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Interpretation ofD i�using W ave Spectra in N ontrivialSystem s

George D. J. Phillies�

Departm entofPhysics,W orcester Polytechnic Institute,W orcester,M A 01609

Abstract

M athem aticalm ethodspreviouslyused (Phillies,J.Chem .Phys.,122 224905(2005))tointerpret

quasielasticlightscattering spectroscopy (Q ELSS)spectraarehereapplied to relatedi�usingwave

spectroscopy (DW S)spectra to the m om entsX 2n ofparticle displacem entsin the solution under

study. DW S spectra ofopticalprobes are like Q ELSS spectra in that in generalthey are not

determ ined solely by thesecond m om entX 2.In each case,therelationship between thespectrum

and the particle m otionsarisesfrom the �eld correlation function g
(1)
s (t)fora single quasi-elastic

scattering event.In m ostphysically interesting cases,g
(1)
s (t)receivesexceptatthe shortesttim es

large contributions from higher m om ents X (t)2n,n > 1. As has long been known,the idealized

form g
(1)
s (t) = exp(� 2q2X (t)2),som etim es invoked to interpret DW S and Q ELSS spectra,only

refers to (adequately) m onodisperse,noninteracting,probes in purely Newtonian liquids and is

erroneousforpolydisperseparticles,interacting particles,orparticlesin viscoelasticcom plex 
uids.

Furtherm ore,in DW S experim ents 
uctuations (for m ultiple scattering paths of�xed length) in

the num ber ofscattering events and the total-square scattering vector signi�cantly m odify the

spectrum .
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Threedecadesago,Hallettand students1,2 used quasielasticlightscattering spectroscopy

(QELSS)to study dilute,intensely scattering probe spheresdi� using through polym erso-

lutions. The spheres were used as opticalprobes ofthe polym er solution’s rheology. By

em ploying theStokes-Einstein equation

D p =
kB T

6���R
; (1)

an apparent(m icro)viscosity �� wasinferred from thedi� usion coe� cientDp.Here kB ,T,

and R are Boltzm ann’sconstant,the absolute tem perature,and the probe radius,respec-

tively. Hallet,et al.’s �� were nearly equalto the viscosities � determ ined with classical

instrum ents. These experim ents were a logicalcontinuation ofearlierwork ofLaurent,et

al.3,whoused ultracentrifugation tostudy thesedim entation ofm esoscopiccolloidsthrough

variouscom plex 
 uids.

QELSS,
 uorescence recovery after photobleaching,and related techniques have since

been used to study thedi� usion ofopticalprobesthrough a widevariety ofcom plex 
 uids,

such as polym er4,5,surfactant6,colloid7,and protein8 solutions. These studies are united

underthe cognom en OpticalProbe Di� usion (OPD).E� ective waysto controlthe binding

ofatleastsom epolym ersto som eprobes9 areknown,perm itting calibrated m easurem ents

ofthe m icroviscosity and the m easurem ent ofthe thickness ofthe bound polym er10. It

was early recognized that the m icroviscosity and the viscosity � obtained from capillary

viscom etersareoften notthesam e.In a few cases,exoticreentrantbehaviorisobserved11,

in which �� 6= �,butonly overa narrow band ofconcentrations. System atic studiesof��,

asa function oftheconcentration and m olecularweightofm atrix polym ersin solution12,13,

investigated whetheropticalprobedi� usion isonly an expensivereplacem ent(albeithelpful

with m icroscale sam ples)foran inexpensive capillary viscom eter,orwhetheritgivesinter-

esting physicalresults.Fortunately,thelattercaseiscorrect:OpticalProbeDi� usion gives

novelinform ation on polym erdynam ics.

Artifactssuch asprobeaggregationorpolym eradsorptionbytheprobecausetheprobeto

m ovetoo slowly,leading to �� > �,thusperm itting a ready separation ofseveralim portant

classesofartifactfrom physicallyinterestingresults.Intheabsenceofartifacts,itisgenerally

the case that�� = � orthat�� < � (som etim es �� � �). Itisincorrectto propose that

� > �� could arise from the non-zero shear rate ofcapillary viscom eters. For � > �� to
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arisefrom viscom etershear,thepolym ersolution would need to beshearthickening.Shear

thickeningisararephenom enon notencountered with m ostpolym ersthathavebeen studied

with probedi� usion.

QELSS m easuresthe� eld correlation function g
(1)
s (q;t)ofthelightsingle-scattered bythe

probes.QELSS spectra have recently som etim esbeen interpreted underthecognom en m i-

crorheology,in which itisclaim ed thatQELSS spectra arerelated to particledisplacem ents

via

g
(1)

s (q;t)= exp(� q
2
X (t)2=2); (2)

q being the scattering vectordeterm ined by the laserwavelength and apparatusgeom etry.

In m icrorheology,from X (t)2,a tim e-dependent di� usion coe� cient is inferred from the

supposed form X (t)2 = 2tD (t). Finally,a tim e-orfrequency-dependent generalization of

the Stokes-Einstein equation and tim e-frequency transform s are used to infer from D (t)

a frequency-dependent viscosity,orstorage and lossm oduli,corresponding to the original

DW S spectrum .Thisprocessfordeterm iningG 0(!)and G 00(!)from X (t)2 m aybecom pared

with determ inationsusing classicalm echanicalm eans.

Equations super� cially sim ilar to eq 2 appear in Berne and Pecora14. However,as is

m ade clear in Berne and Pecora,equation 2 only refers to the di� usion ofidentical,true

Brownian particleswhose m otion isgoverned by the Langevin m odel.In thism odel,there

are no m em ory e� ects such as those arising from solvent viscoelasticity. For Brownian

particlesthatsatisfy the Langevin m odel,X (t)2 = 2D t,where D isthe tim e-independent

di� usion constant. In the QELSS literature,eq 2 is only applied to certain sim ple cases,

e.g.,m onodispersepolystyrene spheresin water.

Them otionsofdi� using particlesin viscoelastic
 uidsdo notfollow theLangevin equa-

tion,because the random forces have non-zero correlation tim es. Correspondingly,it is

incorrectto apply eq 2 to interpretQELSS spectra ofprobesin viscoelastic 
 uids. Equa-

tion 2 also incorrectly predicts log(g
(1)
s (q;t)) � q2 as a uniform result. M odi� cations to

theLangevin equation forphysically realistic,i.e.,viscoelasticatadequately high frequency,

m otionsareencom passed by theM oriform alism 15,which m ovesfrom thefundam ental,m i-

croscopic Liouville equation forparticle m otion to a reduced-variable description in which

therandom forceand corresponding drag coe� cientaredescribed by m em ory functions.

In order to clarify the interpretation of QELSS spectra, we recently exam ined16 the
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relationship between g
(1)
s (q;t)and them ean-nth m om entsX (t)n oftheparticledisplacem ent

along a single coordinate axis. The higher-orderm om ents incorporate 
 uctuations in the

particledisplacem entsaround theirm ean-squarevalues.W e16 showed:Theodd m om entsof

X vanish.In general,alleven m om entsX (t)n ofthedisplacem entcontributetog
(1)
s (q;t).A

sim plediagnosticidenti� esthespecialcasein which eq 2 iscorrect:IftheQELSS spectrum

agreeswith eq 2,then from Doob’sFirstTheorem 17 the QELSS spectrum isnecessarily a

pure exponentialwith a tim e-independent di� usion constant. Doob’stheorem is a purely

m athem aticalresulton zero-correlation-tim erandom walks,and usesnophysicalargum ents

orrationales.Conversely,ifthelightscatteringspectrum isnota singleexponential,then the

contrapositiveform ofDoob’stheorem showsthateq2 cannotdescribetheQELSS spectrum ;

g
(1)
s (q;t)containsnon-trivialcontributionsfrom allhigher-ordereven m om entsX (t)2n.

Equation 2 describes the m otion ofa solution ofBrownian particles in an idealsim ple


 uid.Iftheparticlesarenotm onodisperse,orifthe
 uid isviscoelastic,thespectrum ceases

to bea sim ple exponential,and g
(1)
s (t)doesnotfollow eq.2.Itisnotpossible to m ask the

contributionsofthehigherm om entsofX by goingtosm allq.W hileeq 2cannotbeused to

interpretlightscattering spectra ofprobeparticlesin m ostcom plex 
 uids,nothing iswrong

with theunderlying QELSS spectra thateq 2 hasbeen used to analyze.Reanalysisofthose

spectra using conventionalm eanssuch ascum ulantsorm odedecom position m ay welllead

to usefulinform ation.

Recently,an alternative technique that uses light scattering to study the di� usion of

opticalprobes has been proposed18,19. Di� using W ave Spectroscopy (DW S) studies light

that has repeatedly been scattered by an intensely-scattering,colorless,opaque com plex


 uid.InDW Sexperim entsconsidered here,scatteringisduetodi� usingm esoscopicparticles

thatlead to m ultiple scattering ofthe incidentlight. The individualscattering eventsare

describable as quasi-elastic single scattering;scattering events are far enough apart from

each otherthatthem otionsofparticlesin a m ultiplescattering seriesareuncorrelated.

