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Abstract

W e Investigate the e ects produced on the light scattering spectrum by the anisotropic di usion
of in purities (dye) In a com pressible nem atic solvent. T his spectrum is calculated by usinga uc—
tuating hydrodynam ic description when the system is in both, a filly them odynam ic equilbbrium
state and In a non-equilbriim steady state N E SS) induced by a dye-concentration gradient.
In the fomm er state, the isotropic pre-transitional as well as the nem atic phase of the solvent are
considered. W e nd that the equillbbrium spectrum is symm etric (Lorentzian) w ith respect to the
frequency shifts, but anisotropic through isexplicit dgpendence on the ratio ofthe parallel and nor—
m aldi usion coe cients of the dye. T he values of these coe cients were taken from experim ental
m easuram ents ofdi usion ofm ethylred and nitrozo dim ethylanilinein aM BB A solvent. W e nd
that the com pressibility of the solvent Increases the m axin um and the w idth at halfheight of the
R ayligh peak, w ith respect to the incom pressble case [I]. T his increase varies between 12% and
25% , respectively, when the In purities concentrations is the range 0of 1% —5% . TheN E SS induces
a coupling between the concentration uctuations of the dye and the hydrodynam ic uctuations
of the solvent. In this case the com pressbility e ects m ay increase the m aximum and the w idth
of the central peak up to 25% , for values of the concentration gradient four orders of m agnitude
an aller than those considered in the incom pressible case. T his result Indicates that com pressibility
and m ode coupling e ectsm ay be signi cant and that they m ight be detected experin entally. On
the other hand, for the nonequilbrium B rillouin part ofthe spectrum we nd that the ntensities of
the sound propagation m odes are unequaland one of the peaks shrinks in the sam e am ount as the
other increases. T his asym m etry increases linearly w ith the m agnitude of the solute concentration
gradient. The m axinum di erence between the nonequilbrium and equilbrium contributions to
the Brillouin spectrum for various values of the extemal gradient is also estin ated. H owever, in
all cases we nd that the am plitude of the B rillouin peaks is several orders of m agnitude an aller
than the centralpeak. T herefore, although nonequillbbriuim e ects do produce an asym m etry, our

theoretical analysis indicates that these e ects are too an all to be observed experin entally.
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I. NTRODUCTION

In a previous paper hereafter referred to as I [l], we have analyzed the e ects pro-
duced by the anisotropic di usion of in purities In an incom pressible nem atic solvent. By
using a uctuating hydrodynam ic approach we calculated the central R aykigh peak of the
goectrum w hen the solvent is In both, a fully them odynam ic equillbbriim state and In a non—
equilbbriim steady state N E SS) induced by a dye-concentration gradient. T he nonequilio—
rium states considered In I were close to equilbriim and the driving concentration gradient
was taken into account through a localversion ofthe uctuation-dissipation theorem forthe
stochastic current of the in purities. In the present work we extend the analysisof I in two
aspects. First, instead of Introducing spatial inhom ogeneities n the uctuation-dissipation
theorem , we consider m ode coupling tem s relating the concentration uctuations of the
solute and the orentation and velocity uctuations of the solvent. Secondly, apart from
the central peak, in the present work we also calculate the Brillouin part of the dynam ic
structure factor of the In purities and analyze the m ode coupling contribution to the full
soectrum ofthe suspension. For this purpose the com pressbility ofthe solvent is considered
explicitly in its equations ofm otion.

W e nd that In equilbbrium the com pressbility of the solvent increases the m axin um
and the w idth at halfheight of the R aykigh peak, w ith respect to the incom pressble cass,
by am ounts that vary between 12% and 25% , respectively, as a function of the In purities
concentrations in the range of1l% —-5% . IntheN E SS induced by the concentration gradient,
these features ofthe centralpeak m ay increase up to 25% , even forvalues ofthe concentration
gradient w hich are four orders ofm agnitude an aller than those considered in I. This result
Indicates that com pressibility and m ode coupling e ects m ay be signi cant and that they
m Ight be detectable experim entally.

