in Fig. 4. The results depend on Q m ax used in the �t,and tend to give a lower
curveifsm allervaluesofQ m ax areused.However,itisinteresting to rem ark that,with the
choiceQ m ax = 15,theinterpolation isin excellentagreem entwith theexperim entaldatafor
allQ > 15,seeFig.4.

Finally,itisinteresting to rem ark thatthe Ornstein-Zernicke approxim ation di�ersat
m ost1% from thecorrectexpression forQ . 5,whileforQ & 5 theFisher-Langerform ula
can beapplied,asalreadyobserved in m anyexperim entalworks,see,e.g.,Refs.[15,17,19,20].

IV .T U R B ID IT Y

The turbidity � isde�ned astheattenuation ofthetransm itted lightintensity perunit
opticalpath length dueto thescattering with thesam ple.Explicitly,itisgiven by

� �

Z

d
S(k)

�

1�
1

2
sin2�

�

; (31)

where k = 2k0sin(�=2),k0 = 2�n=� is the m om entum ofthe incom ing radiation in the
m edium ,� thecorresponding wavelength in vacuum ,n therefractiveindex,and 
= (�;�)
thesolid angle.By using Eq.(1),in thehigh-tem peraturephasewecan writetheturbidity
in theform
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� =
2�0t� 


Q 2
0

Z 2Q 0

0

QdQ g+ (Q)

�

1�
Q 2

2Q 2
0

+
Q 4

8Q 4
0

�

; (32)

where Q 0 � k0� and �0 is a constant thatcan be assum ed tem perature-independent in a
neighborhood ofthecriticalpoint.

Forsm allvaluesofQ 0,the Ornstein-Zernicke approxim ation can beused obtaining the
Puglielli-Ford expression [7]

�PF = �0t
� 


�
2a2 + 2a+ 1

a3
log(2a+ 1)�

2(a+ 1)

a2

�

; (33)

wherea = 2Q 2
0.

W ecan also com putethebehaviorforlargeQ 0 by using Eq.(7).W eobtain

�as =
2�0t� 


Q 2
0

�

C
+
1 (2Q 0)

� �2 + 2� + 8

�(� + 2)(� + 4)
�
C
+
1

�
+ K + O

�

Q
�� (1� �)=�

0

��

; (34)

where

K =

Z 1

0

QdQg+ (Q)+

Z 1

1

QdQ
�
g+ (Q)� C

+
1 Q

�� 2
�
: (35)

In orderto obtain � forallvaluesofQ0 wem ustusea speci�cform forg+ (Q).W ewilluse
hereBray’sapproxim ation and theinterpolation form ulaobtained using(30)with nm ax = 6,
Q m ax = 15.Thedi�erencebetween theresultsobtained usingthesetwoexpressionsprovides
the erroron ourresults. In Fig.5 we report�=�PF using the two di�erentapproxim ations
togetherwith theirasym ptotic expression �as=�PF. In Bray’sapproxim ation K = 0:128735
while in the second one K = 0:160734. The deviations from the Puglielli-Ford behavior
arevery sm alland forQ 0 & 100 arewelldescribed by theasym ptotic expression (34)with
C
+
1 � 0:92 and K = 0:145(16). Estim atesofthe turbidity for1 . Q0 . 100 can be found

in TableIII.ForQ � 100 onecan usethephenom enologicalform ula

� = �PF

h

0:666421+ 0:242399
�
1+ 0:0087936Q 2

0

�0:018195
+ 0:0911801

�
1+ 0:09Q 4

0

�0:0090975
i

;

(36)

which isalso reported in Fig.5 (\phen").
W ewish �nally tocom pareourresultswith theapproxim ateexpressionsgiven by Ferrell

[34],which requireQ 0 � 1 and � logQ0 � 1,i.e.1� Q 0 � e1=� � 9� 1011.By expanding
Eq.(34)and setting asin Ref.[34]L = log(4Q 2

0)weobtain

� �
�0t

� 


Q 2
0

�

C
+
1 (L � 1)+ C

+
1 �

�
L2

4
�
L

2
+
3

4

�

+ K

�

: (37)

In orderto com parewith Ferrell’sresults,wem ustcom pute�=(4�0t� 
g(2Q 0)).Since,using
thesam eapproxim ationsg(2Q 0)= C

+
1 (2Q 0)� 2(1+ �L=2+ O (�2)),weobtain

�

4�0t� 
g(2Q 0)
� L � 1�

�L2

4
+ �

�
3

4
+

K

�C
+
1

�

(38)
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TABLE III.Ratio�=�PF.W eusehere:(a)Bray’sapproxim ation;(b)generalphenom enological

interpolation based on (30)with nm ax = 6 and Q m ax = 15.

Q 0 (a) (b)

5 1.004 1.004

10 1.008 1.009

15 1.011 1.014

20 1.013 1.017

25 1.015 1.020

30 1.017 1.022

35 1.019 1.024

40 1.020 1.026

45 1.022 1.028

50 1.023 1.029

60 1.025 1.031

70 1.027 1.034

80 1.029 1.036

90 1.030 1.037

100 1.032 1.039

Thisform ula agreeswith Ferrell’sexpression oncewerecognizethatK = O (�)sinceK = 0
fora purely Ornstein-Zernicke behavior.Num erically,we predict3=4+ K =(�C+1 )� 5:1(5),
which issm allerthan Ferrell’snum ericalresult8.4.Ferrell’sexpression predictsa turbidity
thatissom ewhat higherthan ours. Indeed,hisnum ericalresult im plies K � 0:26 in Eq.
(34),and asconsequence we would obtain �=�PF � 1:06 (resp. 1.085)forQ0 = 100 (resp.
1000),to becom pared with ourprediction �=�PF � 1:036(4)(resp.1.069(3)).

Anotherexpression fortheturbidity thattakesinto accounttheanom alousdecay ofthe
structure factorisgiven in Ref.[35]. Itassum esthat[36]g+ (Q)= (1+ cQ 2)� 1+ �=2,where
c= 1=(1� �=2).Itfollowsthat

� = 4�0t
� 


�
(2b+ 1)�=2 � 1

�
[4� 2b(� � 4)+ b2(�2 + 2� + 8)]� 4�b(1+ b)

b3�(2+ �)(4+ �)
; (39)

where b= 4Q 2
0=(2� �). Such an expression howeverpredictsa turbidity thatistoo large.

For instance, for Q 0 = 10 it gives �=�PF � 1:05, to be com pared with our prediction
�=�PF � 1:008,cf.TableIII.

Notethecorrectturbidity � islargerthan �PF sinceg+ (Q)decreasesslowerforQ ! 1

than theOrnstein-Zernickeapproxim ation.However,thisisapparently in contrastwith the
experim entalresults for the binary 
uid m ixture m ethanol-cyclohexane presented in Ref.
[37].
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