The underlying experim entalapparatuses in QELSS and DW S are the sam e, with a

laser,scattering sam ple,and photom ultipliertubeorequivalentphotodetector.Di� erences

appearin thescattering cell,probeconcentration,and preferred scattering angles.In DW S

and QELSS,the intensity autocorrelation function isobtained with a conventionaldigital

autocorrelator;thetim escalesinstrum entally accessibletoQELSS and DW S aredeterm ined

by the sam e instrum ents and are the sam e. The 
 uids and probes used by DW S are the
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sam e as those studied by Hallett,et al.1,2 and m any successors. OPD and DW S di� er

secondarily in theopacity oftheirsam plesand prim arily in theassum ptionsand form alism

used to interpret their spectra. The cognom en Di� using W ave Spectroscopy refers to a

particularm odelforinterpretingthe� eld correlation function ofthem ultiple-scattered light.

In standard treatm entsofDW S in di� using system s,itisproposed thatDW S determ ines

them ean-squaredi� usive displacem entX (t)2 ofindividualparticlesduring tim eintervalt.

DW S hasalso been applied to nondi� usive system sasdescribed below.

Thispapertreatsthecontribution ofparticlem otion and scattering path 
 uctuationsto

DW S spectra.Itisshown below that
 uctuationsX2n,n > 1,in theparticledisplacem ent

in principlem akenon-negligiblecontributionstoDW S spectra.Furtherm ore,even forpaths

of� xed length,these 
 uctuations are m ixed with 
 uctuations from path to path in the

num berofscattering eventsand in the total-squarescattering vector.Fluctuationslead to

interesting challengesfortheinterpretation ofDW S spectra in term sofparticlem otion.

II. P H Y SIC A L B A SIS O F T H E D IFFU SIN G W AV E SP EC T R U M

W e � rst exam ine generalconsiderations19,20,21 that perm it calculation ofthe di� using

wavespectrum .In essence,in a DW S experim entthelightisscattered alongm any di� erent

paths before it reaches the detector. The scattered � eld incident on the photodetector is

the am plitude-weighted coherent sum ofthe electric � elds ofthe light travelling over all

m ultiply-scattered paths. To describe the lightscattered along a single path P having N

scatteringevents,wetakethepositionsoftheN scatteringparticlestoberi(t)fori2 (1;N ).

Thesourceislocated atr0;thedetectorislocated atrN + 1.Unliketheparticlepositions,the

sourceand detectorpositionsareindependentoftim e.Thelightinitially haswavevectork0;

thelightscattered from particleito particlei+ 1 haswavevectorki(t).Thelightem erges

from the system and proceeds to the detector with wavevector kN . The wavevectors k0

and kN are the sam e forevery scattering path and atalltim es. The ki for1 � i< N are

functionsoftim e because they link pairsofparticles,and the particlesm ove. Pathsdi� er

in thenum berofscattering particlesand theordered listofparticlesby which thelightwas

scattered.Forthescattering along a speci� c path P thephaseshiftis

� P �(t)= � k0(t)� r0 �

NX

i= 1

ri(t)� (ki(t)� ki� 1(t))+ rN + 1(t)� kN (t) (3)
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and thetotal� eld scattered along theavailablepathsis

E (t)=
X

E P exp(i� P �(t)): (4)

Thesum m ation istaken overthelistofallallowed paths.Thelistofallallowed pathsisthe

setofallordered lists,ofany length greaterthan zero,ofparticlesin thesystem ,subjectto

theconstraintthatno two adjoining elem entsin a listm ay referto thesam eparticle.E P is

the scattering am plitude associated with a particularpath P.The phase shift� P �(t)and

scattering am plitude depend on tim e because the particlesm ove. Because oftranslational

invariance,thedistribution ofexp(i� P �(t))is
 atm odulo 2�,and thedistribution ofEP is

well-behaved.E (t)isthereforethesum ofa largenum berofindependentnearly-identically

distributed random variables,so itisreasonabletoinferfrom thecentrallim ittheorem that

E (t)hasa gaussian distribution. Because the E (t)have jointGaussian distributions,the

intensity autocorrelation function S(t)isdeterm ined by the� eld correlation function ofthe

m ultiply scattered light.

This description ofm ultiple scattering reduces to the standard description of single-

scatteredlightifthenum berofparticlesalongapathisconstrainedtoN = 1.Bycom parison

with that description,the ri(t) are the opticalcenters ofm ass ofthe di� using particles,

the single-particle structure factors arising from internalinterference within each particle

being contained in E P .Thestandard description ofscattering in term sofparticlepositions

continuestobecorrectiftheparticlesarenon-dilute,and isthebasisforcalculatingQELSS

spectra ofconcentrated particlesuspensions.

The� eld correlation function dependson thephaseshiftas

g
(1)
(t)� hE (0)E�(t)i=

*
X

P;P 0

E P (0)E
�

P 0(t)exp[i� P �(t)� i�P 0�(0)]

+

: (5)

Becausethepathsareindependent,in thedoublesum on P and P 0only term swith P = P 0

areon theaveragenon-vanishing.Forthoseterm s,thechangebetween 0 and tin thephase

is rewritten by applying: the de� nition eq 3 ofthe phase shift;the requirem ent that the

sourceand detectorlocationsand theinitialand � nalwavevectorsareindependentoftim e;

thede� nition qi(t)= ki(t)� ki� 1(t)ofthescattering vector;and addition of0 in theform

qi(0)� ri(t)� qi(0)� ri(t).Re-ordering term sgives

g
(1)
(t)=

*
X

P

E P (0)E
�

P (t)exp

 

� i

NX

i= 1

qi(0)� �ri(t)� �qi(t)� ri(t)

! +

; (6)
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where �ri(t)= ri(t)� ri(0)isthe particle displacem ent,and �qi(t)= qi(t)� qi(0)isthe

changein scattering vectoribetween tim es0 and t.Thedistancebetween scattering events

isgenerally very largecom pared tothedistancesoverwhich particlesm ovebeforeg(1)(t)has

relaxed to zero,and thejkijalwayshavethesam em agnitude,so qi can only bealtered by

changing the angle between ki� 1 and ki. In consequence,itisasserted that�qi(t)term is

extrem ely sm allrelativetotheqi(0)term ,becausej�qi(t)j=jqi(0)jand j�ri(t)j=jri(t)j

areofthesam eorder.Thescatteringam plitudeswithin theE P onlychangeasthescattering

anglesin each scattering eventchange,so,by thesam erationale,foreach path E P (t)isvery

nearly independentoftim e overthe tim esofinterest. Furtherm ore,while the totalofthe

scattering vectorsm ustm atch theinitialand � nalwave vector,ifthenum berofscattering

eventsalongapath islargetheconstrainton thetotalscattering vectorhasvery littlee� ect

on theinterm ediate scattering vectors.

Undertheseapproxim ations,the� eld correlation function reducesto

g
(1)
(t)=

*
X

P

jE P (0)j
2
exp

 

� i

NX

i= 1

qi(0)� �ri(t)

! +

; (7)

asshown by W eitz and Pine19.Theouterm ostaverage h� � � iextendsoverallparticle posi-

tionsand subsequentdisplacem ents. No assum ption hasthusfarbeen m ade aboutinterac-

tionsbetween scattering particles.

In ordertoevaluatethisform ,W eitzand Pine19 im posethreeapproxim ations.Essentially

equivalentapproxim ationsareim posed byotherreferences20,21.Eachapproxim ation replaces

a 
 uctuating quantity with an averagevalue.Thethreeapproxim ationsare:

Approxim ation 1)Theexponentialoverthesum ofparticledisplacem entscan befactor-

ized,nam ely

X

P

*

jE P (0)j
2
exp

 

� i

NX

i= 1

qi(0)� �ri(t)

! +

=
X

P

jE P (0)j
2
Y

i

hexp(� iqi(0)� �ri(t))i;

(8)

so that averages over particle displacem ents can be taken separately over each particle.

The factorization is valid ifthe scattering points along each path are dilute,so that the

particle displacem ents �r1(t);�r2(t);::: are independent,because underthiscondition the

distribution function P (N )(�r1(t);�r2(t);:::) for the sim ultaneous displacem ents ofthe N

particles ofa path factors into a product ofN single-particle displacem ent distributions

P (1)(�ri(t)),one for each particle. In representative DW S experim ents,m ean free paths
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for opticalscattering are reported as hundreds ofm icrons21,while the e� ective range of

thevery-long-rangeinterparticlehydrodynam ic interactionsissom em odestm ultipleofthe

particle radiusora m odestnum berofm icrons,so the typicaldistance between scattering

events is indeed far larger than the range over which particles can in
 uence each other’s

m otions.