O n the other hand, for the B rillouin part ofthe spectrum in the N E SS we nd that the
Intensities of the sound propagation m odes are unequal and one of the peaks shrinks in the
sam e am ount as the other Increases, a behavior that is also predicted and observed for a
smpl uid [Z], ], B]. W e nd that this asymm etry increases lnearly w ith the m agniude
of the solute concentration gradient. The m axinum di erence between the nonequilboriim
and equilbriim contributions to the B rillouin spectrum for di erent values of the extermal

gradient is also estin ated. However, In allcaseswe nd that the am plitude of the B rdllouin
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FIG . 1l: Scheam atic representation of a plane hom eotropic cell w th a constant them al gradient

along z direction. The inset show s the scattering geom etry.T he scattering anglk is

peaks is several orders of m agnitude am aller than that of the central peak. T herefore, al-
though nonequilbbriuim e ectsarepresent In the abovem entioned asym m etry, our theoretical

analysis indicates that these e ects are too am all and di cul to observe experin entally.

IT. MODEL AND BASIC EQUATIONS

As n I, we consider a dilute suspension of noninteracting in purities di using through
a them otropic nem atic liquid crystal solvent, as depicted in Fig. 1. If the sugoension is
su ciently diluted, the dynam ics of the in purities does not disturb appreciably the state of
the nam atic and itm ay be considered to be in an equilbriim state de ned by a tem perature
T,, a pressure p,, a vanishing velocity eld \!70 = 0 and a uniform director’s orientation

n° = (0;0;1), corresponding to the hom eotropic con guration shown in Fig. 1. X

W e shallonly consider nonequilibrium states corresoonding to a stationary concentration
eld of In purities de ned by

F(f)=c+ T a; @)

|
where ¢, is the m ean concentration of m purities and a r ¢ is the uniform oconcentration

gradient in they  z plane and whose direction is speci ed by . For future use it willbe



oconvenient to recast (1) n the m ore convenient form
|

o
cs(f':)=co+a]jmw; @)
gq! 0 q

where a 35 3 6'1 ir C is an auxiliary vector of variable m agniude and paraliel to é .
If no chem ical reactions occur between the im purities, their total num ber is conserved
and their local concentration density, ¢ (J'T ; 1), obeys the continuiy equation

Qc
—+ rJ;=0; 3)
Qt

where J; ('r ;) isthe ux ofthe di using particles, which for an uniaxial nem atic is of the
form

Ji(Fit)= Dy (P;r e (E;0+ c(B;0v: (Fi1): @)
The rsttem on the right hand side is the usualF ick’s Jaw contribution where D 44 ('r ;) is
the di usion tensor of the suspended in purities; the second tem represents the convective
di usion of the i purities, where v; ('r ;1) denotes the velocity eld of the solvent. For an

uniaxialnem atic D ;5 has the standard fom
Dy (£78=D, 5+ Dy D, ny(f;thny (£;b); ©)

where D, is the di usion coe cient parallel to the director b ( 'r;t) and D, is the corre-
goonding coe cient in the perpendicular direction. D Dy D, is the corresponding
di usion anisotropy. U sually, the di usion of an all particles dissolved in a nem atic solvent
is such that the di usion parallel to the director is faster than perpendicular to it; as a
consequence, the ratio D =D , seam s to be independent of the actual shape of the di usihg
m olecules [B], [6], [1]. Using Eq. [@), the di usion equation for c( 'r ;t) tums out to be

@ |
—c(t;t) = D-r 2c+ D aNiNyT 4T 5C
Qt
+D g (nir iy + niyr ini)r 5C
\r ;C+ Cr vy (6)

N ote that the com pressiboility of the solvent is taken Into account by the tem r ;v; & O,
which was absent in T.
If a uctuating m ass di usion current, JiF ('r ;0), is Introduced Into this equation, the
concentration uctuations c('r Ho) c('r He) é (J'T ), obey the linearized equation
e c= D?rg +Dkr§ ctag v Er; v
+D, @r, m+ ar; n) rJ;: )

1



J: ('r ;t) is a M arkovian, G aussian, stochastic processes w ith zero mean  J} (J'T ;0 =0
and whose correlation isassum ed to obey a localequilbrium version oftheusual uctuation-—
dissipation relation [E],

I (I (%) =Dy (r) @ 9 € b @)

1

Ifwe de ne the Fourer transform of an arbitrary eld £ ( 'r;t) by

7 7

| N N
£ %;! atPr £ (+;net(kE 1), ©)

