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Abstract

M athem aticalm ethodspreviously used (P hillies, J.Chem .Phys., 122 224905 (2005)) to interpret
quasielastic light scattering spectroscopy Q ELSS) spectra are here applied to relate di using wave
spectroscopy OW S) spectra to the m om ents X 20 of particke displacem ents in the solution under
study. DW S spectra of optical probes are lke QELSS spoectra in that in general they are not
detem ined solkly by the second m om ent X 2. In each case, the relationship between the spectrum
and the particle m otions arises from the eld correlation function gs(l) (t) for a single quasielastic
scattering event. In m ost physically interesting cases, gs(l) (t) receives exoept at the shortest tin es
large contrlbutions from higher m om ents m, n > 1. Ashas long been known, the idealized
form gs(l) t) = exp( 2q2X—(t)2), som etin es nvoked to interpret DW S and QELSS spectra, only
refers to (@adequately) m onodisperse, noninteracting, probes In purely Newtonian liquids and is
erroneous for polydisperse particles, iInteracting particles, or particles in viscoelastic com plex uids.
Furthem ore, in DW S experin ents uctuations (for m uliple scattering paths of xed length) in

the num ber of scattering events and the totalsquare scattering vector signi cantly m odify the

spectrum .
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I. NTRODUCTION

T hree decades ago, H allett and students*” used quasielastic light scattering spectroscopy
Q@ELSS) to study dilute, intensely scattering probe spheres di using through polym er so-—
Jutions. The spheres were used as optical probes of the polym er solution’s rheology. By
em ploying the StokesE nstein equation

7 1)
an apparent fm icro)viscosity =~ was inferred from the di usion coe cientD,.Hereky, T,
and R are Boltzm ann’s constant, the absolute tem perature, and the probe radiis, resoec—
tively. Hallkt, et al's were nearly equal to the viscosities  determ ned with classical
Instrum ents. These experim ents were a logical continuation of earlier work of Laurent, et
aL:g:, w ho used ultracentrifugation to study the sedin entation ofm esoscopic colloids through
various com plex uids.

QELSS, wuorescence recovery after photoblkaching, and relhted techniques have since
been used to study the di usion of optical probes through a w ide variety of complex  uids,
such as polym elléb-, s.lrfactant:é, oo]]ojd:z:, and protejnbl solutions. These studies are united
under the cogncm en OpticalProbe Di usion OPD).E ective ways to control the binding
of at least som e polym ers to som e probeé are known, pem itting calbrated m easurem ents
of the m icroviscosity and the m easurem ent of the thickness of the bound polym e]:"-LEZ I
was early recognized that the m icroviscosity and the viscosity  obtained from capillary
viscom eters are often not the same. In a faw cases, exotic reentrant behavior is observed:l-l: ,
in which & ,but only over a narrow band of concentrations. System atic studies of
as a function of the concentration and m olecular weight ofm atrix polym ers in so]utjonié"-li,
Investigated w hether optical probe di usion isonly an expensive replacem ent @beit helpfiil
w ith m icroscale sam ples) or an inexpensive capillary viscom eter, or w hether it gives inter—
esting physical results. Fortunately, the latter case is correct: O pticalProbe D 1 usion gives
novel inform ation on polym er dynam ics.

A rtifacts such asprobe aggregation orpolym er adsorption by the probe cause the probe to
move too slow Iy, eadingto > , thus pem iting a ready ssparation of several in portant
classes ofartifact from physically interesting resuls. In the absence ofartifacts, it isgenerally
the case that = or that < (som etin es ). It is incorrect to propose that

> could arise from the non-zero shear rate of capillary visocom eters. For > to



arise from viscom eter shear, the polym er solution would need to be shear thickening. Shear
thickening isa rare phenom enon not encountered w ith m ost polym ers that have been studied
w ith probe di usion.

QELSSmeasuresthe eld correlation function g(l) (@;t) ofthe light shgle-scattered by the
probes. QELSS spectra have recently som etin es been Interpreted under the cognom en m i-
crorheology, In which it is clain ed that Q ELSS spectra are related to particle disgplacem ents
via

g @t = exp( 4x ©)*=2); @)

g being the scattering vector determ ined by the laser wavelength and apparatus geom etry.

In m icrorheology, from X (t)?, a tim edependent di usion coe cient is nferred from the
supposed form X—(t)2 = 2tD (). Finally, a tin e- or frequency-dependent generalization of
the StokesE instein equation and tin e-frequency transfomm s are used to Infer from D (b)
a frequency-dependent visoosity, or storage and loss m oduli, corresponding to the original
DW S spectrum . T hisprocess rdetem ning G °(! ) and G (! ) from X ()2 m ay be com pared
w ith determ inations using classicalm echanicalm eans.

Equations super cially sin ilar to eqi2 appear in Beme and Peooréé. However, as is
m ade clear In Beme and Pecora, equation 2 only refers to the di usion of dentical, true
B row nian particles whose m otion is govemed by the Langevin m odel. In this m odel, there
are no meamory e ects such as those arsing from solvent viscoelasticity. For B rownian
particles that satisfy the Langevin m odel, X—(t)2 = 2D t, where D is the tim e-independent
di usion constant. In the QELSS literature, eq'2 is only applied to certain sinple cases,
eg. monodigperse polystyrene spheres In water.

The m otions of di using particlkes in viscoelastic uids do not follow the Langevin equa—
tion, because the random forces have non—zero correlation tim es. Correspondingly, it is
incorrect to apply eq 2 to interpret QELSS spectra of probes in viscoelastic  uids. Equa-
tion 2 also moorrectly predicts log (gs(l) ;) d as a uniorm resul. M odi cations to
the Langevin equation for physically realistic, ie., viscoelastic at adequately high frequency,
m otions are encom passed by the M ord form alian ié, which m oves from the fuindam ental, m i~
croscopic Liouville equation for particle m otion to a reduced-varable description in which
the random force and corresponding drag coe cient are describbed by m em ory functions.

In order to clrify the interpretation of QELSS spectra, we recently exam Jned:lz§ the



relationship between gs(l) (@;t) and them eann™ mom ents X ()" ofthe particle displacem ent
along a single coordinate axis. The higherorder m om ents incorporate uctuations in the

particle displacem ents around theirm ean-square values. W €4 showed: The odd m om ents of

X wvanish. In general, alleven m om ents X (t)" ofthe digplacem ent contribute to gs(l)

@D.A
sin ple diagnostic identi es the special case In which eq 2 is correct: Ifthe QELSS spectrum
agrees w ith eq 2, then from D ocb’s F irst Theoremﬁ the QELSS soectrum is necessarily a
pure exponential w ith a tin e-independent di usion constant. D ocb’s theoram is a purly
m athem atical result on zero-correlation-tin e random walks, and uses no physical argum ents
or rationales. C onversely, if the light scattering spectrum is not a singk exponential, then the
contrapositive form of D cob’s theorem show s that eq 2 cannot descrice the QELSS spectrum ;
gs(l) (@;t) contains non-trivial contrioutions from all higher-order even m om ents W .

Equation 2 describes the m otion of a solution of Brownian particles in an ideal sinple

uid. Ifthe particles are not m onodisperse, or ifthe uid isviscoelastic, the spectrum ceases
to be a sin ple exponential, and gs(l) (t) does not ©llow eq.Z. It is not possbl to m ask the
contributions of the higherm om ents ofX by going to am allg. W hile eq 2 cannot be used to
Interpret light scattering spectra of probe particles in m ost com plex uids, nothing is w rong
w ith the underlying Q ELSS spectra that eqZ hasbeen used to analyze. R eanalysis of those
Soectra using conventionalm eans such as cum ulants orm ode decom position m ay well lead
to useful nform ation.