The assertion thatthe scattering pointsalong each path are dilute doesnotim ply that

the scatterersare dilute. Ifthe scattering cross-section ofthe scatterersisnottoo large,a

given photon willbe scattered by a particle,passthrough m any intervening particles,and

� nally be scattered by another,distant particle. The scattering particles m ay them selves

beconcentrated.Thephysicalrequirem enton dilution used in ref.19 isthatthem ean free

path between serialscattering eventsofagiven photon ism uch longerthan therangeofthe

interparticleinteractions.Them otion ofeach scattererin apath m ayverywellbein
 uenced

by its nearneighbors,but those near neighbors are alm ost never parts ofthe sam e path.

W hile two very nearby particles could be involved in one path,this possibility involves a

sm allfraction ofthe entirety ofpaths. Indeed,ifm ostpathsP included pairsofparticles

thatwere close enough to each otherto interactwith each other,the above description of

DW S spectra would failcom pletely:Eq 7 would notfollow from eq 6,becausetheterm sof

eq 6 in �qi(t)would becom esigni� cant.

Finally,refs.19,20,21proposethattheaverageovertheindividualparticledisplacem ents

m ay beapproxim ated as

hexp(� iqi(0)� �ri(t))i� exp

�

� q
2

iX (t)
2=2

�

: (9)

where X (t)2 = h(̂qi� �ri(t))
2i. A variety ofrationalesforeq 9 appearin the literature,as

discussed below.Pine,etal.21 show how eq 9can bereplaced fornondi� usingparticleswhen

an alternativeform isknown a priori.

Approxim ation 2)Each scattering eventhasitsown scattering angleand corresponding

scattering vectorjqij,which areapproxim ated via hexp(� q2iX
2=2)i! exp(� q2 X 2=2),so

thatthescattering vectorofeach scattering eventisreplaced by a weighted averageq2 ofall

scattering vectors.Notethateach pairqi;qi+ 1 ofscattering vectorssharesa com m on ki,so

thathqi� qi+ 1i6= 0.Solongastheparticledisplacem ents�ri(t)and �ri+ 1(t)areindependent

thecross-correlationsin thescattering vectorsdo nota� ectthecalculation.

Approxim ation 3) The num ber N of scattering events in a phase factor
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exp

�

� i
P N

i= 1
qi(0)� �ri(t)

�

is approxim ated as being entirely determ ined by the opacity

ofthem edium and thelength ofeach path,so thatallpathsofa given length haveexactly

the sam e num berofscattering events. W eitz and Pine19 propose thatlightpropagation is

e� ectively di� usive,thereexistsa m ean distancel� overwhich thedirection oflightpropa-

gation decorrelates,thenum berofscattering eventsfora path oflength sisalwaysexactly

N = s=‘�,and thedistribution ofpath lengthsP(s)between theentranceand exitwindows

ofthescattering cellcan beobtained from a di� usive � rstcrossing problem .

These approxim ationswere19 com bined to predictthatthe � eld correlation function for

DW S is

g
(1)

D W S
(t) /

Z
1

0

ds P(s)exp(� k
2

0X (t)
2s=‘

�
); (10)

wherek0 isthewavevectoroftheoriginalincidentlightand am ean scatteringangleislinked

by Ref.19 to ‘�. The m odelwassolved fora suspension ofidenticalparticlesperform ing

sim pleBrownian m otion,forwhich

X (t)2 = 2D t: (11)

For a light ray entering a cellat x = 0,travelling di� usively through the cellto x = L,

and em erging forthe� rsttim e into theregion x � L,ref.19 � ndsthedistribution ofpath

lengths,based on the di� usion equation with appropriate boundary conditions. There are

di� erent solutions depending on whether one is uniform ly illum inating the laser entrance

window,is supplying a point source oflight,or is supplying a narrow beam oflight that

hasa Gaussian intensity pro� le.Forexam ple,foruniform entrancewindow illum ination eq

16.39a ofref19 givesfortheDW S spectrum

g
(1)

D W S
(t)=

L=‘� + 4=3

zo=‘
� + 2=3

(

sinh

"

zo

‘�

�
6t

�

� 0:5
#

+
2

3

�
6t

�

� 0:5

cosh

"

zo

‘�

�
6t

�

� 0:5
#)

( �

1+
8t

3�

�

sinh

"

L

‘�

�
6t

�

� 0:5
#

+
4

3

�
6t

�

� 0:5

cosh

"

L

‘�

�
6t

�

� 0:5
#)

� 1

(12)

wherezo � ‘� isthedistanceinto thecellatwhich lightm otion hasbecom edi� usive,and

� = (D k
2

o)
� 1

(13)

isa m ean di� usion tim e.
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Even foran underlying sim ple exponentialrelaxation,the 
 uctuation in the totalpath

length from path to path has caused the � eld correlation function for DW S to be quite

com plicated. Ifeq 9 were correct,then{ignoring the other approxim ations noted above{

inversion ofeq 12 ata given tcould form ally obtain from g
(1)

D W S
(t)a value for� atthatt.

From �,eq 13 form ally givesa tim e-dependentD ,whosefrequency transform convertsthat

tim e-dependentD into thefrequency-dependentstorageand lossm oduli.

III. FLU C T U AT IO N C O R R EC T IO N S

Each oftheabovethreeapproxim ationsreplaced theaverageofa function ofa quantity

with thefunction oftheaverageofthatquantity.Such replacem entsneglectthe
 uctuation

in the quantity around itsaverage,which isharm less ifand only ifthe function ispurely

linear in the quantity being averaged. However,g
(1)

D W S
(t) is an exponentialofthe 
 uctu-

ating quantities. It is inobvious that 
 uctuations in its argum ents can be neglected. W e

� rst consider the separate 
 uctuations in X ,q2,and N and then dem onstrate their joint

contribution to a DW S spectrum .

A . Fluctuations in Particle D isplacem ent

To dem onstratetherelationship between thesingle-scattering � eld correlation function

g
(1)

s (q;t)= hexp(� iq � ri(t))i (14)

and them ean particledisplacem entsX (t)2n,considertheTaylorseries

hexp(� iq � ri(t))i=

*
1X

n= 0

(� iq � ri(t))
n

n!

+

: (15)

On the rhs,the average ofthe sum isthe sum ofthe averagesofthe individualterm s. By

re
 ection sym m etry,averagesoverterm sodd in ri(t)vanish.In theeven term s,com ponents

ofri thatare orthogonalto q are killed by the scalarproduct. W ithoutlossofgenerality,

the x-coordinate m ay locally be set so that the surviving com ponent ofthe displacem ent

liesalong theq axis,so q � ri= qxi,leading to

hexp(� iq � ri(t))i=

1X

m = 0

(� 1)m q2m X 2m

(2m )!
(16)
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with hxnii = X n. The series on the rhs ofeq 16 is the series
P

1

n= 0
q2nM n=n!in q2,with

expansion coe� cients

M o = 1; (17)

M 1 =
X 2

2
; (18)

M 2 =
X 4

12
; (19)

M 3 =
X 6

120
; (20)

etc.

Equation 16m ay also bewritten asa cum ulantexpansion exp(
P

n
(� q2)nK n=n!),theK n

being cum ulants.Expansion ofthecum ulantseriesasa powerseriesin q2 and com parison

term by term shows

g
(1)

s (q;t)= exp

"

�

 

q
2
X 2

2
� q

4
(X 4 � 3X2

2

)

24
+ q

6
(30X 2

3

� 15X2 X 4 + X 6)

720
� :::

! #

(21)

with K 1 =
X 2

2
,K 2 =

(X 4� 3X 2
2

)

12
,etc.,theK n and X

2n being tim e-dependent.Thecum ulants

K n heredi� erfrom thecum ulantsin Section D,below.Ifthedistribution function forX (t)

were a Gaussian,then allcum ulantsabovethe� rstwould vanish (e.g.,K2 = 0),and eq 21

would reduce to eqs 2 and 9. However,X (t)alm ostnever hasa Gaussian distribution in

realsystem s.

B . Fluctuations in the Scattering Vector

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

m agnitudeofthescattering vectoris

q= 2k0sin(�=2); (22)

where k0 = 2�n=�,with n the index ofrefraction and � the light wavelength in vacuo.

Cum ulantexpansionsofspectra depend on powersofq2 as

q
2
= 2k

2

0(1� cos(�)): (23)
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ForDW S,theq2 atthescatteringpointsareindependentfrom each other.Allscatteringan-

glesareperm itted.Theaverageoverallscattering anglescom esfrom an intensity-weighted

average overallscattering directions. Forlargerparticles,the scattering isweighted by a

particleform factorbutalwaysencom passesa non-zero rangeofangles.Forsm allparticles,

no � ispreferred.However,scattering from sm allparticlesisnotisotropic,because lightis

a vector� eld. Scattering from sm allparticlesisdescribed by dipole radiation,whose am -

plitude isproportionalto sin( ), being the angle between the direction ofthe scattered

lightand thedirection ofthepolarization oftheincidentlight.