Eq. [@) reads
! ! |
e k! =G kj! ick; w+ a v ki W) aw

i

+D, kas m+ ak n) kI ; (10)

|
w here the propagatorG k ;! isgiven by

|
G kj! = i +D,K+Dyk ; 1)

with k2 K + k2 and where r!  denotes the di erential operator in k -space, r!

k k

(@=Qk, ;@=Qk, ;@=Qk,) . Sin ilarly, Eq. [8) becom es

D ! ! 2 . n roo
J kit Jf k%1% =2 ) Dy (+1) o k+ Kk°
h | | | | io
a . . | . . |
+§ k+ k% g k+ k% g : (12)
1

A . Im purities Structure Factor in E quilibrium

I
T he in puritiesdynam ic structure factor in equilbrium , S8 k ;! , iscbtaied by setting

4 = 0inEgs. [M0), M2) to yied

! b ! B
sk ;! e k;! e k; !
| |
= 5% k;! +583 kj!
4 ! 2
=2@ )G kj;! 4 0) cokiksD 33
! 2 D ! ! E
G k;! Jkky w k;! w  k; ! 3)

The rst tem is the contrbution due to the stochastic current J! and the second one
is the contrdbuiton arising from the dynam ics of the nem atic solvent through is velocity



correlation fuinctions. N ote that in contrast to I, the equilbrium correlation finction ofthe
solvent velocity uctuations appears explicitly in this equilbrium property of the solute.
T his correlation w illnow be calculated from the uctuating hydrodynam ic equations for the
solvent.

T he hydrodynam ic state of the nem atic is describbed In temm s of the pressure p ('r Hee
tem perature, T ('r ;£) and the Te]ocﬂ:y \'7 ('r He) e]olljs, and 'the unit vectclvr de né'ng the local
symm etry axis (director), A (f;t). To calulate ¥w k! W k; ! and other
correlation functions of the solvent that w ill be appear below , it is convenient to ssparate
the state variables Into two independent sets, nam ely, transverse and longitudinal varables

|

w ith respect to the plane n° k, @], [L0]. The ormerset is f ny; g with

|
n k'n® kB (14)
|
v ok'nt ok & 15)
n (@)
whilke the ongitudinalsst is nm; %; T; %; p wih
r by 1
v k'k'k k # F; (16)
|
w k‘k B a7
and
|
m k'k B (18)

|
Substitution of these de nitions in Eq. (I13), evaluation of the resulting expression at k °=
|

|
k,!%°= ! and use of the explicit expression of the propagator Gk ;! , Jeads to the

follow Ing equilbrium structure factor
I ( )

! 1y (k k2 D ! ! E
s k;! =2¢Q )44<0)c0¢,— R R Y
124 12 (k) 'p (k)
19)
w ih
|
sk D, k2 + D k’: (0)

B. Nonequilbrium Im purities Structure Factor

Let usnow consider the e ect produced by the concentration gradient r c. The nonequi-
|
lorim part of S k ;! ocontains contrbutions arising from J} , which is not couplkd w ith



v, n;, and three di erent contributions arising from the dynam ics of the nem atic solvent
which are expressed as director, velocity and cross director+velocity correlation functions,

that is,
! !
+8Md ko (21)

1 1 I
neq 1. . — oheq g, neq 1. . neq .
S k;!' =8; k;!' +5s,;° k;! +5.,;° k!

|
is the nonequilbrium contrbution arising from J} due to the assum ption of

Stk ;!
the validity ofthe localversion ofthe uctuation dissipation theorem (8), which is given by
Egq. 30) mn I,
b ! Breq
SI* k! e k;! e k; !
by ! Eeq
= 2 e k;! e k,; !
j:- Cj ) | 2
! o D kkz cos + D ? k? s @ k H ! : (22)
Furthem ore, since longiudinal and transverse uctuations are uncoupled,
! ! 2D r P ! ! E
st k;! = D2G kj! k’a? k m k;! m k; !
! 2 vo2
+ 2k,a3 k + ko k—z a, k
D | .~ Eo
v okl ko ; @3)
! ! 2D ! nb ! ! Eo
Sted k;!l =D, G kj! 2kal k n k;! w  k; !
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! k, ° !
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nD ' | Eoo
— v ki om kL e
! ! 20 D ! ! E
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' nD ' | Eoo
2gka, k Im w k! » k; ! ; (25)



|
wherea k , = 1;2;3; represent the transverse and longitudinal com ponents of the

concentration gradient, de ned n a sin ilar fashion as n and v Egs.[14)-[18)). & should
be pointed out that E gs.[23)-[29) show that in contrast to equilbbrium , In N E SS the density
gradient Introduces a coupling between the concentration uctuations ofthe solute and the
velocity and orentation equilbrium uctuations of the solvent. T hese contributions should
be calculated by rst evaluating the required correlation functions of the solvent.