Recently, an altemative technique that uses light scattering to study the di usion of
optical probes has been proposw:lé"ia- . D1 usihg W ave Spectroscopy OW S) studies light
that has repeatedly been scattered by an intensely-scattering, colorkss, opaque com plex

uid. nDW S experin ents considered here, scattering isduetodi usingm esoscopic particles
that lead to muliple scattering of the incident light. T he individual scattering events are
describable as quastelastic single scattering; scattering events are far enough apart from
each other that the m otions of particles in a m ultiple scattering series are uncorrelated.

The underlying experim ental apparatuses in QELSS and DW S are the same, wih a
laser, scattering sam ple, and photom ultiplier tube or equivalent photodetector. D i erences
appear in the scattering c=ll, probe concentration, and preferred scattering angles. n DW S
and QELSS, the intensity autocorrelation fiinction is obtained with a conventional digital
autocorrelator; the tin e scales instrum entally accessble toQELSS and DW S are determ ined

by the sam e instrum ents and are the same. The uids and probesused by DW S are the



sam e as those studied by Hallktt, et al.:i’:é and m any successors. OPD and DW S di er
secondardly in the opaciy of their sam ples and prin arily in the assum ptions and form alian

used to interpret their spectra. The cognomen D i using W ave Spectroscopy refers to a
particularm odel for interpreting the eld correlation function ofthem ultiplescattered light.
In standard treatments of DW S in di using systam s, it is proposed that DW S detemm ines

the m ean-square di usive disgplacem ent X (tf of individual particles during tin e interval t.
DW S has also been applied to nondi usive system s as described below .

T his paper treats the contribution of particle m otion and scattering path  uctuations to
DW S spectra. It is shown below that uctj,latjonsﬁ, n > 1, in the particle displacem ent
In principle m ake non-negligble contrbutionsto DW S spectra. Furthem ore, even for paths
of xed length, these uctuations are m ixed wih uctuations from path to path in the
num ber of scattering events and In the totalsquare scattering vector. F luctuations lead to

Interesting challenges for the Interpretation of DW S spectra in tem s of particle m otion.

ITI. PHYSICALBASISOF THE DIFFUSING WAVE SPECTRUM

We rst exam ine general considerationd??%2? that pem i caloulation of the di using
wave spectrum . In essence, In a DW S experin ent the light is scattered alongm any di erent
paths before it reaches the detector. The scattered eld incident on the photodetector is
the am pliude-weighted ooherent sum of the electric  elds of the light travelling over all
m ultiply-scattered paths. To describbe the light scattered along a singke path P having N
scattering events, we take the positions ofthe N scattering partickestober; (t) ori2 (I;N ).
T he source is Jocated at ry; the detector is Jocated at ry + 1 . U nlike the particle positions, the
source and detector positions are Independent of tim e. T he light initially haswavevector kg ;
the light scattered from particle i to particle i+ 1 has wavevector k; (t) . The light em erges
from the system and proceeds to the detector w ith wavevector ky . The wavevectors kg
and ky are the sam e for every scattering path and at alltines. The k; for 1l i< N are
functions of tin e because they link pairs of particles, and the partickes m ove. Paths di er
in the num ber of scattering particles and the ordered list of particles by which the light was
scattered. For the scattering along a speci c path P the phase shift is

X
p ©= k@© o @ (K k10O)+nma® kO ©)

=1



and the total eld scattered along the available paths is
X

E®-= Epexp(d p (0): @)

T he sum m ation istaken over the list ofallallowed paths. T he list ofallallowed paths is the
set of all ordered lists, of any length greater than zero, of particles in the system , sub fct to
the constraint that no two ad pining elem ents In a list m ay refer to the sam e particle. Ep is
the scattering am plitude associated w ith a particular path P . The phase shift , () and
scattering am plitude depend on tin e because the particles m ove. Because of transhtional
Invariance, the distrbution ofexp (@ p» () is atmodulo 2 , and the distrdbution ofE is
welkbehaved. E (t) is therefore the sum of a lJarge num ber of Independent nearly-identically
distrbuted random variables, so it is reasonable to nfer from the central lim it theorem that
E (t) has a gaussian distrbution. Because the E (t) have pint G aussian distrdbutions, the
Intensity autocorrelation function S (t) is determ ined by the eld correlation fiunction ofthe
muliply scattered light.

This description of muliple scattering reduces to the standard description of single—
scattered light ifthe num ber ofparticlksalong a path isconstrained toN = 1. By com parison
w ith that description, the r; (t) are the optical centers of m ass of the di usihg particlks,
the singleparticlke structure factors arisng from ntemal interference w ithin each partick
being contained in E; . The standard description of scattering in tem s of particle positions
continues to be correct if the particles are non-dilute, and is the basis or calculating Q ELSS
goectra of concentrated particle suspensions.

The eld correlation function dfpends on the phase shift as

+
X

g ® W OE (i= Er O)E,o)exp i » © 1ipo O] : )}

ppO
B ecause the paths are independent, in the double sum on P and P ®only tem swith P = P°
are on the average non-vanishing. For those tem s, the change between 0 and t in the phase
is rew ritten by applying: the de nition eqi 3 of the phase shift; the requirem ent that the
source and detector locations and the Initialand nalwavevectors are independent of tim ;
the de nition g ) = k; ) k 1 (t) of the scattering vector; and addition of 0 in the fom
a;0) D g©) ft). Reordering tem s gives
* . @ !+
g% = Fr OF, Qexp 1 @0 8 qO© o) ; (6)

P =1



where n@{) = r@k) 1 (0) is the particlke displacem ent, and g &) = qg; (©) G (0) is the

change In scattering vector ibetween tim es 0 and t. T he distance between scattering events

is generally very large com pared to the distances over w hich particlesm ove before g (t) has

relaxed to zero, and the jk; jalways have the sam e m agnitude, so g; can only be altered by

changing the angle between k; ; and k;. In consequence, it is asserted that g (t) tem is

extrem ely sm allrelative to the q; (0) tem , because 3 & ) 3= jq;0) jand § B @®) = Iri © 3
are ofthe sam e order. T he scattering am plitudesw ithin the Ep only change asthe scattering

angles in each scattering event change, so, by the sam e rationale, oreach path Ep (t) isvery

nearly independent of tin e over the tin es of interest. Furthem ore, while the total of the

scattering vectors m ust m atch the initialand nalwave vector, if the num ber of scattering
events along a path is large the constraint on the total scattering vector has very little e ect
on the intemm ediate scattering vectors.

U nder these approxin ations, the eld correlation function reduces to

* '+
. X pal
g® ) = JBr O) Fexp 1 @0 i) )
P =1
as shown by W eitz and P inet?. The outerm ost average h 1 extends over all particle posi-

tions and subsequent displacem ents. N o assum ption has thusfar been m ade about interac-
tions between scattering particles.

Tn order to evaluate this form , W eitz and P iné'? in pose three approxin ations. E ssentially
equivalent approxin ations are in posed by other reference£%% . Each approxin ation replaces
a uctuating quantity with an average value. T he three approxin ations are:

Approxin ation 1) The exponential over the sum ofparticle displacem ents can be factor-
ized, nam ely

* ! +
X X X Y
JEr O Fexp 1 @@ ) = JE,OF lexp( g0 i)i;

P =1 P i

®)
so that averages over particke displacem ents can be taken ssparately over each particlk.
T he factorization is valid if the scattering points along each path are dilute, so that the
particle digplacaments 1 (t); B (b);::: are iIndependent, because under this condition the
distrdoution filnction P 8 ( 1 ); B (t);:::) Hr the sin ultaneous displacem ents of the N
particles of a path factors nto a product of N sihgle-particle disgpolacem ent distributions
P Y ( 5@), one or each particle. I representative DW S experin ents, m ean free paths



for optical scattering are reported as hundreds of m icronilz:, while the e ective range of
the very-long-range interparticle hydrodynam ic interactions is som e m odest m ultiple of the
particle radiis or a m odest num ber of m icrons, so the typical distance between scattering
events is Indeed far lJarger than the range over which particles can iIn uence each other’s
m otions.