W hile it is true that light em erging from a turbid m edium is depolarized, turbidity

depolarization re
 ectsthe presence ofm any di� erentpaths,each ofwhich rotatesincident

linearly polarized lightthrough a di� erentangle.Iflinearly polarized lightisscattered by a

typicalsm allparticleoradielectricsphere(thetypicalprobe)ofany size,thescattered light

from thatone scattering eventrem ainslinearly polarized,though with a new polarization

vector. In a typicalQELSS experim ent the incident light is vertically polarized,the � rst

scattering event  is m easured from the perpendicular to the scattering plane, and the

polarization rem ains perpendicular to the scattering plane, so sin( ) = 1. Because in

m ultiple scattering the scattering paths are not con� ned to a plane perpendicular to the

incidentpolarization axis,in generalsin( )6= 1.Thefactorsin( )arisesalready in QELSS

experim entsin which theincidentlaserpolarization liesin thescatteringplane.Forexam ple,

for HH scattering (as opposed to the com m on VV experim ent) from optically isotropic

spheres,at� = 90o thescattering intensity iszero.

Forsm allparticles,a sim ple geom etric construction relates � and  . Nam ely,without

lossofgenerality wem ay takethescattering eventto beattheorigin,theincidentlightto

de� nethe+x-direction with itspolarization de� ningthez-axis,and thescatteringvectorto

be in an arbitrary direction notcon� ned to the xy-plane. De� ning (�s;�s)to be the polar

anglesofthescattering direction relativeto ẑ,the+x-axisliesat(�x;�x)= (�=2;0)and the

angleaddition rulegivescos(�)= cos(�s)cos(�x)� sin(�s)sin(�x)cos(�s � �x),so onehas

q
2
= 2k

2

0(1� sin(�s)cos(�s)): (24)

The angle �s isnotthe scattering angle � ofeq 23. Forthe m ean-square scattering vector

from asinglescatteringeventinaDW Sexperim entin which allscatteringanglesareallowed,

q2 � (4�)
� 1

Z

d
ssin(�s)2k
2

0(1� sin(�s)cos(�s))=
�

2
k
2

0; (25)
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Thenexttwo m om entsareq4 = 11�

8
k40 and q

6 = 17�

4
k60.Thecorresponding cum ulantsin aq

2

expansion areK 1 = �k20=2,K 2
�= � 3:083k40 and K 3

�= 0:7473k60.Thesecond cum ulantisnot

negligiblewith respecttothe� rst,inthesensethatthevariance(jK2=K
2
1 j)

1=2 is� 1:12.For

in-planescattering in a QELSS experim ent,theaverageofq2 overallallowed scattering an-

gleswould notbegiven byeq25.Itwould instead bebeproportionalto
R
d�sin(�)sin2(�=2).

TheaveragesforQELSS and DW S di� erbecauseforQELSS only in-planescattering arises,

while in DW S out-of-plane scattering events are allowed and im portant,and because in

QELSS with VV scattering the corresponding polarization weighting factorisunity,while

in DW S the allowed scattering angles are polarization weighted by sin(�s). A calculation

m adein theinadequatescalar-waveapproxim ation would overlook thisdistinction.

C . Fluctuations in the N um ber ofScattering Events

In thestandard treatm entofphoton di� usion in a DW S scattering cell,thepath length

distribution iscom puted by envisioning photonsasrandom walkers,and solving the di� u-

sion equation asa � rst-crossing problem to determ ine the distribution ofpath lengths. A

pathlength sisapproxim ated ascontaining precisely s=‘� steps,the
 uctuation in thenum -

berofstepsarisingentirely from di� erencesin thelengthsofthevariouspaths.M acKintosh

and John20 presentan extended treatm entforthepath length distribution,using adi� usion

pictureand saddlepointm ethodsto establish them ean N num berofscattering eventsand

them ean-square 
 uctuation in thatnum ber,asaveraged overallpath lengths.They treat

separately pathsinvolving few scattering events,forwhich a sim ple di� usion picture does

notaccurately yield thedistribution ofscattering events.

In addition to the 
 uctuationsin N arising from 
 uctuationsin s,fora path ofgiven s

there are also 
 uctuationsin N thatarise because ‘� isonly the average length ofa path.

W hile a path oflength s on the average containsN (s)= s=‘� scattering events,forpaths

ofgiven physicallength stherewillalso bea 
 uctuation h(�N (s))2i= N 2(s)� N (s)
2

in the

num berN (s)ofscattering events. Scattering isa rate processlinearin path length,so it

isgoverned by Poisson statistics. Forpathsof� xed length,the m ean-square 
 uctuation is

thereforelinearin thenum berofevents.

13



D . Joint Fluctuation E�ect

For
 uctuationswithin an exponentialofa m ultilinearform ,thecasehere,theerrordue

to neglecting the
 uctuation isreadily obtained.Nam ely,fora function

f(a)= hexp(� ax)ix; (26)

whereh� � � ix denotesan averageoverthedistribution ofx,a Taylorseriesexpansion gives

f(a)=

1X

i= 0

(� a)ixi

i!
: (27)

Herexi� hxiix isthei
th m om entofx.Thefunction f(a)m ay equally bewritten

f(a)= exp

 
1X

i= 0

K ia
i

i!

!

: (28)

TheK iarethecum ulants,with K 0 = 1and K 1 = x.Thehigher-ordercum ulantsK i,which

are the coe� cientsofai in a Taylorseriesexpansion forexp[a(x � x)]in powersofa,give

thee� ectsofthe
 uctuation.IfX 6= 0,

K 2 = x2 � x
2
; (29)

and

K 3 = x3 � 3x2x+ 2x
3
: (30)

An alternativecasein which X = 0,and f(a)isa seriesin a2n,issolved aseqs14-21.

Cum ulant expansions are wellbehaved,and converge under m uch the sam e conditions

thatTaylorseriesexpansionsareconvergent.A cum ulantseriesisparticularly interesting if

f(a)isvery nearly exponentialin a,because underthatcondition the relaxation isdriven

by K 1 and thehigher-orderK i areoften allsm all.Cum ulantexpansionshavealready been

used im plicitly in the above. Forexam ple,the form hexp(� iq � ri(t))i� 1�
q2 X 2(t)

2
isthe

lowestorderapproxim ant.

W heredo
 uctuations(equivalently,higher-ordercum ulants)m odify the� eld correlation

function for di� using wave spectroscopy? The variables with interesting 
 uctuations are

thedisplacem entX ,them ean-squarescattering vectorq2,and thenum berN ofscattering

eventsin ascatteringpath.Thequantity beingaveraged ishexp(� N q2(� X (t)2)i.Repeated

14



seriesexpansionsin N ,q2,and (� X )2,through thesecond cum ulantin each variable,using

them ethodsofref16,lead to

g
(1)

D W S
(t)=

*

exp

 

� N

"

q2 X (t)2

2
+
q4(X (t)4 � 3X (t)2

2

)

24
+ :::

#

+
X (t)2

2

8

h

N
2
(q4 � q2

2

)+ q2
2

(N 2 � N
2
)

i

+ :::)

! +

: (31)

HereN and N 2 aretheaverageand m ean-squarenum berofscattering eventsforallpaths.

One could also take N and N 2 to referto pathsof� xed length s,with h� � � is including an

averageoverthepath length distribution.Theaboveequation m ay becontrasted with the

form g
(1)

D W S
(t)= hexp(� N (s)q2 X (t)2)is,eq.10,obtained by approxim ating N (s)= s=‘�,

N (s)2 � N (s)
2

= 0,and X (t)4 � 3X (t)2
2

= 0.

Equation 31 showsonly theopening term sofseriesin the
 uctuationsin X2,q2,and N .

The � rst line ofeq 30 re
 ects particle displacem ents as captured by an individualsingle-

scattering event and iterated N (s) tim es. The second line re
 ects the 
 uctuations from

path to path in thetotal-squarescattering vectorand thenum berofscattering events,the


 uctuationsbeingq4� q2
2

and N (s)2� N (s)
2

.Thetim edependenceofg
(1)

D W S
(t)in theabove

arisesfrom thetim edependencesofX (t)2 and X (t)4.Theterm X 4 � 3X2
2

(and term snot

displayed ofhigherorderin X )re
 ectthedeviation ofdistribution ofparticledisplacem ents

from a Gaussian.Ifq2 and N were non-
 uctuating,the second line ofeq 30 would vanish.

Becauseq2 and N do 
 uctuate,g
(1)

D W S
(t)gainsadditionaltim e-dependentterm s,notseen in

eqs10 and 21,butappearing asthesecond lineofeq 31.