ITT. SOLVENT EQUILIBRIUM CORRELATION FUNCTIONS

Letusrecallthat thehydrodynam ic uctuationsofa them otropicnem atic evolre on three
w idely ssparated tin e-scales corresponding to the the relaxation of orientational, visco-heat
and sound m odes, respectively, [L6], [L1]. These relaxation tim es are such that rientation
=K 1, isco heat = Kk = k and oung 1=ck , where denotes any of the
nem atic’s viscosities, K is the elastic constant, g, denotes the speci ¢ heat at constant
pressure, is the m agnitude of any of the com ponents of the them al conductivity tensor
and ¢ is the isentropic sound speed of the nem atic. For values of k corresponding to a
hydrodynam ic description and for typicalvalies ofthem aterialparam eters ofa them otropic
nem atic [12], the follow iIng relation holds

orientation visco heat sound + (2 6 )

By estin ating the order ofm agniuude of the elem ents of the hydrodynam ic m atrices of the
tin e evolution equations for the nem atic’s uctuations, which are given In Ref. [17]by Egs.
I§24), (25), (?68)—(42), it is possible to identify the follow ng groups of variables £ n; mg,
NEHRYY T , £ %; Pg as slow, sam islow and fast, respectively. The wide ssparation
between these tin escales will now be exploited to elin inate the faster variabls from the
general dynam ical equations obtaining, thus, a reduced description n which only the slower
variables are involved. For this purpose we use the tin e-scaling perturbation m ethod devel-
oped In Refs. [L3], 4], which allows to nd a contracted description In tem s of the slow
variables only. T he corresponding reduced dynam icalm atrix w ill be constructed by a per—
turbation procedure, where the perturbation param eters are the ratios viseo heat = orientation

and  sound= visco heat ;lL3]. U sing this form alisn it can be shown that in the slow tin escale,



the director uctuations m and g obey the stochastic equations

i! n= h ok n w5 =1;3 @27)

where the uctuating tem s ~, are

1 - N 1 1+ )k, . _
T My Bt o e T KR @8)
! 1 A+ K+ @ R )
~ T kx~x+k ~,+ = ? kkINZ' kik'Ni-
Bk Y2 ks +2(1+ s kZkZ+ 5k 3725 kkiky Ty

@9)
Here ; and ;; denote the stochastic com ponents of the director’s quasi-current and the

stress tensor, 51, Which cbey the the uctuation-dissipation relations [16]

ho (250 0 (£%59i= 2ke To o @° £) € ©); (30)

2kg T, 1 o
5 (F

hoi (B0 5 (£%59i= £y € b; (31)

1

where kg isBolzm ann’s constant, ; isthe ordentational viscosity coe cient. T he viscosity

tensor is
_ 0.0,0_0
k1 = 201 ae o)t 2010+ 2 23)niningn;
+ (3 2)@5n] g+ nSnp g+ nfng i+ nfng )
+ (4 2) yrat (s s+ 2)(ynEnd+ klnci)n(j?)/ (32)

where 1, ; and ;3 are three shear viscosity coe cientsand s and 4 » denote two bulk

viscosity coe cients. T he quantity

2

y oy inS @3)

is a proction operator and ;5 denotes a K ronecker delta. In the above equations we have
also used the follow ing abbreviations

' ! 1 ) ) 1.0+ YK
“n; k = — K 2k? + K 3kz 1+ _2—2 7 (34)
2 4 k2 + 3k?
( )
! 1 1 1+ 2+ @
', k= — KikX+KzkP 1+ - Al Ve L3} ; 35)

1 4 ki+2(1+ » 3DkKEkZ+ 3k
where K ;, K, and K 3 are, regoectively, the solay, tw ist and bend elastic constants and  is
a non-dissippative coe cient associated w ith the director’s relaxation.

10



From Eqg. (31) .n Ref. [L7], we obtain the reduced equation for the sem islow transverse
variable, ¥,
il y= L, kWM o~ (36)

w here the stochastic force term ~,, is given by

i
s Kk Tys o KKy Ty @37)
on?