T he assertion that the scattering points along each path are dilute does not mm ply that
the scatterers are dilute. If the scattering cross—section of the scatterers is not too large, a
given photon w ill be scattered by a particlk, pass through m any Intervening particks, and

nally be scattered by another, distant particle. T he scattering particles m ay them sehres
be concentrated. T he physical requirem ent on dilution used in ref.19 is that them ean free
path between serial scattering events of a given photon ism uch longer than the range ofthe
Interparticle interactions. Them otion ofeach scatterer in a path m ay very wellbe in uenced
by its near neighbors, but those near neighbors are aln ost never parts of the sam e path.
W hilke two very nearby particlkes could be involved In one path, this possibility lnvolres a
an all fraction of the entirety of paths. Indeed, if m ost paths P inclided pairs of particles
that were close enough to each other to interact w ith each other, the above description of
DW S spectra would fail com pletely: Eq 1} would not follow from eg 4, because the tem s of
eqig in g (t) would becom e signi cant.

F nally, refs. 1920321 propose that the average over the individualparticle displacem ents

m ay be approxin ated as

hexp ( ig0) )i exp X ©*=2 : ©)

where X (t)? = h& i#))?i. A varety of rationales for eq 9 appear in the literature, as
discussed below . P Ine, etaléli show how eg9 can be replaced ornondi using particleswhen
an altemative form is known a priori.

Approxin ation 2) Eadh scattering event has its own scattering anglke and corresponding
scattering vector jq; j which are approxin ated via hexp ( iﬁ=2)i ! exp( E X 2=2),
that the scattering vector of each scattering event is replaced by a weighted average ? ofall
scattering vectors. N ote that each pair g;;g;i: 1 of scattering vectors sharesa comm on k;, so
thathg; @116 0. So long astheparticle displacements 1 () and 1 (£) are independent
the crosscorrelations in the scattering vectors do not a ect the calculation.

Approxination 3) The number N of scattering events In a phass factor



exp f Iii 191 0) ;)  is approxin ated as being entirely determm ined by the opacity
ofthem edium and the length ofeach path, so that all paths ofa given length have exactly
the sam e num ber of scattering events. W eitz and P Jne@- propose that light propagation is
e ectively di usive, there exists a m ean distance lover which the direction of light propa-
gation decorrelates, the num ber of scattering events for a path of length s is always exactly
N = s="', and the distrdbution ofpath lengthsP (s) between the entrance and exit w indow s
of the scattering cell can be obtained from a di usive st crossing problem .

T hese approxin ations were':-La com bined to predict that the eld correlation finction for
DW S is

Z
s /  dsP ©exp( KX @Fs=); 10)
0
w here Xk, is the wavevector of the original Incident light and a m ean scattering angle is linked
by Ref.19 to ' . The model was solved for a suspension of identical particles perform ing

sin ple B row nian m otion, for which

X ()2 = 2D t: 11

For a light ray entering a cell at x = 0, travelling di usively through the cellto x = L,
and em erging for the rst time into the region x L, ref. 19 nds the distrbution of path
lengths, based on the di usion equation w ith appropriate boundary conditions. T here are
di erent solutions depending on whether one is uniform Iy illum nating the laser entrance
w indow, is supplying a point source of light, or is supplying a narrow beam of light that
has a G aussian intensity pro l. For exam ple, for uniform entrance w indow illum ination eg
16 3% of reflY gives for the DW S spectrum

( w # " #)
O L=" + 4=3 z, 6t °° 2 et % 6t 7
ws © snh — — + = — cosh — —
7=\ + 2=3 ) 3
( " 0-5# 05 " o-5#) .
8t 6t 4 et L 6t
1+ — shh = — +o = ot o= 12)

where z, ' is the distance Into the cell at which light m otion hasbecom e di usive, and

= 0DK) ' 13)

isamean di usion tine.



Even for an underlying sin pl exponential relaxation, the uctuation in the totalpath
length from path to path has caused the eld correlation function or DW S to be quite
com plicated. If eq 9 were correct, then{ignoring the other approxin ations noted above(
inversion of g2 at a given t could form ally obtain from g . (©) a value for ~ at that t.
From ,eq13 form ally gives a tin edependent D , whose frequency transform converts that
tin edependent D into the frequency-dependent storage and loss m oduli.

ITT. FLUCTUATION CORRECTIONS

Each of the above three approxin ations replaced the average of a fiinction of a quantity
w ith the finction of the average of that quantity. Such replacem ents neglect the uctuation
In the quantity around its average, which is ham less if and only if the function is purely
linear In the quantiy beihg averaged. However, gD(lV)q s (©) is an exponential of the uctu-
ating quantities. It is nobvious that uctuations in its argum ents can be neglected. W e
rst consider the sgparate uctuations in X , g and N and then dem onstrate their pint
contrbution to aDW S spectrum .

A . Fluctuations in P article D isplacem ent

To dem onstrate the reltionship between the single-scattering eld correlation function

g @t = rexp (g i) (14)

and the m ean particle displacem ents X (£)?", consider the Taylor series
* +
X (i n
. . ig i)
hexp ( ig @)1= —_— 15)

n=0
On the ths, the average of the sum is the sum of the averages of the Individual temm s. By
re ection symm etry, averages over tem s odd In x (t) vanish. In the even tem s, com ponents
of ry that are orthogonal to g are killed by the scalar product. W ithout loss of generality,
the x-coordinate m ay locally be set so that the surviving com ponent of the displacem ent

liesalong the gaxis, so g = ox;, kading to

X‘ m 2m

. . ( 17X

hexp ( ig t)i= (1e)
., em)!

10
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with hx7i = X ". The series on the rhs of eq 1§ is the series i:OqZ“Mn=n!jnq2,wjth

expansion coe cients

Mo = 1; a7)
X 2
M,= 7; (18)
X 4
M,=—; 19
2 12 19)
X 6
Mz= —; 20
3= 150 20)

etc.
- - P
Equation 14 m ay also be w ritten as a cum ulant expansion exp (| ( d)"K ,=n!), theK ,
being cum ulants. E xpansion of the cum ulant series as a power series in ¢ and com parison

term by term show s
" !#

X2 X4 3X?2) (30X 2 15X2 X 44+ X 9)
Y é o4 + q6 720 ti (21)

g (@t = exp 8

J— — —=2
withK, = %,Kz = %,etc.,thel(rl and X 2" being tin edependent. T he cum ulants

K, heredi er from the cumulants in Section D, below . If the distrbution function forX (k)
were a G aussian, then all cum ulants above the rst would vanish (eg., K, = 0), and eq _12-31
would reduce to egs EZ and :9 However, X (t) aln ost never has a G aussian distrbution in

real systam s.

B . Fluctuations in the Scattering Vector

For a single scattering event in which the light is de ected through an angke , the

m agnitude of the scattering vector is
q= 2ko sin ( =2); @2)

where kg = 2 n= , with n the index of refraction and the light wavelength in vacuo.

Cum ulant expansions of spectra depend on powers of ¢ as
o =2kj 1 cos()): 23)

11



ForDW S, the ¢ at the scattering points are independent from each other. A 1l scattering an—
gles are pem ited. T he average over all scattering angles com es from an intensity-w eighted
average over all scattering directions. For larger particles, the scattering is weighted by a
particle form factorbut alwvays encom passes a non-zero range of angles. For an all particlks,
no ispreferred. However, scattering from am all particles is not isotropic, because light is
a vector eld. Scattering from sm all particles is described by dipolk radiation, whose am —
plitude is proportionalto sin( ), being the anglk between the direction of the scattered
light and the direction of the polarization of the incident light.