On the rhs of 31, the lead term of the exponentialis the shorter-tim e approxim ant

exp(� hN ihq2iX (t)2)ofM aretand W olf18. The basisofthe approxim ation isthatthe dis-

tribution ofN has a peak location (approxim ated as N ),paths having approxim ately N

scattering eventsdom inating the distribution,thereby giving the lead term to eq 31. The

lead term doesnotgive the true initialslope ofg
(1)

D W S
(t).Because the decay rateofa path

increaseswith increasing N ,the m inority ofpathshaving particularly large N are respon-

siblefortheinitialslopeofg
(1)

D W S
(t).Them inority ofpathshaving particularly sm allN are

substantially responsiblefortheslow decay ofg
(1)

D W S
(t)atlong tim es.Nonetheless,asshown

in the following section,there is a sense in which DW S is sensitive to sm all-displacem ent

particlem otionsatearly tim es.
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IV . EFFEC T O F PA RT IC LE P O LY D ISP ER SIT Y

Asa concreteexam pleof
 uctuation e� ects,wetreattheDW S spectrum ofa bidisperse

system containing two sizes ofprobe. The probes perform Langevin-m odeldi� usion in a

sim ple Newtonian solvent. In this very specialcase, the single-particle � eld correlation

function becom es

g
(1)
(q;t)= A 1exp(� D1q

2
t)+ A 2exp(� D2q

2
t): (32)

HereA 1 andA 2 arethescatteringcross-sectionsforthespecies1and2particles,respectively.

D 1 and D 2 are the respective di� usion coe� cients. W e transform eq 32 into the canonical

form ofeq 21by takingtheexponentialoftheTaylorseriesofthelogarithm ofeq 32,nam ely

g
(1)
(q;t)= (A 1 + A 2)exp

�

�
(A 1D 1 + A 2D 2)

(A 1 + A 2)
tq

2
+
A 1A 2(D 1 � D2)

2

2(A 1 + A 2)
2

t
2
q
4
+ :::

�

: (33)

Them ean-squaredisplacem entisdeterm ined by theaveragedi� usion coe� cient

D =
(A 1D 1 + A 2D 2)

(A 1 + A 2)
: (34)

Thesecond cum ulantofthesquared-displacem ent-distribution isdeterm ined bym ean-square

rangeofdi� usion coe� cients

h� D 2i=
A 1A 2(D 1 � D2)

2

2(A 1 + A 2)
2

: (35)

By com parison with eq 31,one� ndsX (t)2=2= D tand
(X (t)4� 3X (t)2

2

)

24
= h� D 2it2.

In interpreting g(1)(q;t),the average di� usion coe� cientgivesthe initiallinearslope of

thespectrum ,whileon a sem ilog plotofg(1) againstttheh� D 2iterm givesa curvatureof

the spectrum away from itslinearslope. Ithasbeen known since the earliestdaysofthe

QELSS technique thatg(1)(q;t)isquite insensitive to weak polydispersity.Particleswhose

di� usion coe� cients di� erby a factoroftwo orthree only lead to separable m odesifthe

signal-to-noise ratio ofthe spectrum isextrem ely high,say,greaterthan 1000,perm itting

thespectrum to befollowed through threeordersofm agnitudeorm oreofrelaxation.

Forabidisperseprobem ixturethe� eld correlation function foraDW S spectrum becom es

g
(1)

D W S
(t)=

D

exp

�

� N

h

q2 D t+ h� D 2it2q4=2+ :::

i

+

h

N
2
(q4 � q2

2

)D
2
t
2
=2+ (D q2t)

2
(N 2 � N

2
)=2

i

+ :::

�E

: (36)
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Asan exam pleoftheim plicationsofeq 36,consideram odelbidispersesystem sim ilarto

thesystem studied with DW S by Pine,etal.21,which contained m ixturesof198and 605nm

polystyrenespheresin variousconcentration ratios.In convenientreduced units,them odel

spheresare given di� usion ratesD1q
2 = 1 and D 2q

2 = 3. To sim plify the m odel,the two

speciescontributeequally toscattering soA 1 = A 2,leadingtoD q2 = 2and h� D 2iq4 = 0:5.

Pine,etal.21 do notsupply N fortheirexperim ent,butforcellsofdim ensionsm illim eters

and m ean freepaths‘� ofhundredsofm icronsan interesting representative num berm ight

be N = 20. Ifthe decay ofthe � eld correlation function can be observed overtwo orders

ofm agnitude,then approxim ately N D q2t � 5,im plying t � 0:13 in reduced units at

the largest t observed. For this t,one has h� D 2iq4t2=2 � 0:01. Over the short range

oftim es covered by the experim ent,the deviations from single-exponentialbehavior at a

signal-to-noiseratio of100 isunobservably sm all.

In thisparticularm odel,thetim eatwhich thespectrum hasdecayed to virtually to zero

is so short that the second spectralcum ulant h� D 2i has not yet contributed m easurably

to the spectralrelaxation. The width ofthe path distribution leads to deviations from a

sim ple exponentialat very long tim es (paths with sm allN ) and short tim es (paths with

large N ),but over the narrow range ofinterm ediate tim es at which the DW S spectrum

can be obtained,the spectrum is dom inated by the � rst cum ulant D q2. In agreem ent

with these considerations,ref21 reportstheirm ixture spectra are consistentwith a single

relaxation tim e. Thisresultcorrespondsto the well-known QELSS resultthatm ixturesof

spheres ofsim ilarsize have QELSS spectra thatare very nearly pure exponentials. Ifthe

distribution ofdi� usion coe� cientswerem adeadequately wide,theterm sin h� D2iwould

becom e observable in the DW S spectrum . However,the term s in h� D 2i are determ ined

by the m ean-fourth power ofthe particle displacem ent,so the appearance ofthese term s

in the observable spectrum would m ean that the spectrum has ceased to determ ine the

m ean-squareparticledisplacem ent.

Ifthesolution werepolydisperseratherthan bidisperse,theX (t)2n would bem oreelab-

orate.However,an essentially arbitrary relaxation spectrum can bewritten

g(t)=

Z
1

0

A(� )exp(� � t)d� ; (37)

whereA(� )isthenorm alized am plitudeforrelaxation at� ,and asshown by Koppel22 g(t)
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hasa cum ulantexpansion

g(t)= exp

 
1X

n= 0

K n(� t)n

n!

!

(38)

whereK 1 = h� i�
R
d� A(� )� isthetim e-independentintensity-weighted averagerelaxation

rate. Under circum stances num erically sim ilar to the m odel,the DW S spectrum would

only besensitive to K 1,because theDW S spectrum decaysessentially to zero beforeK 2 =

h�2i� h� i2 perturbs g(t). This rapid decay is the dark side ofthe opticallevelarm N

advantage;justasthe DW S spectrum issensitive to very sm allparticle m otions,so also it

doesnotreadily seem otionsoverlargerdistances.In contrast,theQELSS spectrum persists

outtoconsiderably longer(in naturalunits(D q2)� 1)tim es,sothesecond cum ulantism ore

readily seen in QELSS spectra. IfK 2 were substantially larger,itcould perturb the DW S

spectrum beforetheDW S spectrum relaxed.

V . EFFEC T O F PA RT IC LE IN T ER A C T IO N S A N D O T H ER PA RT IC LE M O -

T IO N EFFEC T S

Asseen above,underreasonable approxim ations,the phase shiftform ultiple scattering

along a singlepath factorsinto a productofsingle-particleterm s

g
(1)
(q;t)= hexp(� iqi(0)� (ri(t)� ri(0)))i (39)

each ofwhich referstothem otion ofasingleparticle.Thefactorization isperm itted because

them ean path between scatteringeventsism uch largerthan thedistanceoverwhich particle

m otionsarecorrelated,so thath�ri(t)� �ri� 1(t)i= 0.W hilethescattering particlesarefar

apartfrom each other,theirphysicalneighborsthatarenotin thesam escatteringpath m ay

perturb theirdi� usivem otions.In understanding thee� ectsofinterparticleinteractionson

QELSS and DW S spectra,itisim portantto recall23 thattwo physically distinctdi� usion

coe� cientsm icroscopicallycharacterizethem otion ofdi� usingm acrom oleculesin non-dilute

solutions,as studied with light scattering. One ofthese,the m utualdi� usion coe� cient,

characterizestherelativem otion ofpairsofdi� using particlesand describesthedi� usion of

particlesdown a m acroscopicconcentration gradient.Theotherofthese,thesingle-particle

orself di� usion coe� cient,characterizes the m otion ofsingle particlesthrough a uniform

background.
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Com parison with the m odern literature on di� using Brownian particles24,25 m akesclear

that QELSS is routinely applied in two experim entalm odes that correspond to the two

di� usion coe� cients. First,for single scattering from a solution ofparticles,allofwhich

contributeequally to thescattering,onehasforthe� eld correlation function

g
(1)

m (q;t)=

*
MX

i= 1

MX

j= 1

exp(� iq � (ri(t)� rj(0)))

+

(40)

Here iand j independently labelthe M particles in the system . In this m ode,QELSS

determ inesthedynam icstructurefactorg
(1)
m (q;t)and them utualdi� usion coe� cientDm of

thedi� using particles.Dm followsfrom the� rstcum ulant,nam ely

D m q
2
= � lim

t! 0

@g
(1)
m (q;t)