!
and the reduced characteristic frequency !+, k is

! 1
e, k== LK+ 3k (38)

o
Sin ilarly, from Egs. (39)—(42) in Ref. [1l7], we cbtain the corresponding equations for the
sem Islow longitudinalvariables w» and T,

0 1 0 | 10 1 0 1

lvs Kk 0 ~
ge Ya_ @ 7 , 2@ "a e “a, 39)

T 0 'tk T ~T

w ith
LI (40)
v2 ok? k? i zi k')k ey B iy B 4
1

= kO @1)

(¢}

Here Q; isthe stochastic heat ux which satis es the uctuation-dissipation theorem

1 1 . | 1
W (£;005 (£%59)i=2kT2 55 @° 1) € ©; 42)
|
5= 2 i3t an‘i’n‘]? wih " >, is the heat conductiviy tensor and !,, k ,

2

! k are given by

! 1
', k i kit ki +2(1+ 5 KK ; 43)
0]
|
Lok DIk + D] K%; (44)
where D ] 2= oGr D} k= oCo, stand Por the them al di usivity coe cients of the

nem atic along the directions parallel and perpendicular to n°.
Analogously, from Egs. (60) n Ref. [L7], we obtain the reduced equation for the fast

variabls w and p
0 1 0 ! 1=2 1 0
. k ick il ~
% - v3 G % v
ve “a- B - L K@ A e A, s
P ick — ( L k p ~p

1 0 1



which isvalid in the fastest tin e scale. T he stochastic noises ~,, and ~, are de ned by

- kik: "5 46)
v3 Ok 19 ijr
W w Y g, @7)
P 1 CpTo i ir
where we have used the de nition
! : L (,+ Dki+2@ 3+ 5)kik?
- V3 k2 2 4 ? 3 5 ? vz
[e]
+ Q1+ 5 4+ 25k 48)

Tt is essential to stress that the dynam ic equation Eq. [27) is correct in the slowest tim e
scale, that is, for tim es of the order of ,rientation - Si0 ilarly, Egs. [36) and [39) are valid for
tin es of the order of igseo neat and Eq. [49) describes the dynam ics of the fast variables in
the fast tin escale characterized for tin es ofthe order of soung- Asa rst approxin ation we
extrapolate Egs.[3d), [39) and [49) to the slow tin e-scale, n order to calculate the required
nem atic’s correlation functions. SolwvingEqgs. [27), 34), 39) and [45) or n and v ,using
the de nitionsofthe stochastictem s ~, , ~, , ~r, ~» and using the uctuation dissipation
relations [3Q), B1), [42), we arrive at

D | | E 1k
n k! o m k; ! = — — 49)
112412k
ni
!
D ! ! E k2 3 kK
n k;! m k; ! = ——= — (50)
1k 2y 12 g
ns
!
D | | E 'v, k
¥ ki!ow k; ! = ——T (61)
ol24 12 k
V1
!
D I | E 'y, k
v kil ow ki ! == 52)
o124 12 %k
V2
and
G k! G k; ! = h 5 T 1]Tq . ! i
o (I+ck)+ 2 k (¢ ¢k)y+ 2 k
n y h , i
', ko 1%+ (0 1712k
1 O
+dk* (DL ko (3)
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where 22 9% 4 0) ks To,

1<1!<)=1+ 1 @+ 2)k§_
4( k2 + sk2)’
=14 [0+ R+ KT
43 KE+KkD+2(1+ 2 kK2
! 1h ! 1
k =5 'y, k o+ ( L ok

o4)

(53)

(56)

k is the anisotropic sound attenuation coe cient of the nematic. To arrive at the

previous correlation functions we took into acoount that

ir i3 and Q; are not correlated,

and that fortypicalvalues of them aterial param eters of a them otropic nem atic the relation
| | |

ck 'v k ;!'t k ! k

°n

Follow ing the sam e procedure described above, it can be shown that

, which are equivalent to [26), hods.

