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In a recentLetter[1],Stallm ach etal.reported pulsed

�eld gradient (PFG ) NM R m easurem ents ofthe tim e-

dependent di�usion constant D (t) in packings ofwater

saturated sands.According to theory [2],D (t)decreases

from thebulk watervalueD 0 with increasingobservation

tim e tdue to restrictionsim posed by the poresurface:

D (t)

D 0

= 1�
4S

9
p
�V

p

D 0t+ higherorderterm s. (1)

HereS=V isthesurface-to-volum eratiooftheporespace

and r =
p

D 0tis the di�usion length. Stallm ach et al.

studied sam ples with di�erent grain diam eters dg and

found thatS=V _ d
� 0:7
g ,which they interpreted with a

fractalpicture. Ifdg is identi�ed as the upper cut-o�

scaleL fora fractalsurfaceofdim ension D s,oneexpects

S=V _ d
D S � 3
g . In this Com m ent, we argue that the

analysisofRef.1is
awed and weproposean alternative.

ThekeypointisthatEq.1wasderived foranonfractal

surface such that S=V is constant as the length scale

r varies. In Ref. 1, Eq. 1 is used for 2 �m < r <

10 �m while dg is in the range 100-1000 �m . For the

analysisto bevalid,thesurfacewould haveto besm ooth

below 10 �m and abruptly turn into a fractalabovethis
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FIG .1: Tim e-dependent di�usion data for water-saturated

sam ples of Indiana lim estone (squares) and unconsolidated

15 �m dia.polystyrene beads(circles).The linesshow least-

squares �ts to Eq. 3. For the dashed line D s was �xed

at 2. For the solid lines D s was allowed to vary, yielding

D s = 2:58� 0:14 forIndiana lim estoneand D s = 2:2� 0:4 for

polystyrenebeads.To accurately determ inethesepowerlaws

it was necessary to separately m easure D 0 on a bulk water

sam ple in the sam e apparatus,atthe sam e tem perature.

scale.Thisisim plausible assandsand rocksare known

to have fractalsurfaces below 1 �m [3]. For exam ple,

BET m easurem entson rocks(forwhich them easurem ent

scale isr � 0:4 nm )yield S=V valuesone to two orders

ofm agnitude greaterthan PFG NM R results[4].

To show how Eq. 1 is m odi�ed for fractal sur-

faces,we note that the term 4Sr=9
p
�V arises because

m oleculeswithin a layerofvolum e VB � Sr can on av-

erage reach the pore surface within tim e t. Following

Ref. 5 and allowing for dg > L,it is easy to see that

VB _ (dg=L)
2(L=r)D sr

3
=(3� D s).HenceEq.1 becom es

D (t)

D 0

= 1�
A

3� D s

�
L

dg

� D s� 2 �
dg

r

� D s
�
r

dg

� 3

+ ... (2)

where A is a constant. This expression m akes it clear

thattheanalysisofRef.1 requiresL _ dg,butalso r to

be independentofdg. Fora given sam ple with �xed dg

and L,the lim iting form ofD (t)atshorttim esis

1� D (t)=D 0 _ r
3� D s

_ t
(3� D s)=2

: (3)

To illustrate this m ethod,we show som e prelim inary

PFG NM R data on Indiana lim estone and a packing of

plastic beads; experim entaldetails are given elsewhere

[6]. Figure 1 showsa log-log plotof1� D (t)=D 0 vs. r.

For a fractalsurface,the data should fallon a straight

line with slope 3� D s. Asseen in previousstudies,the

dataforsm ooth plasticbeadsareconsistentwith D s = 2.

However,thelim estonedata fallon a linewith distinctly

sm aller slope,giving D s = 2:58� 0:14. O pticalm icro-

graphsofthislim estonerevealthattheporesurfacehas

a widerangeoffeatureson scalesabove1 �m .Although

these data span lessthan a decade oflength scales,the

di�erence in slope between lim estone and plastic beads

is unm istakable. Ifthe grain surfacesstudied in Ref. 1

were truly fractal, they would show D (t) tim e depen-

dencesim ilarto the lim estonedata in Fig.1.
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