@t
: (41)

Second, for scattering from a dilute solution of scattering particles in a perhaps-

concentrated solution ofnon-scatteringparticles,QELSS determ inestogood approxim ation

thesingle-particlecorrelation function

g
(1)

s (q;t)= M
� 1

*
MX

i= 1

exp(� iq � (ri(t)� ri(0)))

+

: (42)

Equation 42 is also the physicalbasis foropticalprobe di� usion. The single-particle cor-

relation function that determ ines the DW S spectrum di� ers from eq 42 only in that q is

di� erentforeach scatteringevent.From g
(1)
s (q;t)theselfdi� usion coe� cientofthedi� using

particlesfollowsas

D sq
2
= � lim

t! 0

@g
(1)
s (q;t)

@t
: (43)

In nondilute solutions,the di� usion coe� cients Ds and D m are both m odi� ed by the

directand hydrodynam ic interparticle interactions,butnotin the sam e way. Interparticle

interactions also contribute to the higher tim e cum ulants ofg
(1)
m (q;t)and g

(1)
s (q;t),so for

nondiluteBrownian particlesQELSS spectraarenotexponentialintim e25.Correspondingly,

fornondilute Brownian particlesthe displacem entdistribution function isnota Gaussian,

becauseparticledisplacem entsarenon-random :Successive displacem entsofBrownian par-

ticlesarecorrelated with each otherbecauseinterparticleforceshavelong correlation tim es.

The assertion that Brownian particles in com plex 
 uids have non-Gaussian displacem ent
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distributionshasbeen unam biguously con� rm ed by the directexperim entalm easurem ents

ofApgar,Tseng,etal.26,27

Them utualand selfdi� usion coe� cientsareusefully written asaveragesoverthehydro-

dynam ic interaction tensorbil,which describesthe retardation in the m otion ofparticle i

duetothepresenceofneighboringparticlel,and theinteraction tensorT ij,which describes

them otion induced in particleiby aforceon particlej.Forthedriftvelocity vD iofparticle

idueto forceson particlesj,onehas25

vD i(t)=

NX

j= 1

�ijFj: (44)

Herethesum isoverallN di� usingparticles,�ij isthem obilitytensorfortheijpair,and Fj

istheforceon particlej.Them obility tensorsarerelated to thehydrodynam icinteraction

tensorsby

�ii=
1

fo
(I+

X

‘6= i

bi‘+ :::) (45)

and

�ij =
1

fo
(T ij + :::) (46)

Here fo isthe single particle drag coe� cient,I isthe identity tensor,and in eq 46 i6= j.

Forsphericalparticles,thehydrodynam icinteraction tensorscan bewritten aspowerseries

in a=rij,where a is a sphere radius and rij is the distance between particles iand j. In

particular,

T ij =
3

4

a

rij
[I+ r̂ijr̂ij] (47)

istheOseen tensorapproxim ation toT ,with r̂ij beingtheunitvectorpointingfrom particle

ito particlej,whiletheself-term approxim ation corresponding to theOseen tensoris

bi‘ = �
15

4

�
a

ri‘

� 4

r̂i‘̂ri‘: (48)

Averagesoverthehydrodynam icinteraction tensors,with dueattention totheBrownian

m otion oftheparticles,
 uctuation-dissipation requirem ents,and thecorrectinterpretation

ofthe nom inalshort-tim e lim it ofthe tim e derivatives de� ning the di� usion coe� cients

give24,25

D m q
2
=

1

S(k;0)

*

kB T

fo
(q

2
+

NX

‘6= i= 1

(q � bi‘� q)+ exp(iq � ri‘)(q � Ti‘� q)
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+ exp(iq � ri‘)iqr ‘ :(bi‘+ T i‘))i (49)

and

D sq
2
=

*

kB T

fo
(q

2
+

NX

‘6= i= 1

(q � bi‘� q))

+

: (50)

In theaboveequations,S(k;0)isthestaticstructurefactor,r ‘ istaken with respectto the

coordinatesofparticle‘,and theaverageisoverallpossibleinitialconditions.

To which ofthese di� usion coe� cients is di� using wave spectroscopy sensitive? DW S

responds to the correlation function ofeq 39,which is unm istakeably the single-particle

correlation function seen in eq 42. Correspondingly,DW S issensitive to the selfdi� usion

coe� cientD s. The identi� cation here thatDW S m easuresDs hasalready been con� rm ed

experim entally: Fraden and M aret28 and Qiu,etal.29 used DW S to m easure the di� usion

coe� cient D ofpolystyrene latex spheres as a function ofsphere concentration, � nding

that the concentration dependence ofthe D m easured with DW S agrees with theoretical

expectations30 forD s.

Theabovetreatm entofinteraction e� ectsdi� ersfrom som e prioranalysis.M acKintosh

and John20,theirSection III,claim thatin nondilutesolutionsoneshould replaceeq 39and

theireq 3.6

hE (t)E �
(0)i/

1X

n= 1

*
nY

1

h

Z

rj

�
0
(rj;t)�

0
(0;0)iensexp(iqj � rj)

+

q

(51)

with therhsoftheireq 3.7,

N jb(q)j2
�
1

N

X
�;� exp(iq � [x�(t)� x�(0)])

�

: (52)

In eq 51,thejlabeln ofthescatteringparticles,and tim eand spacetranslationalinvariance

have been used to starteach particle attheorigin attim e0,so rj isthedisplacem entofj

overtim eintervalt.Eq 52describesa scattering eventalongsom em ultiplescattering path.

b(q)isa scattering cross-section,thesum isoverallparticlesin thesystem ,and x�(t)and

x�(0)arethelocationsofparticles� and � attim estand 0.Thesum ofparticlepositions

in eq 52 isthedynam icstructurefactorS(q;t).Ifthisreplacem entwerecorrect,which itis

not,then DW S spectra would m easureD m .

However,in eq 51,com parison isonly m adebetween theposition ofthesam eparticleat

two tim es.In contrast,eq 52 term sinvolving thespace-tim edisplacem entsofdistinctpairs
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ofparticlesappear.A form likeeq 52 doesappearin QELSS theory,in which scattering is

coherent,sothatthephaserelationship between lightraysscattered by � and � through q is

determ ined bytheparticlepositions.Contrarytoeq52:In DW S,thepathsleadingfrom the

laserto � and � areofindependent,
 uctuating length,sothe� eldsscattered from particles

� and � through q have independent random phasesand can notinterfere. Furtherm ore,

in DW S a given particlescattersthrough q only ifthepreviousand nextparticlealong the

scattering path lie along the pairofraysradiating from ithatgenerate q.Thisconstraint

isfarstrongerthan the constraintin QELSS,in which each particle scatterslightin every

direction consistentwith thedirection oftheincidentlight.In a liquid,theDW S condition

isgenerally notsatis� ed,so thateven ifone considersevery m ultiple scattering path,only

som e particlesscatterthrough any particularq. Contrarily,in eq 52 every particle in the

system isassum ed to scatterlightto som e otherparticlethrough each scattering vectorq.

Therefore,eq 52 isnota correctreplacem ent foreq 39. DW S ofnon-dilute particlesisin

the � rstcum ulantsensitive to the Ds and notD m ,in agreem entwith experim entalresults

ofFraden,etal.28 and Qiu,etal.29.

Notethateq 36 doesnotrequirethatparticlem otion bedi� usive,only thattheparticle

dynam icsbeknown.Pine,etal.21 discussexperim entson di� usingparticlesin shear
 ow,in

which them ean-squareparticledisplacem entleading to theinterm ediate-tim erelaxation of

theDW S spectrum includesboth di� usivem otions(which scaleasq2t1)and ballisticshear

m otions(which scale asq2t2). Because the q and tdependences ofthese m otionsare both

known a priori,the m athem aticalprocessesused to reach eq 36 fordi� usive particleslead

equally totheDW S spectrum found experim entally fordi� using sheared particles,asshown

by Pine,etal.21.

M acKintosh and John20 proposesthateq 42 can bewritten

g
(1)

s (q;t)� exp(� q
2
W (t)) (53)

with W (t)being the tim e-dependentm ean-square particle displacem ent. They20 cite Hess

andKlein31 forthisapproxim ation,which ism athem aticallyinconsistentwiththeexacteq21

in thatitism issingtheterm sin q2n,n > 1.Hessand Klein31 discussin detailthedi� erences

between exp(� q2W (t))and g
(1)
s (q;t),carefully em phasizing thatthey treatW (t)instead of

treating":::thefullself-di� usion propagator,which isacom plicated function ofspaceand

tim e:::".Hessand Klein furtherobservethatg
(1)
s (q;t)isthegenerating function notonly
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forW (t) but also forthe higher-order m om ents ofthe particle displacem ent distribution,

thosebeing thehigherm om entsseen in eq 21.TheuseofW (t)m ay betraced back further

to Boon and Yip32 who give an expansion equivalentto eq 21,and note thateven though

g
(1)
s (q;t)is notrigorously a Gaussian "itm ay be a good approxim ation to treat itas the

sum ofa Gaussian and a correction term ".Theliteraturethereforedoesnotsupporteq 53

asa correctrepresentation ofeq 42.

