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In a recent Letter E], Stalln ach et al. reported pulsed
eld gradient PFG) NM R m easurem ents of the tin e-
dependent di usion constant D (t) in packjngs of water
saturated sands. A ccording to theory l'a’], t) decreases
from thebulk watervaluieD ¢ with increasing observann
tin e t due to restrictions im posed by the pore surface:
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Here S=V_is the surface-to-volum e ratio ofthe pore space
and r = = D ¢t is the di usion length. Stalln ach et al
studied sam ples w ith di erent grain diam eters dy and
fund that S=V _ d;°7, which they interpreted w ith a
fractal picture. If dy is identi ed as the upper cuto
scale L Pora fractalsurface ofdim ension D 5, one expects
s=v _ 4 3. In this Comment, we argue that the
analysisofR ef. :}' is awed and wepropose an altemative.
Thekey point isthatEqg. :;I: wasderived fora nonfractal
surface such that S=V is constant as the length scale
r varies. In Ref. -'_]:,Eq. :}:jsused for2 m < r<
10 m while dy is in the range 100-1000 m . For the
analysis to be valid, the surface would have to be am ooth
below 10 m and abruptly tum into a fractal above this
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FIG.1l: Tinedependent di usion data for watersaturated
sam ples of Indiana lin estone (squares) and unconsolidated
15 m dia. po]ystyrene beads (circles). T he lines show least—
squares ts to Eg. B For the dashed lne D s was xed
at 2. For the solid Ines D, was allwed to vary, yielding

= 258 0:14 for Indiana limestoneand D s = 22 04 for
polystyrene beads. To accurately determ ine these power law s
it was necessary to separately m easure D on a buk water
sam ple in the sam e apparatus, at the sam e tem perature.

scale. This is In plausble as sands and rocks are known
to have fractal surfaces below 1 m B]. For exam ple,
BET m easurem entson rocks (orwhich them easurem ent
scakisr 04 nm) yield S=V values one to two orders
ofm agnitude greater than PFG NM R resuls g].

To show how Eq. :14' is modi ed for fractal sur-
faces, we note that the term 4Sr=9 ~ V arises because
molecules w ithin a layer of volum e Vy Sr can on av—
erage reach the pore surface wihin time t. Follow ing
Ref. :5 and a]Jowjng fordy > L, it is easy to see that
Vg _ @g=L)? @=r)’:r’=3 D). Henerq.:}'beoomes
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where A is a constant. This expression m akes i clear
LA
that the analysis of Ref. i requires L. _ dy4, but also r to

be independent ofdy. For a given sample wih xed dy4
and L, the lim iting form ofD (t) at short tin es is
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To illustrate this m ethod, we show som e prelin nary
PFG NMR data on Indiana lin estone and a packing of
plastic beads; experim ental details are given elsew here
f_é]. Fjgure:_f shows a log-log plot of1 D ()=D ¢ vs. r.
For a fractal surface, the data should 2ll on a straight
line wih slope 3 D . As seen In previous studies, the
data for an ooth plasticbeadsare consistentwih D ¢ = 2.
H ow ever, the lin estone data fallon a line w ith distinctly
an aller slope, giving D g = 2:58 0:14. Opticalm icro—
graphs of this lim estone reveal that the pore surface has
a w ide range of features on scalesabove 1 m . A though
these data span less than a decade of length scals, the
di erence in slope between lim estone and plastic beads
is unm istakable. If the grain surfaces studied in Ref. i
were truly fractal, they would show D (t) tine depen—
dence sin ilar to the lin estone data In F ig. dQ.
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