W hik it is true that light em erging from a turbid medium is depolarized, turbidity
depolarization re ects the presence ofm any di erent paths, each of which rotates incident
Iinearly polarized light through a di erent angle. If linearly polarized light is scattered by a
typical an allparticle or a dielectric sphere (the typicalprobe) ofany size, the scattered light
from that one scattering event rem ains linearly polarized, though wih a new polarization
vector. In a typical QELSS experin ent the Incident light is vertically polarized, the st
scattering event  is measured from the perpendicular to the scattering plane, and the
polarization rem ains perpendicular to the scattering plane, so sin( ) = 1. Because in
muliple scattering the scattering paths are not con ned to a plane perpendicular to the
Incident polarization axis, in generalsin( ) 6 1. The factor sin ( ) ardses already In QELSS
experin ents In which the incident lJaserpolarization lies In the scattering plane. Forexam plk,
for HH scattering (as opposed to the common VV experim ent) from optically isotropic
Soheres, at = 9F the scattering Intensity is zero.

For an all particls, a sin ple geom etric construction relates and . Nam ely, w ithout
Joss of generality we m ay take the scattering event to be at the origin, the incident light to
de ne the + x-direction w ith itspolarization de ning the z-axis, and the scattering vector to
be in an arbirary direction not con ned to the xy-plane. De ning ¢; ) to be the polar

angles ofthe scattering direction relative to 2, the + x-axis iesat ( x; x) = ( =2;0) and the
angle addition rule gives cos( ) = cos(s) cos( x) s (g) sin( ) cos( s ), o one has
of = 2k; (L shi(s)oos( s)): @4)

The angle . isnot the scattering angke  of eqi23. For the m ean-square scattering vector

from a single scatterngevent inaDW S experin ent In w hich all scattering anglksare allowed,
Z

@  @)H)' desh(g2kia ﬂugmmsn=5%; @5)

12



T he next two m om ents are of = =k; and of = 12-k$. T he corresponding cum ulants in a of
expansion areK ; = kj=2,K, = 3:083K and K 3 = 0:7473k{. T he second cum ulant is not
negligblew ith repect to the  rst, in the sense that thevariance (JK,=K 7 ' is  1:d2.For
in-plane scattering in a Q ELSS experin ent, the average of f over allallowed scattering an—
gleswould notbe given by eq25. Ttwould instead bebeproportjonaltoR d sh( )stf( =2).
The averages OrQELSS and DW S di erbecause for QELSS only In-plane scattering arises,
whil In DW S out-ofplane scattering events are allowed and im portant, and because in
QELSS wih VV scattering the corresponding polarization weighting factor is uniyy, whilke
In DW S the allowed scattering angles are polarization weighted by sin ( 5). A calculation

m ade In the inadequate scalarwave approxin ation would overlook this distinction.

C . Fluctuations in the N um ber of Scattering E vents

In the standard treatm ent of photon di usion In a DW S scattering cell, the path length
distrdoution is com puted by envisioning photons as random walkers, and solving the di u-
sion equation asa rst—crossing problm to detem ine the distrbution of path lengths. A
pathlength s is approxin ated as containing precisely s=' steps, the uctuation in the num —
ber of steps arising entirely from di erences In the lengths ofthe various paths. M ack intosh
and Johnr@é present an extended treatm ent for the path length distribbution, using a di usion
picture and saddle point m ethods to establish them ean N num ber of scattering events and
the m ean-square uctuation in that number, as averaged over all path lengths. They treat
separately paths involving few scattering events, for which a sinple di usion picture does
not accurately yield the distribution of scattering events.

In addition to the uctuations In N arisihg from uctuations in s, for a path of given s

there are also  uctuations In N that arise because " is only the average length of a path.

W hile a path of length s on the average contains N (s) = s=" scattering events, for paths
of given physical length s therewillalso bea uctuation h( N (s)ji= NZ—(S) N—(s)2 in the
number N (s) of scattering events. Scattering is a rate process lnear in path length, so it
is govemed by Poisson statistics. For paths of xed length, the m ean-square uctuation is

therefore Iinear in the num ber of events.
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D . Joint Fluctuation E ect

For uctuationsw ithin an exponential of a m ultilinear fom , the case here, the error due

to neglecting the uctuation is readily obtained. N am ely, for a function

f@=hrxp( ax)i; (26)

whereh  , denotes an average over the distribbution of x, a Taylor series expansion gives

X ax
f(a)= %': (27)
1.
i=0
Here x! h¢i, is the i m om ent of x. The finction f @) m ay equally be w ritten
|
X Kiai

f@) = exp @8)

i!
=0
TheK;arethecumulants,wih Ky = 1 and K ; = X. The higherorder cum ulantsK ;, which
are the coe cients of a in a Taylor series expansion Prexppa (x )] i powers of a, give

thee ectsofthe uctuation. IfX 6 0,

K,= x> ¥%; (29)

Ky= x3 3®¥X+ 2%°: 30)

An altemative case in which X = 0, and f @) is a series in a®*, is solved as egqs 1421.

Cum ulant expansions are well behaved, and converge under m uch the sam e conditions
that Taylor series expansions are convergent. A cum ulant serdes is particularly interesting if
f @) is very nearly exponential In a, because under that condition the relaxation is driven
by K ; and the higherorderK ; are often all sm all. Cum ulant expansions have already been

used In plicitly In the above. For exam pl, the form hexp( ig ;f))i 1 < X22 © is the

low est order approxin ant.

W heredo uctuations (equivalently, higherorder cum ulants) m odify the eld correlation
function for di usihg wave spectroscopy? The variables w ith interesting uctuations are
the displacem ent X , the m ean-square scattering vector o, and the number N of scattering
events in a scattering path. T he quantity being averaged ishexp ( N d ( X (t)?)i. Repeated
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series expansions in N , ¢, and ( X )?, through the second cum ulant in each variable, using
the m ethods of refi1§, kad to

* " #
_ _ 2
— X (£)? t)4 3X (&

gD(lv;s(t): exp N ey ()+Cl4(x() ()2)+:::

2 24
- , 't
2 - - . . 1
+X (:3:) N_2 (8 @2)+ q22(N2 N2) + ::2) : (31)

HereN and N ? are the average and m ean-square num ber of scattering events for all paths.
One could also take N and N 2 to refer to pathsof xed length s,with h ¢ including an
average over the path length distrlbbution. T he above equation m ay be contrasted w ith the

orm gy o () = hexp (N () d X (©)?)is, eq. 110, cbtained by approxin ating N (s) = s=",
N@©? N =0adX ® 3X @ = 0.

E quation 37, show s only the opening tem s of serdes in the uctuations in X, o, and N .

The st lne ofeq 30 r& ects particke displacam ents as captured by an individual single—

scattering event and ierated N (s) tines. The second line re ects the uctuations from
path to path In the totalsquare scattering vector and the num ber of scattering events, the
uctuations bejng_q az and W N—(s)2 . The tin e dependence ong(lVé s (©) In the above

arises from the tin e dependences ofX—(t)2 andX—(t)‘l. The tem X 4 3)(—22 (@and tem s not
displayed ofhigherorder in X ) re  ect the deviation of distrdbbution of particle displacem ents
from a Gaussian. If ¢ and N were non— uctuating, the second line of eq 30 would vanish.
Because f and N do uctuate, g(lvz s (©) gains additional tin edependent tem s, not seen In

egs 10 and 27, but appearing as the second line of eq 31,.