In thediscussion aboveon scattering from polydispersesystem s,itwasshown thatDW S

is typically sensitive only to the � rst cum ulant ofg
(1)
s (q;t). At larger tim es,the higher

cum ulantsofg
(1)
s (q;t)areim portant,butbeforethosetim esarereached theDW S spectrum

m ay decay to zero.Ifthe second and higherspectraltim e cum ulantsare su� ciently large,

thedeviation ofthespectrum from a singleexponentialwould visible.However,thehigher

tim ecum ulantscorrespond tothehigherm om entsofthedisplacem entdistribution function.

Ifthe single-particle function isnota pure exponential,then itdoesnotre
 ectthe m ean-

squareparticledisplacem ent.

V I. A N A LY SIS

In thispaper,we treatthe tim e dependence ofdi� using-wave spectra. W e dem onstrate

thatthe tim e dependence ofDW S spectra arises,notonly from the m ean-square particle

displacem ent X (t)2 ,butalso from deviations X (t)4 � 3X (t)2
2

from a Gaussian displace-

m ent distribution,and also from higher powers X (t)2
2

ofthe m ean-square displacem ent.

Thisresultdoesnotdi� erfrom the corresponding resultforQELSS spectra,in which the

tim e dependence ofg
(1)
s (t)arisesnotonly from X (t)2 butalso from higherpowersX (t)2m

ofthe m ean-square displacem ent. Just as it is erroneous except as a crude approxim ant

to write exp(� q2X (t)2) for the generalQELSS spectrum ,so also it is erroneous to write

exp(� hN ihq2iX (t)2)forthegeneralDW S spectrum .Furtherm ore,even though 
 uctuations

in q2 and N depend only slowly on tim e, the 
 uctuations couple to the strongly tim e-

dependent X (t)2n and thus to the tim e dependence ofthe spectrum at short tim es. The

analysis ofspectra ofbidisperse system s shows that the approxim ant’s error can be less

serious in DW S spectra;nam ely,a DW S spectrum decays hN i tim es m ore rapidly thata

QELSS spectrum ,so a DW S spectrum m ay decay to zero before higher tim e cum ulants

becom esigni� cant.
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The e� ectof
 uctuationsin N and q2 on DW S spectra,phrased asdeviations from eq

12,hasbeen exam ined by Durian.Durian33 reported M onte Carlo sim ulationsforphotons

m aking random walksthrough a scattering slab.He com puted the path length,num berof

scattering events,and sum ofthe squares ofthe scattering vectors for each path. These

sim ulationsdeterm ined 
 uctuationsin thenum berofscattering eventsand thetotal-square

scattering vectors, and determ ined the non-zero e� ect of these 
 uctuations on g
(1)

D W S
(t).

Durian found that the 
 uctuation in the totalsquare scattering vector Y increased m ore

slowly than linearly with increasing pathlength s.A slower-than-linearincreaseisexpected

fora 
 uctuating quantity,and doesnotim ply thatthe second cum ulantofY isnegligible

forlongpaths.From Durian’s33 sim ulations,an inversion ofg(1)(t)viaeq 12toobtain X (t)2

hassystem atic errors,because eq 12 isinexact. Fluctuationsdescribed here and m easured

by Durian contribute signi� cantly to the � eld correlation function. Durian dem onstrates

circum stancesunderwhich 
 uctuationsin N and q2 only havee� ectsofsom esm allsizeon

g(1)(t). He33 explains how M onte Carlo sim ulations could be used to overcom e the e� ect

of
 uctuations,so asto m ake determ inationsofparticle m otion m ore accurate than those

given by eq 12.

Discussionsoflightscattering spectra aresom etim esreferred to the CentralLim itThe-

orem .The CentralLim itTheorem providesthatifa single random variableisconstructed

asa sum ofa large num berofidentically distributed subsidiary random variables,then,as

thenum berofsubsidiary random variablesbecom eslarge,thedistribution ofthesum vari-

able tendstoward a m onovariate Gaussian distribution. Thistheorem m ightbe applied to

describe the distribution ofvaluesofthe � eld scattered by a large volum e ofsolution ata

singletim e,orthedistribution ofchangesin thescattered � eld between any two tim es.

However,theutility oftheCentralLim itTheorem islim ited:

First,the theorem requires that allsubsidiary variables be identically distributed. In

m any casesofinterest,di� erentsubsidiary variablesin thesum havedi� erentdistributions.

Interesting cases in which the subsidiary variables are not identically distributed include:

(1) The scattering Brownian particles have a bidisperse size distribution. In this case,

the distribution ofparticle displacem ents isdi� erentforsm alland forlarge particles. (2)

Di� erent particles m ove in di� erent environm ents. For exam ple,the underlying com plex


 uid isapproaching acriticalpointand haslargelong-lived localconcentration 
 uctuations,

so that particles m oving in di� erent 
 uctuations experience localm edia having di� erent
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viscosities. (3)The underlying com plex 
 uid is viscoelastic,so that the localviscoelastic

propertiesofthe
 uid arein partdeterm ined by thelocalshearhistory,i.e.,by how fareach

particle hasm oved during priortim es. Forexam ple,in a viscoelastic 
 uid,particles that

had recently m oved a greater-than-averagedistance m ighthave perturbed thesurrounding


 uid m orethan theirim m obileneighborswould have,soatlatertim estheresistancetotheir

m otionsm ightdi� erfrom theaverageresistance,and thedistribution oftheirdisplacem ents

would di� erfrom theaveragedistribution.

Second,the CentralLim it Theorem gives the distribution ofa single variable (which

m ightbethedi� erencebetween two othervariables),butdoesnotguaranteethatthejoint

distribution ofthreerandom variables(forexam ple,thevaluesofthescattered � eld atthree

tim es),each pairofwhich hasa jointGaussian distribution,hasan n-variatejointGaussian

distribution. Doob17 shows that to m ove from the CentralLim it Theorem result for two

random variables,to theresultsthatthreevariablesarejointly Gaussianly distributed,one

needsan additionalcondition on theevolution ofthesubsidiary variables,nam ely thatthe

subsidiary variables are described by a M arko� process. A sim ple exam ple ofa com plex


 uid system in which particle m otions are notdescribed by a M arko� process is exam ple

(3)ofthepreviousparagraph.Ifoneconsidersthedisplacem entsofparticlesbetween a trio

oftim est1 < t2 < t3,the displacem ent ofparticlesbetween any two ofthose tim esm ight

havea Gaussian distribution,butthethree-fold distribution ofparticledisplacem entsneed

not be a trivariate Gaussian,because the distribution ofdisplacem ents between tim es t2

and t3 m ighthave a com plicated dependence on thedisplacem entbetween tim est1 and t2.

Notealso therecentstudiesofLem ieux and Durian34,35 on interm ittentdynam ic processes

leading to non-Gaussian scattering behaviors.

Fortunately,thereisan testthatdeterm ineswhethertheCentralLim itTheorem leadsto-

ward acalculation ofthespectrum :Itisasim plecorollary16 ofDoob’sTheorem 17 thatifthe

particle displacem ents have identicalGaussian distributions,and successive displacem ents

areallindependentfrom each other,asisrequired fortheparticlem otion to correspond to

the Langevin m odel,then the QELSS spectrum isentirely determ ined by the m ean-square

particle displacem ent and is a pure exponentialcharacterized by a tim e-independentdi� u-

sion coe� cientand,correspondingly,a frequency-independentviscosity.Contrariwise,ifthe

QELSS spectrum isnota pureexponential,theQELSS spectrum isnotdeterm ined by the

m ean-squareparticledisplacem ent.
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Even in thespecialcasein which theQELSS spectrum isasim pleexponentialdepending

only on X (t)2,the DW S spectrum doesnotsim plify. From eq 30,even ifparticle m otions

areentirely characterized by X (t)2,so thatX (t)4 � 3X (t)2
2

and sim ilarhigher-orderterm s

allvanish,the 
 uctuations in N and q2 cause the DW S spectrum to depend on X (t)2
2

and higher orderterm s. In thisspecialcase thatprobe particles have identicalBrownian

displacem ent distributions,itm ightstillbe possible to extract D from a DW S spectrum .

However,ifthe QELSS spectrum were nota sim ple exponential,forexam ple because the

opticalprobeswerebidisperse,then thee� ectoftheN and q2 
 uctuationsisto m akeitfar

m ore challenging to extractthe characteristicsofthe probe m otion from a DW S spectrum

than from a QELSS spectrum .TheN and q2 
 uctuationsm ix 
 uctuationsin them ean-nth

displacem ents,such asX (t)4 � X (t)2
2

,with X 2
2

asseen in eq 30.