In n k;! wm  k; ! = —k Q0+ )—
o | 2 k
vl
2
4 r
124+ 12k 124 12
nD | | Eo k
Re n k;! w k ! = = a+ VK2 + (@ ) K
14 14 2
2 .k
| 2
< Dy kg
T + -4
12412 k 2+ ck)’+
] 39
k =

nD Eo

! ! 1+ 2+ 1 k, 12
In % k;! n k; ! = ( )+ % —

o k?
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nD | k. k- a ( Lk k + w2 Kk
In % k;! % k ! = —=
! ! o Kk? c2k? 124 12 ]L
2
2 !
k
1
+24 :
2 (1+ck)’+ % k
| 39
k =
—> (60)

T hese expressions determ ine the required nem atic’s correlation functions, Egs. [23)-[25).

IVv. RESULTS

In I we showed that in equilbrium , the m ain contrbution to the dynam ic structure
factor ofthe m purities isa centralR aylkigh lorentzian peak. H owever, when com pressibility
e ects are considered, the equilbriim dynam ic structure factor of the In purities involves
the equilbrium auto-correlation function ofthe uctuating com ponent ofthe velocity along
]!< . In previous work we have shown that this correlation function contains inform ation
about the propagating sound m odes of the nem atic which gives raise to its B rillouin peaks
[L8]. Therefore, it can be expected that the light scattering spectrum of the in purities w ill
also show these features and it should also exhibit two B rdllouin-lke peaks. For this reason,
hereafter we w ill only consider the behavior of the dynam ic structure factor, S ]'< ;1 , for
frequenciescloseto ! = 0 and ! = ¢k.

T he evaluation ofthe di erent contrioutionsofs ]'< ;! can be sin pli ed by considering
the order ofm agnitude ofthe Involved m aterialparam eters. The di usion coe cients ofdyes

in a them otropic nem atic are of the order ofD 107 an? s ! [B], whik Pra typical room

tem perature them otropic we have lgan?3, c 10 an st, 10 poise,
DT 10° an? s! and K 107 dyn. At low concentrations (5% ) c, 16° an 3.

This in plies that the characteristic di usion tin e of the im purties is much slower than
the corresponding one to the director relaxation and, therefore, to all the other dynam ic
processes, !, ]'< ' ]'< . Therefore, by inserting Egs. [49)-[60) into Egs. [23)-[29)
and retaining only the leading tem s corresponding w ith the previous orders of m agnitude
ofthem aterial param etersat ! ' ! ]'< Raykigh peak, R) and at ! ’ ck B rdlouin

14



|
peaks B ), we cbtain explicit expressions or the di erent contrbutions of S k ;! which

are given below .

A . Equilibbrium Light Scattering Spectrum
1. CentmmlPeak

In order to com pare the relative e ect of the com pressible character of the solvent and
the external concentration gradient on the spectrum ofthe in purties, we de ne the din en—

|
sionless structure factor S k ;! by

|
s kil —— (61)
St k ;0

n

|
w here Sjef k ;! represents the structure factor of an incom pressible nem atic in the equi-

Ibrium state. W hen the incom pressibility condition is in plem ented in Eq. [19) we cbtain

|
! 'k
S$T k! 2 § "0 e— 1 (62)
12+ 12k

From Egs. [19) and [53) it ©llow s that the equilbbrium dynam ic structure factor of the
|

in purties for an all frequency shifts, ie. ! / !y k ,isa Lorentzian gien by
2 13
1 kT, ¢ Dia K
SE (1) = 5 41+ 20 —5; (63)
1+ ‘5 ng !D ]'(
I
w here the nom alized frequency !, !'=l5 k hasbeen used. The second temm on the

r. h. s. represents the contribution due to the nem atic’s com pressibbility. This can be seen
m ore clearly if this temm is rew rtten In tem s of the isentropic com pressibility de ned by
the themm odynam ic relation = 1= .. The value of thistem can be estin ated by taking
typical values of the involved param eters. Indeed, in the case ofthe di usion oftwo di erent
dyes (m ethylred and nitrozo dim ethylaniline) at the room tem perature in the them otropic

nem aticM BBA at low concentrations (5% ), we have

S
e : 10" (64)
o5 !D k

15
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FIG . 2: Nom alized central peak in equilbrium, S;¥, as function of the nom alized frequency
'o. (| ) corregoonds to a com pressble nem atic solvent and (- — -) denotes the incom pressible
contribution cbtained In I. S:q is calculated from Eq. [63) for typical values of the m aterial

param eters and the scattering geom etry shown m Fig. 1with k; =1 10°an * and =1 .