On the rths of 31, the lad tem of the exponential is the shortertin e approxin ant
exp( N mﬁm) ofM aret and W o]j’ilf-g . The basis of the approxin ation is that the dis-
trbution of N has a peak location (approxinated as N ), paths having approxin ately N
scattering events dom inating the distrbution, thereby giving the lead tem to eq31. The
Jlead temm does not give the true initial slope ong(lV; s (©) . Because the decay rate of a path
Increases w ith increasing N , the m inority of paths having particularly large N are respon—
sible for the Initial slope of gDaV; s © . Them inority of paths having particularly sn allN are
substantially resoonsble forthe slow decay ong(lV; s (©) at Jong tim es. N onetheless, as shown
In the llow ng section, there is a sense In which DW S is sensitive to an alldisplacam ent
particle m otions at early tin es.
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IV. EFFECT OF PARTICLE POLYD ISPERSITY

A sa concrete exam ple of uctuation e ects, we treat the DW S spectrum of a bidisperse
system containing two sizes of probe. The probes perform Langevin-m odeldi usion in a
sin ple Newtonian solvent. In this very special case, the singleparticke eld correlation

finction becom es

g" @t = A exp( Digt)+ A,exp( DofH): 32)

HereA; and A, are the scattering cross—sections forthe species 1 and 2 particles, respectively.
D; and D, are the respective di usion coe cients. W e transform eq 32 into the canonical
form ofeq 27 by taking the exponential ofthe Taylor series of the Jogarithm ofeqi3Z, nam ely

A.D;+ AyD>) AA, D1 Dy, ,
+ Yq + i s 33
A1+ Ay) ot 2(A1+ Ay)? 4 G

gV @t = @i+ A, exp

T he m ean-square displacem ent is determ ined by the average di usion coe cient
— D;+ A,D
D = (Al 1 2 2): (34)
A1+ Aj)

T he second cum ulant ofthe squared-digplacem ent-distribution isdetermm ined by m ean-square

range ofdi usion coe cients

AA, D, Dz)z_

h D?%i=
2@+ Ay)?

33)

- _ 2
By com parison w ith eg 31, one ndsX (f=2= Dtand%= h DZ2it?.

In Interpreting g’ (g;t), the average di usion coe cient gives the hnitial linear slope of
the spectrum , while on a sem ilog plot of g% against t the h D ?i tem gives a curvature of
the spectrum away from its linear slope. It has been known since the earliest days of the
QELSS technique that g (g;t) is quite insensitive to weak polydispersity. P articles whose

di usion coe cients di er by a factor of two or three only lead to ssparable m odes if the
signaltonoise ratio of the spectrum is extram ely high, say, greater than 1000, pem itting
the soectrum to be followed through three orders ofm agnitude orm ore of relaxation.

Forabidisgperse probem xturethe eld correlation fiinction foraDW S soectrum becom es

D h i
gD(lv;s(t): exp N FDt+h D=2+ :::

h—z— —2 =2 — — 5, = 2 i E
+ N (& G )D =2+ DO P?WM2 N)=2 + ::: 36)
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A san exam pk ofthe in plications of eq'36, consider a m odelbidisperse system sim ilar to
the system studied w ith DW S by P ine, et al%}, which contained m ixtures of 198 and 605 nm
polystyrene soheres in various concentration ratios. In convenient reduced units, the m odel
soheres are given di usion rateleg = landD E = 3. To sin plify the m odel, the two
ecies contrbute equally to scattering soA; = A,, kadingtoD & = 2andh D 2icf = 05.
Pine, et al.'gi do not supply N for their experin ent, but for cells of din ensions m illin eters
and m ean free paths ' of hundreds of m icrons an interesting representative num ber m ight
be N = 20. Ifthe decay ofthe eld correlation fiinction can be observed over two orders
of m agnitude, then approxin ately N D gt 5, mplying t 043 In reduced units at
the largest t cbserved. For this t, one has h D 2igft?=2 0:01. Over the short range
of tin es covered by the experim ent, the deviations from single-exponential behavior at a
signaltonoise ratio of 100 is uncbservably an all .

In this particularm odel, the tin e at which the spectrum has decayed to virtually to zero
is so short that the second spectral cumulant h D ?i has not yet contrbuted m easurably
to the spectral relaxation. The width of the path distrbution lads to deviations from a
sin ple exponential at very long tines (paths with snallN ) and short tin es (paths w ih
large N ), but over the narrow range of interm ediate times at which the DW S soectrum
can be obtaned, the spectrum is dom fnated by the rst cumulant D _c?z In agreem ent
w ith these considerations, ref 2], reports theirm ixture spectra are consistent w ith a single
relaxation tin e. This result corresoonds to the welkknown Q ELSS result that m ixtures of
soheres of sim ilar size have Q ELSS soectra that are very nearly pure exponentials. If the
distrdoution of di usion coe cients were m ade adequately w ide, the temm s in h D?iwould
becom e cbservable in the DW S spectrum . However, the term s in h D ?i are detem ined
by the m ean-fourth power of the particle disgplacem ent, so the appearance of these tem s
In the ocbsaervable spectrum would m ean that the spectrum has ceased to determ ine the
m ean-square particle displacem ent.

If the solution were polydisperse rather than bidisperse, the X ()?* would be m ore elab—

orate. However, an essentially arbitrary relaxation spectrum can be w ritten
Z 1

g = A()exp( bd ; 37)
0

where A () is the nom alized am plitude for relaxation at  , and as shown by K opp&E g ()
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has a cum ulant expansion
I

~ X K.( &
gt)= exp = (38)

n!
n=0

whereK;=h i 5 d A ( ) Isthetdme-independent ntensity-weighted average relaxation
rate. Under circum stances num erically sin ilar to the m odel, the DW S spectrum would
only be sensitive to K 1, because the DW S soectrum decays essentially to zero before K , =
h i h iperturbs g(t). This rapid decay is the dark side of the optical kvel am N
advantage; Just asthe DW S spectrum is sensitive to very am all particle m otions, so also it
does not readily see m otions over larger distances. In contrast, the Q ELSS goectrum persists
out to considerably longer (in naturalunis (5 ?) 1) tin es, so the seoond cum ulant ism ore
readily seen n QELSS soectra. IfK , were substantially larger, it could perturb the DW S
soectrum before the DW S spectrum relaxed.

V. EFFECT OF PARTICLE INTERACTIONS AND OTHER PARTICLE M O-

TION EFFECTS

A s s=en above, under reasonable approxin ations, the phase shift for m ultiple scattering
along a singlk path factors Into a product of singleparticke tem s

g @t =Trexp ( igO) () zrO))i 39)

each ofwhich refersto them otion ofa singk particle. T he factorization ispem ited because
them ean path between scattering events ism uch largerthan the distance over w hich particke
m otions are correlated, so that h r () ;1 (i= 0. W hilke the scattering particks are far
apart from each other, their physical neighbors that are not in the sam e scattering path m ay
perturb their di usive m otions. In understanding the e ects of Interparticle interactions on
QELSS and DW S spectra, it is in portant to reca]jé3 that two physically distinct di usion
coe clentsm icroscopically characterize them otion ofdi usingm acrom olecules n non-dilute
solutions, as studied w ih light scattering. One of thess, the mutual di usion coe cient,
characterizes the relative m otion ofpairs of di using particles and describbes the di usion of
particles down a m acroscopic concentration gradient. T he other of these, the singleparticle
or self di usion ocoe cient, characterizes the m otion of single particlks through a uniform

background.
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C om parison w ith the m odem literature on di usihg B rownian particle&?%? m akes clear
that QELSS is routinely applied In two experin ental m odes that correspond to the two
di usion coe cients. First, for sihglke scattering from a solution of particles, all of which

contribute equally to the scattering, one has for the eld correlation function

* +
R
g @ = exp ( ig ® 10)) (40)

=1 §=1

Here i and j independently label the M particles in the system . In thismode, QELSS

1)

determm ines the dynam ic structure factor gn ' (@;t) and them utualdi usion coe cient D, of

the di using partickes. D, follows from the st cumulant, namely

@
He
D= 1 Gon @O

t! 0 @t @b

Second, for scattering from a dilute solution of scattering particles in a perhaps—
concentrated solution of non-scattering particles, Q ELSS determ nes to good approxin ation
the singleparticle correlation finction

* +

R
! exp (g i) x10) : 42)

o’ @t =M

=1
E quation 47, is also the physical basis for optical probe di usion. The single-particle cor-
relation fiinction that detemm ines the DW S spectrum di ers from eqi42 only in that g is

di erent foreach scattering event. From gq)

(@;t) the selfdi usion coe cient ofthedi using
particles follow s as
@

_ . @gs (q;t).
Df = t:!ll’g aw @3)

In nondilute solutions, the di usion coe cients Dg and D, are both modi ed by the
direct and hydrodynam ic interparticle Interactions, but not in the sam e way. Interparticle

Interactions also contrbute to the higher tinm e cum ulants of gm(l) (@;t) and gs(l)

@), so for
nondilute B row nian particlesQ ELSS spectra are not exponentialn tin e@E . Correspondingly,
for nondilute B rownian particles the digplacem ent distribution fiinction is not a G aussian,
because particke digplacem ents are non-random : Sucoessive displacem ents of B row nian par—

ticles are correlated w ith each other because interparticle forces have long correlation tim es.