V II. W H EN D O ES D IFFU SIN G W AV E SP EC T R O SC O P Y D ET ER M IN E T H E

M EA N -SQ U A R E PA RT IC LE D ISP LA C EM EN T ?

Theunderlying issueisinterpreting thespectrum oflightthathasbeen scattered repeat-

edly,perhapsm any tim es,by a suspension ofopticalprobe particlesdi� using in a sim ple

or com plex 
 uid. The m ultiple-scattered spectrum is an elaborate average over sum s of

uncorrelated single-scattering events. The bestthatone can possibly do in interpreting a

DW S spectrum isto m akea perfectdeconvolution oftheaveragesoverpath length,num ber

ofscattering events,and scattering vectors.A perfectdeconvolution would determ ine from

the DW S � eld correlation function g
(1)

D W S
(t) the single-scattering � eld correlation function

g
(1)
s (q;t).Even with a perfectdeconvolution,theinform ation from DW S spectra can beno

betterthan the inform ation in the single-scattering � eld correlation function g
(1)
s (q;t). W e

� rstconsiderwhatinform ation ispresentin the single-scattering spectrum ,and then con-

sideradditionalissuesthatarisein attem pting todeconvolveg
(1)

D W S
(t)todeterm ineg

(1)
s (q;t).

A . Interpretation ofg
(1)
s (q;t),H ow ever O btained

Asseen from eq 21,thesingle-scattering g
(1)
s (q;t)isdeterm ined notonly by X 2 butalso

by allhigherm om entsX 2n,n > 1.Thehigherm om entsappearin avariety ofcom binations,

thecom binationsbeingnon-zeroexceptin thespecialcasethatthedisplacem entdistribution
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P(X )isa Gaussian in X . In the specialcase ofa Gaussian P(X ),g
(1)
s (q;t)reduces to a

Gaussian in X 2.Contrariwise,ifP(X )isnota Gaussian,then thehighereven m om entsof

X allcontributeto g
(1)
s (q;t).

P(X )can be m easured directly via video m icroscopy,atleastin system sin which par-

ticlesdo notm ove too quickly.Forexam ple,Apgar,Tseng,and collaborators26,27reporton

m esoscopicprobeparticlesin water:glyceroland in aqueousactin,actin:fascin,and actin:�-

actinin m ixtures. In this work,video light m icroscopy was used to m ake repeated m ea-

surem ents ofthe positions oflarge num bers ofparticles at m any tim es; the distribution

ofparticle displacem ents during various tim e intervals was com puted. Probe particles in

water:glycerolshow a Gaussian displacem ent distribution. Probe particles in the protein

solutionshavem arkedly non-Gaussian displacem entdistributions,with a displacem entdis-

tribution far wider (in term s ofX 2=X 2) and m ore skewed than observed for particles in

water:glycerol. The direct m easurem ents ofApgar,etal.26 and Tseng,et al.27 show that

any assum ption thatP(X )forprobesin water:actin isa Gaussian isquantitatively incor-

rect.Correspondingly,X 2(t)doesnotcharacterizeprobem otion in thesesystem s.Analyses

ofDW S spectra ofprobe m otion in water: actin system s based on eq. 12 are be invalid,

becausetheunderlying assum ptionsbehind eq.12 arenotsatis� ed.

Equation 9 for g
(1)
s (q;t) shows that P(X )and g

(1)
s (q;t) are linked by a spatialFourier

transform between X and q.IfP(X )isaGaussian in X ,then itstransform g
(1)
s (q;t)m ustbe

the Gaussian exp(� q2X 2)in q thatwasassum ed in the derivation ofeq 12. Contrariwise,

ifg
(1)
s (q;t) is not a Gaussian in q,then by the sam e token P(X ) is not a Gaussian in

X ,and g
(1)
s (q;t) depends not only on X 2 but on the higher m om ents ofX . There is a

considerableliteratureon opticalprobedi� usion asstudied with QELSS,often by applying

m ode decom position orrelated spectralanalysism ethodsto g
(1)
s (q;t). Forprobesin HPC

solutions,Streletzky,et al.37,38 show: W hile the relaxation rates ofsom e spectralm odes

scale as q2,for other m odes the relaxation rates are not linear in q2. From equation 9,

the com ponentofthe displacem ent distribution P(X )corresponding to a m ode thatdoes

not relax as exp(� aq2) is necessarily not Gaussian in X . It would be incorrect to infer

the viscoelastic propertiesofsystem s with relaxationswhose relaxation ratesdo notscale

linearly in q2 by usingeq 9or12,becauseparticlem otionsin thesesystem swould notsatisfy

theassum ptionson which theseequationsarebased.

The relaxation ofan arbitrary m ode can form ally be written exp(� tq2D (q;t)). W ith
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sim pledi� usion,D (q;t)isa constanthaving thetrivialq and tdependencesq0t0.IfD (q;t)

hasnontrivialdependenceson q and t,an average overq doesnotfactorize asq2D = q2 D

becauseD isa function ofq,contrary to theim plicitassum ption thattheexponenton the

rhsofeq 9 waspurely quadraticin q.

W hatare the specialcases in which eq 12 provides a correct description ofthe single-

scattering � eld correlation function? Two arereadily identi� ed.First,theprobesm ightbe

a m onodispersesuspension thatdi� usesin accord with theLangevin equation,asdescribed

by Berneand Pecora14.Polystyrene latex spheresin water:glycerola� ord an exam ple.The

solventisasim pleNewtonian 
 uid havingnoviscoelasticm em ory on observabletim escales.

In thiscase,thedistribution ofparticledisplacem entsisGaussian,and

g
(1)

s (t)= exp(� q
2
D t) (54)

with D a constant. The diagnostic forthis case is thata plotoflog(g
(1)
s (t))is a straight

line,starting atthe sm allestobservable tim e and extending outuntilthe signalfadesinto

thenoise.

Second,theprobesm ightbedi� using in a viscoelastic 
 uid thathasidenti� able longest

tim e and distance scaleson which relaxation occurs. Particle m otions,overtim esand dis-

tancesm uch longerthan the largestrelaxation tim e and distance,satisfy the requirem ents

ofthe CentralLim itTheorem and Doob’sTheorem . Oversu� ciently large tim esand dis-

tances,the probes perform sim ple Brownian m otion. At long tim es log(g
(1)
s (t)) against t

becom esa straightline,from which a long-tim eX (t)2 and D can beextracted.

To extract a long-tim e lim iting slope from log(g
(1)
s (t)),a long tim e linear lim it m ust

actually exist,a circum stance thatisnotguaranteed to arise.Forexam ple,carefulQELSS

studiesshow thatin som epolym ersystem sg
(1)
s (t)decaysatlargetasastretched exponential

in tim e38.Thesesystem shavea continuousdistribution ofrelaxation tim esbutnota single

longestrelaxation tim e. In these system s,� tting a straightline to log(g
(1)
s (t))atlarge tis

m eaningless.

B . D econvolution ofg
(1)

D W S
(q;t) to D eterm ine g

(1)
s (q;t)

The reconstruction ofthe single-scattering � eld correlation function from the di� using-

wave� eld-correlation function facesafundam entalchallenge.Itisfundam entally im possible
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to reconstructa generalfunction oftwo variablesq and t,nam ely g
(1)
s (q;t)from a general

function ofonevariablet,nam ely g
(1)

D W S
(t),when theunivariatefunction oftwasgenerated

via an average over q ofthe bivariate function. The issue is sim ple: inform ation on the

q-dependence ofg
(1)
s (q;t) is destroyed by the averaging process. This fundam entallim it

is m athem atical,not physical,and arises from the inform ation-theoretic consequences of

taking theaverageoverq.

Itm ightsuper� cially appearthateq 12 reconstructsg
(1)
s (q;t)from g

(1)

D W S
(t).Thereisno

reconstruction here.Rather,theq-dependence ofg
(1)
s (q;t)istaken to beknown a priorito

beg
(1)
s (q;t)� exp(� q2D t),forD independentofq.Equation 12 then only needsto recon-

structs the tim e dependence ofg
(1)
s (q;t),and that only so far as the � rst tim e cum ulant,

which ispossible.Theq dependence ofg
(1)
s (q;t)doesnotneed to bedi� usive.W u,etal.36

treat reconstruction for di� using particles in a shear 
 ow,for which g
(1)
s (q;t) has known

di� usive and shearcom ponents.A q-dependence thatisknown a prioriwillsupportrecon-

struction.However,withouta known form fortheq-dependenceofg
(1)
s (q;t),reconstruction

ofg
(1)
s (q;t)from g

(1)

D W S
(t)bem ade.Forprobeparticlesin polym ersolutions,acom m on topic

ofinvestigation,thecarefulwork ofStreletzky37,38 showsthattheq dependenceofg
(1)
s (q;t)

is a com plicated function ofprobe radius and polym er concentration that m ust be deter-

m ined by system aticexperim ents.Probem otion in nondilutepolym ersolutionsistherefore

fundam entally inaccessible to study by DW S asthem ethod ispresently constituted.
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