which inplies that the com pressbility contribution to the central peak m ay be signi cant
and of the order of 10% . To illustrate this e ect quantitatively we consider a xed k
corresponding to an incident wave with k; = 10° an ! fora scattering angle = 1, in the
scattering geom etry of Figl. Ifwe plot S;7 for both, the incom pressble and com pressble
cases as functions of ! ,, we get the curves shown in F ig. 2. N ote that the dynam ic structure
factor In the com pressible case (continuos line) ishigherand w ider than in the lncom pressble
situation (dashed line). Forc, = 2 10° an ® (diluted suspension at 1% ) the relative
di erences of the height and half width at half height are 5% and 25% , respectively. For
=1 16° am °® diluted suspension at 5% ) this changes are 25% and 11% , which may

be signi cant.

2. Brilbuin Peaks

T he B rillouin peaks are Jocated at the frequencies ! / gk and Egs. [19) and [53) yield

the follow ing expression for the nom alized B rillouin spectrum ofthe im purities In term s of

16



o 2 3

1ks ToG, 1 1 7
ST (1) = —-Bo% § i + > 5; (65)
° Lot &5+ 2 o § o+ 2
| |
wih (k)=!y, k . First, notice that the ratio of the m axin a of the central and
B rillouin peaks is
kg T
_ B oco: (66)
ocg o

Thus, if we consider the order of m agnitude of the nvolved param eters for the di usion of
dyes i a typical them otropic nem atic as above, it ©llow s that 10'° . This show s that
the B rilloiun com ponent of the light scattering spectrum ofthe In purities is negliglble when
com pared in front of its centralpart.

B . Nonequilbrium Light Scattering Spectrum

W e now consider the e ect of the concentration gradient on the dynam ic structure factor
of the in purities when the solvent is In its nem atic phase. &t is convenient to introduce the
nom alized concentration gradient com ponents by
ai |

ki ’

a; ©7)

1. CentalPeak

Ifwe keep only the dom inant tem sEgs. [23)-[29), ora; in therange 10 ® < a; < 1,we
obtain that at low frequencies, ! ’ !p ]'< ; Sod ]!<;! Shioe ]!<;! Sh ]!<;!
and the lading nonequilbrium contribution to the dynam ic structure factor can then be
w ritten in the form

| |

2 ¥ 2 ¥

ke T 1 aj k as k

SIS (1) = — 220 )2 : — —5 (68)
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Thus, In the nonequilbriim state the central peak of the dynam ic structure factor, Sy =
S+ Sp°Y, takes the fom

8 1
<
~ CokBTo( DR
Sg (1o) = 5 1+ T
1+ !O: ch !D k
2 , ! , ! 39
ka T a; k a; k =
=R KA ———— —5 (69)
olp k 'v, k 'y, k ’

T his result indicates that the e ect of the concentration gradient increases both, the height
and the halfw idth at halfheight of the spectrum . The rwlative m agniude of the nonequi-
lbrium contribution ism easured by the function

Se Si7_ GkeTop, 3 | &

= Ssq = e ki ™ ™ (70)
Ifwetakeq 16°an *,T, 300K ,D 100 an?s?t, 10! poise, , 1lgam?,
ki 10 an ! and sm all scattering angles, 1, a typicalvalue is
kg T
S o2 4242, 1)

JD K

T his suggests that the nonequilbriim contrbution could be signi cant, 10% , or nor-
m alized concentration gradients as snallas a 10° , which are our orders of m agnitude
an aller than those gradientsused In I. In Fig. 3 we compare Sg (!,) wih its equilborium
com ponent Slfq (!,) for the di usion of dyes in the themn otropic nematic M BB A at low
concentrations (5% ), for the follow Ing speci ¢ values of the nom alized concentration gra—
dient, ax = a, = 0,a, = 1 10°, and for the scattering process shown in Fig. 1 with
ki = 10°an ', = 1. W e notice that the spectrum becom es higher and w ider when the
concentration gradient is present (continuos line) than in the equilbrium case (dashed line).
For the oconsidered values of the nvolved quantities the Increm ent in the height is about
25% and the change in the halfw idth at halfheight is  12% .