The assertion that Brownian particles n com plex uids have non-G aussian displacem ent
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distrdoutions has been unambiguously con m ed by the direct experin ental m easurem ents

of Apgar, T seng, et al24#]

Themutualand selfdi usion coe cients are usefully w ritten as averages over the hydro—
dynam ic Interaction tensor b, which describes the retardation in the m otion of particle i
due to the presence of neighboring particle 1, and the interaction tensor T 5, which describes
them otion induced In particle iby a foroe on particle j. For the drift velocity vy ; of particle
i due to forces on particks j, one haéEE

X
vp i = R (44)
=1

Herethe sum isoverallN di using particks, ;; isthem cbility tensor for the ij pair, and F 4
is the force on partick j. The m obility tensors are related to the hydrodynam ic interaction

tensors by

T+ b+ ::2) @45)
% i

1

1 fo
1

ij:?O(Tij-i-:::) (46)

Here f, is the single particle drag coe cient, I is the dentity tensor, and n eq 4§ i6 3.

For spherical particles, the hydrodynam ic interaction tensors can be w ritten as power series

In a=rj;, where a is a sphere radius and rj; is the distance between particles i and j. In
particular,
3 a
Ty=—-— I+ 224y] A7)
rij
isthe O seen tensor approxin ation to T , w ith £ being the unit vector pointing from particle
ito particle j, while the selftem approxin ation corresponding to the O seen tensor is

15 a °
bi\ = e fj_‘fi‘ . (48)
4 i~

A verages over the hydrodynam ic interaction tensors, w ith due attention to the B rownian
m otion ofthe particles, uctuation-dissipation requirem ents, and the correct interpretation

of the nom inal short-tim e lim it of the tim e derivatives de ning the di usion coe cients

givetd®3

1 Ke T X .
Dnd = o + @ b D+explgig T q)
S k;0) f, i1
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+exp(g  Digr .« : b+ To))i (49)

and
* +
Ky T by
‘ff o+ @ b q): (50)

% i=1

D.of =

In the above equations, S (k;0) is the static structure factor, r . is taken w ith respect to the
coordinates of particlke ', and the average is over all possible iniial conditions.

To which of these di usion coe cients is di using wave spectrosoopy sensitive? DW S
responds to the correlation function of eq 39, which is unm istakeably the single-particke
correlation finction seen In eq 47. Correspondingly, DW S is sensitive to the self di usion
coe cient D 4. The denti cation here that DW S m easures Dy has already been con m ed
experin entally: Fraden and M arel.é-é and Q 1u, et al'gé used DW S to m easure the di usion
e cient D of polystyrene latex soheres as a function of sphere concentration, nding
that the concentration dependence of the D measured with DW S agrees w ith theoretical
expecta‘tjoné%(-Z forDg.

T he above treatm ent of Interaction e ectsdi ers from som e prior analysis. M ackK Intosh

and John??, their Section III, clain that in nondilute solutions one should replace eq39 and

their eq 3.6
* +
x y 2
E ©E 0)i/ h %yt %0;0)icsexp gy 52 (51)
n=1 1 T q
w ith the rhs oftheireq 3.7,
1 X
N jb@ F - ; eplg kO x 0)) (52)

In eq'51, the j labeln ofthe scattering particles, and tin e and space translational nvarianoe
have been used to start each partick at the origin at time 0, so ry is the displacem ent of j
over tin e intervalt. Eq52 describes a scattering event along som e m ultiple scattering path.
b(g) is a scattering cross—section, the sum is over all particles in the system , and x (t) and
x (0) are the Jocations of particles and attinestand 0. The sum ofparticle positions
in eq52 is the dynam ic structure factor S (g;t) . Ifthis replacem ent were correct, which it is
not, then DW S spectra would measure D , .

However, in eq 51, com parison is only m ade between the position of the sam e particle at
two tin es. In contrast, eq 52 tem s involving the spacetin e displacem ents of distinct pairs
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of particles appear. A fom lke eq 523 does appear In QELSS theory, in which scattering is
coherent, so that the phase relationship between light rays scattered by and through g is
determ ined by the particle positions. Contrary to eq52: mDW S, the paths kading from the
laserto and areofindependent, uctuating length, sothe elds scattered from particles

and through g have Independent random phases and can not interfere. Furthem ore,
In DW S a given particle scatters through g only if the previous and next particle along the
scattering path lie along the pair of rays radiating from i that generate g. This constraint
is far stronger than the constraint In Q ELSS, n which each particle scatters light In every
direction consistent w ith the direction of the incident light. In a liquid, the DW S condition
is generally not satis ed, so that even if one considers every m ultiple scattering path, only
som e particles scatter through any particular g. Contrarily, .n eq 52 every partick i the
system is assum ed to scatter light to som e other particle through each scattering vector g.
Therefore, eq 52 is not a correct replacem ent for eq 39. DW S of non-dilute particles is in
the st cumulant sensitive to the Dy and not D , , in agreem ent w ith experim ental results
of Fraden, et al."?é and Q 11, et al.-?é .

N ote that eq 36 does not require that particle m otion be di usive, only that the particle
dynam icsbe known. P ine, et aL'gI: discuss experim entson di using particles in shear ow, In
which the m ean-square particlke displacam ent leading to the intermm ediatetin e relaxation of
the DW S spectrum inclides both di usive m otions (which scale as gt') and ballistic shear
m otions which scal as ¢t%). Because the g and t dependences of these m otions are both
known a priori, the m athem atical processes used to reach eq 36 ordi usive particles lead
equally to the DW S spectrum found experim entally fordi using sheared particles, as shown
by Pine, et al.-?li .

M acK intosh and John?? proposes that eq 42 can be w ritten

o @t) exp( & () (53)

wih W (t) being the tin edependent m ean-square particke digplacement. T hey;-ZEa’ cite Hess
and K ]em'@’i forthis approxin ation, which ism athem atically inconsistent w ith the exact eq 21
in that it ism issing thetem s in ¢, n > 1. HessandK]eJnQE discuss in detailthedi erences
between exp ( W (1)) and o (1), carefiully em phasizing that they treat W () instead of
treating " ::: the fulls=elfdi usion propagator, which isa com plicated function of space and

1)

tine ::: ". Hess and K kin further observe that g5 (g;t) is the generating function not only
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forWw () but also for the higherorder m om ents of the particle digpolacem ent distrioution,
those being the higher m om ents seen in eq 21. The use of W (t) m ay be traced back further

to Boon and Y % who give an expansion equivalent to eq 21, and note that even though

gs(l) (@;t) is not rigorously a G aussian "it m ay be a good approxin ation to treat it as the
sum ofa G aussian and a correction term ". The literature therefore does not support eq 53
as a correct representation of eq47.

In the discussion above on scattering from polydisperse system s, f was shown that DW S
is typically sensitive only to the rst cumulant of cﬁl) (@;t). At larger tin es, the higher
cum ulants ofgs(l) (@;t) are in portant, but before those tin es are reached the DW S soectrum
m ay decay to zero. If the second and higher spectral tin e cum ulants are su ciently large,
the deviation of the spectrum from a sihgle exponential would visble. H owever, the higher
tin e cum ulants correspond to the higherm om ents ofthe displacam ent distrdbbution function.
If the sihglkeparticke function is not a pure exponential, then it does not re ect the m ean—

square particle displacam ent.

VI. ANALY SIS

In this paper, we treat the tin e dependence of di usihg-wave spectra. W e dem onstrate

that the tin e dependence of DW S spectra arises, not only from the m ean-square partick

—_— 2
displacam ent X (t)? , but also from deviations X (t)* 3X (tf from a G aussian displace-

m ent distrdoution, and also from higher powers X (t)22 of the m ean-square displacam ent.
This resul does not di er from the corresponding result or QELSS soectra, in which the
tin e dependence of gs(l) (t) arses not only from X—(t)2 but also from higher powers W
of the m ean-square digplacem ent. Just as it is erroneous except as a crude approxin ant
to write exp ( (ﬁX—(t)Z) for the general QELSS goectrum , so also it is erroneous to w rite
exp( MN J_hnilx—(t)2 ) forthe generalDW S spectrum . Furthem ore, even though uctuations
in ¢ and N depend only slowly on tine, the uctuations couple to the strongly tine—
dependent W and thus to the tin e dependence of the soectrum at short tines. The
analysis of spectra of bidisperse system s show s that the approxim ant’s error can be less
serious In DW S spectra; namely, a DW S spectrum decays IN i tim es m ore rapidly that a
QELSS spectrum, so a DW S spectrum m ay decay to zero before higher tim e cum ulants

becom e signi cant.
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The e ect of uctuations in N and gon DW S spectra, phrased as deviations from eq
12, has been exam ined by Durian. D urianss reported M onte C arlo sin ulations for photons
m aking random walks through a scattering skhb. He com puted the path length, num ber of
scattering events, and sum of the squares of the scattering vectors for each path. These
sim ulations determ ned  uctuations in the num ber of scattering events and the totalsquare
scattering vectors, and detem ined the non—zero e ect of these uctuations on §v; s ©.
Duran found that the uctuation in the total square scattering vector Y increased m ore
slow Iy than linearly w ith Increasing pathlength s. A slowerthan-lnear ncrease is expected
fora uctuating quantity, and does not In ply that the second cumulant of Y is negligble
for Iong paths. From D urian’ed sin ulations, an nversion ofg™ (t) via eqi2 to obtain X (t)?
has system atic errors, because eq 12 is nexact. F luctuations described here and m easured
by Duran contrbute signi cantly to the eld correlation function. Durian dem onstrates
circum stances under which  uctuations in N and ¢ only have e ects of som e sm all size on
g® ). H e explains how M onte Carlo sinulations could be used to overcom e the e ect
of uctuations, so as to m ake determ inations of particle m otion m ore accurate than those
given by eq 2.

D iscussions of light scattering soectra are som etin es referred to the Central Lin it The-
oram . The Central Lin it Theoram provides that if a sihglk random variable is constructed
asa sum ofa large num ber of identically distributed subsidiary random varables, then, as
the num ber of subsidiary random variables becom es large, the distribution of the sum vari-
able tends toward a m onovariate G aussian distrioution. T his theoram m ight be applied to
describe the distrbution of values of the eld scattered by a large volum e of solution at a
single tin e, or the distribution of changes in the scattered eld between any two tin es.

H owever, the utility of the Central Lin it Theorem is lim ited:

First, the theorem requires that all subsidiary variables be identically distributed. In
m any cases of interest, di erent subsidiary variables in the sum have di erent distributions.
Interesting cases in which the subsidiary varables are not identically distributed include:
(1) The scattering Brownian particles have a bidigperse size distrbution. In this case,
the distribution of particlke digplacam ents is di erent for an all and for lJarge particles. )
D i erent particlkes move in di erent environm ents. For exam ple, the underlying com plex

uid is approaching a criticalpoint and has lJarge long-lived localconcentration uctuations,

50 that particles moving In di erent uctuations experience local m edia having di erent
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viscosities. (3) The underlying complex uid is viscoelastic, so that the local viscoelastic
properties ofthe uid are In part determm ined by the localshear history, ie., by how fareach
particle has m oved during pror tin es. For exam ple, In a viscoelastic uid, particles that
had recently m oved a greater-than-average distance m ight have perturbed the surrounding

uid m ore than their in m obilke neighbors would have, so at Jater tim es the resistance to their
m otionsm ight di er from the average resistance, and the distrioution oftheir digplacem ents
would di er from the average distribution.

Second, the Central Lin it Theoram gives the distrbution of a singlke variabl Which
m ight be the di erence between two other variables), but does not guarantee that the pint
distribution ofthree random variables (forexam ple, the values of the scattered eld at three
tin es), each pair ofwhich hasa pint G aussian distribution, has an n-variate pint G aussian
distrbution. D oob:;ﬁ- show s that to m ove from the Central Lin it Theorem result for two
random variables, to the resuls that three variables are pintly G aussianly distridbouted, one
needs an additional condition on the evolution of the subsidiary variables, nam ely that the
subsidiary variabls are describbed by a M arko  process. A sinplke exam ple of a com plex

uid system In which particle m otions are not describbed by a M arko  process is exam plk

(3) ofthe previous paragraph. If one considers the displacem ents of particles between a trio
oftinesty < & < t3, the digplacem ent of particles between any two of those tin es m ight
have a G aussian distrbution, but the three-fold distrbution of particle displacem ents need
not be a trvarate G aussian, because the distribution of displacem ents between tines t,
and t3 m ight have a com plicated dependence on the displacem ent between tinesty and t,.
N ote also the recent studies of Lem jeux and D urjanﬁ""-35 on intem ittent dynam ic processes
Jleading to non-G aussian scattering behaviors.

Fortunately, there is an test that determm nesw hetherthe CentralLim it T heorem leadsto-
ward a calculation ofthe spectrum : Ik isa sinple ooro]]ary".“-3 ofD ocb’s T heorem 1 that ifthe
particle digplacem ents have identical G aussian distribbutions, and successive displacem ents
are all ndependent from each other, as is required for the particle m otion to correspond to
the Langevin m ode], then the Q ELSS spectrum is entirely determm ined by the m ean-square
particle disgplacem ent and is a pure exponential characterized by a tim e-independent di u-—
sion coe clent and, correspondingly, a frequency-independent viscosity. C ontrariw ise, if the
QELSS goectrum is not a pure exponential, the QELSS spectrum is not determ ined by the

m ean-square particle displacem ent.
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Even In the specialcase n which the QELSS spectrum is a sin ple exponential depending

only on X ()%, the DW S spectrum does not sim plify. From eq 30, even if particle m otions

—_— 2
are entirely characterized by X ()%, so that X )¢ 3X (tf and sin ilar higher-order tem s
2

all vanish, the uctuations in N and ¢ cause the DW S spectrum to depend on X (t)2
and higher order term s. In this special case that probe particles have identical B row nian
displacam ent distribbutions, it m ight still be possble to extract D from a DW S spectrum .
However, if the QELSS soectrum were not a sin ple exponential, for exam pl because the
optical probes were bidisperse, then thee ect oftheN and d uctuations isto m ake it far
m ore challenging to extract the characteristics of the probe m otion from a DW S soectrum

than from a QELSS spectrum . TheN and ¢ uctuationsm ix uctuations in them ean

2 N
displacem ents, such asX ©* X (f ,wjﬂ’1X22 as seen In eg 30.

VII. WHEN DOES DIFFUSING WAVE SPECTROSCOPY DETERM INE THE

M EAN-SQUARE PARTICLE DISPLACEMENT?

T he underlying issue is interpreting the spectrum of light that hasbeen scattered repeat—
edly, perhaps m any tin es, by a suspension of optical probe particles di using in a sinple
or complx uid. The muliplescattered spectrum is an elaborate average over sum s of
uncorrelated single-scattering events. The best that one can possbly do In interpreting a
DW S spectrum isto m ake a perfect deconvolution of the averages over path length, num ber
of scattering events, and scattering vectors. A perfect deconvolition would determ ine from
the DW S eld correlation function g(lvg s ) the single-scattering eld correlation function
gs(l) (@;t) . Even with a perfect deconvolution, the inform ation from DW S spectra can be no
better than the nform ation n the sihgle-scattering eld correlation function g(l) @b.We

rst consider what Infom ation is present in the single-scattering spectrum , and then con-—

sider additional issues that arise in attem pting to deconvolre gD(lV; s (©) to determ ne gs(l) at) .

A . Interpretation of gs(l) (@;t), H ow ever O btained

Asseen from eq 21, the single-scattering i’ (g;t) is detem ined not only by X 2 but also

by allhigherm om entsX 2", n > 1. Thehigherm om ents appear in a variety of com binations,

the com binationsbeing non—zero except in the special case that the digplacem ent distribbution
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P X) isaGaussian in X . In the special case of a Gaussian P X ),gs(l) (@;t) reduces to a
Gaussian n X 2. Contrariw ise, ifP X ) isnot a G aussian, then the higher even m om ents of

®

X all contrbute to g5 (@) .

P X ) can be m easured directly via video m icroscopy, at least in system s In which par-
ticles do not m ove too quickly. For exam ple, Apgar, T seng, and ooﬂaborators’;ééireport on
m esoscopic probe particles in waterglycerol and In aqueous actin, actin dfascin, and actin: -
actinin m ixtures. In this work, video light m icroscopy was used to m ake repeated m ea—
surem ents of the positions of large num bers of particles at m any tim es; the distrbution
of particle disgplacam ents during various tim e intervals was com puted. P robe particles in
waterglycerol show a G aussian displacem ent distrdbution. P robe particles in the protein
solutions have m arkedly non-G aussian displacem ent distrdbutions, w ith a digplacem ent dis—
tribution far wider (in tem s of X 2=P) and m ore skewed than observed for particles in
waterglycerol. The direct m easurem ents of Apgar, et aléé and T seng, et aléi show that
any assum ption that P X ) for probes in water: actin is a G aussian is quantitatively incor-
rect. C orresoondingly, X2—(1:) does not characterize probem otion in these systam s. Analyses
of DW S spectra of probe motion in water: actin system s based on eq. 12 are be ivald,
because the underlying assum ptions behind eg. i[Z are not satis ed.

Equation 1§ for gs(l) (@;t) shows that P X ) and gs(l) (a;t) are linked by a spatial Fourder

1)

transform between X and gq. IfP X ) isa G aussian In X , then itstransform g5 (g;t) mustbe

the G aussian exp ( §X 2) in g that was assum ed in the derivation of eq 12,. Contrariw ise,
jfgs(l) (@;t) is not a Gaussian in g, then by the same token P (X ) is not a Gaussian in
X , and gs(l) (@;t) depends not only on X 2 but on the higher moments of X . There is a
considerable literature on optical probe di usion as studied w ith Q ELSS, offen by applying
m ode deocom position or related spectral analysis m ethods to gs(l) (@;t). For probes in HPC

solutions, Streletzky, et al:@;’:fa show : W hik the rlaxation rates of som e spectral m odes
scale as ¢, for other m odes the relaxation rates are not linear in ¢¢. From equation 9,
the com ponent of the digplacam ent distrbution P X ) corresponding to a m ode that does
not relax as exp( ad) is necessarily not Gaussian n X . It would be incorrect to infer
the visocoelastic properties of systam s w ith relaxations whose relaxation rates do not scale
linearly in ¢ by using eq'9 oril2, because particlem otions in these system swould not satisfy
the assum ptions on which these equations are bas=d.

The relaxation of an arbitrary m ode can fom ally be written exp ( tdD (g;t)). W ith
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sinple di usion, D (g;t) is a constant having the trivialqg and t dependences dt°. IfD (g;t)
has nontrivial dependences on g and t, an average over g does not factorize as qZ—D = ? D
because D is a function of g, contrary to the in plicit assum ption that the exponent on the
ths of eq 9 was purely quadratic in q.

W hat are the special cases in which eq 12 provides a correct description of the single-
scattering eld correlation function? Two are readily identi ed. F irst, the probesm ight be
am onodigperse suspension that di uses In accord w ith the Langevin equation, as described
by Beme and Peoom;i:! . Polystyrene latex soheres n waterglycerola ord an exam plk. The
solvent isa simpleNewtonian uid having no visocoelastic m em ory on observable tin e scales.
In this case, the distribution of particke digpolacam ents is G aussian, and

g )= exp( 4DV (54)

with D a constant. The diagnostic for this case is that a plot of log (gs(l) (t)) is a straight
line, starting at the an allest cbservable tim e and extending out until the signal fades into
the noise.

Seocond, the probesm ight be di using in a viscoelastic  uid that has identi able longest
tin e and distance scales on which relaxation occurs. Particle m otions, over tin es and dis—
tances m uch longer than the largest relaxation tin e and distance, satisfy the requirem ents
ofthe Central Lin it Theoram and D oob’s Theoram . Over su ciently large tin es and dis-
tances, the probes perform sinpl Brownian motion. At long tin es log (gs(l) (t)) against t
becom es a straight line, from which a long-tin e W and D can be extracted.

To extract a long-tin e lin ing slope from log(gs(l) (t)), a ong tin e linear lin i must
actually exist, a circum stance that is not gquaranteed to arise. For exam ple, carefulQ ELSS
studies show that in som e polym er system s gs(l) (t) decays at large t asa stretched exponential
In tin éf’g . These system s have a continuous distribution of relaxation tim es but not a single
Iongest relaxation tine. In these system s, tting a straight line to log (g(l) (t)) at large t is

m eaningless.

B. Deconvolution of gD(lv; s (@;t) to D eterm ine gs(l) a; )

T he reconstruction of the single-scattering eld correlation function from the di usihg—
wave eld-correlation function facesa findam ental challenge. It is fuindam entally in possble
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to reconstruct a general function of two varables g and t, nam ely gs(l) (O;t) from a general
function of one variabl t, nam ely gD(lV; s ), when the univariate function of t was generated
via an average over q of the bivariate finction. The issue is sinple: inform ation on the
gdependence of gs(l) (@;t) is destroyed by the averaging process. This fundam ental lim it
is m athem atical, not physical, and arises from the inform ation-theoretic consequences of
taking the average over g.

Tt m ight super cially appear that eq 12 reconstructs g (@t) from gD(lV; s ©. There isno
reconstruction here. R ather, the gdependence ofgs(l) (@;t) is taken to be known a priori to

be gs(l)

@t exp( &Y, HOrD idependent ofg. Equation 12 then only needs to recon—
structs the tin e dependence of gs(l) (@;t), and that only so far as the rst tine cumulant,
which ispossble. The g dependence ofgs(l) (@;t) doesnot need to be di usive. W u, et ai-ié
treat reconstruction for di using particles n a shear ow, for which él) (@;t) has known
di usive and shear com ponents. A g-dependence that is known a prioriw ill support recon—
struction. H owever, w ithout a known form for the gdependence of gs(l) (@;t), reconstruction

ofgsfl) (;t) from g[% s () bem ade. Forprobe particles in polym er solutions, a comm on topic

of Investigation, the carefiil work of StrelketzkyS™28 show s that the q dependence of gt (g;t)
is a com plicated function of probe radius and polym er concentration that m ust be deter-
m Ined by system atic experin ents. P robem otion in nondilute polym er solutions is therefore

fiindam entally inaccessible to study by DW S as the m ethod is presently constituted.
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