2. Brilbuin Peaks

Follow ing the sam e procedure, we nd that the leading contribution to the nonequilibbrium
|
part ofthe dynam ic structure factorat ! ’/ gk arises from S22 k ;! .M ore speci cally,

18
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FIG .3: Nom alized centralpeak Sg (!,) asgivenbyEq. [69) ork; =1 10°an ' and =1 . (-
- represents the equilbriim contrbution. (| ) denotes the dynam ic structure factor in theN E SS

Induced by a nom alized concentration gradient !a @xjayiaz;) with ay, = a, = 0,a,=1 10 6

(=0).
D | ' E
from the cross correlation rn k;! % k; ! and the nom alized form given by
[61l) we get
" ! #
2
ks ToD 4 _ ! k, _ !
Si¥(ly) = =2 °%kk? 2,3 k + 1 = k.3, k
s (o) 2K 1 K3 3 . X0
1 I
kKA k ( Lk k I
-0
; 72
2, i 1+ 12’ 72)
w here
! @+ K+ a K
Ak 4 2 & —3; @3t s 2 4)k_§
sk +k)D)+H 200+ o 3) kS kZ
+ @1+ 2 23 i+ kD e (73)

N otice that the nonequilbrium tem is an odd function of the frequency and, as a conse—

quence, the external concentration gradient induces an asymm etry in the spectrum in such

a way that one of its B rillouin peaks increases w hilke the other decreases in the sam e am ount

w ith respect to their equilbrium oounterparts. This e ect is linear In the concentration

gradient m agnitude. Furthem ore, sihce it can be readily shown that the function S;° does
I

not varies considerably over the frequency intervals of the order of k amund ¢k,we
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can m ake the approxin ation

" L
2
kg T.D k,
SET (1) = %klkﬁ 2k,a; + 1 - k, 3,
o5 ?
kA ( Lk

2 . (74)
*n3

where the upper sign corresponds to the peak located at gk and the lower sing to the

peak at c.k. The relative m agnitude of this e ect is given by the quantity

" L
se S kkk: Kk, © . _
= A - 2kza3 + 1 — k? ay

She k3 k>

LT

12 !
'z,

(75)

whose signi cance can be estin ated by taking Into acoount the order of m agnitude of the
nvolved param eters and introducing the nom alized gradient com ponents according to [67) .
In thisway we nd that

10" ka2 an = (76)

This In plies that the nonequilbriim ocontribution to the Brllouin part of the soectrum
could be signi cant only for nom alized gradients of the order of a 102 , which aremuch
larger than those considered for the centralpeak. M oreover, if the angular dependence of
is taken into acoount, it tums out that this contribution is actually one order of m agnitude
an aller.

In order to com plkte our analysis we now com pare the nom alized B rillouin com ponent
of the dynam ic structure factor of the in purities, Sg ]'< ;! , with respect to S;° ]'< ;o
using the sam e values of the m aterial param eters as before. For instance, for a nom alized
concentration gradient with components a, = a, = 1 10!, a, = 0, and the scattering

process shown In Fig. 1 with k; = 10° an *

and = 90, the height of the B rillouin peak
Iocated at ! = gk increases 7% whilke the one located at ! = gk decreases by the
sam e am ount, as shown In Fig. 4. Finally, we stress that both, the B rillouin com ponent
of the spectrum and the nonequilbrium e ect on the B rillouin peaks are several orders of
m agnitude an aller than the central com ponent and the nonequilbrium e ect on this peak,
respectively. Thus, the possbl experin ental cbservation of the e ects discussed in this

I
work seem s to be m ore feasble for the central com ponent of S k ;!
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FIG . 4: Nom alized Brillbuin spectrum Sy (!,) as given by Egs. [69) and [72) fork; = 1 10°
an ' and = 90 . (-—-) representsthe equilbriim part ofthe spectrum whilke (| ) isthe dynam ic
structure factor In the N E SS Induced by a nom alized concentartion gradient w ith com ponents

ax=ay=1 10%,a,= 0.
V. CONCLUDING REM ARKS

Sum m arizing, by using a uctuating hydrodynam ic approach we have investigated theo—
retically the in uence ofthe e ectsproduced by a uniform im purities concentration gradient
on the light scattering spectrum ofa suspension in a com pressble nam atic solvent. W e com —
pared both cases, when the solvent is In a fully them odynam ic equillbbrium state and In a
non-equilbrium steady state induced by a dye-concentration gradient. In the fom er state,
the spectrum is symm etric (Lorentzian) w ith respect to the frequency shifts, but anisotropic
through is explicit dependence on the di usion coe cients of the dye, paraliel and nor—
m alto the m ean m olecular axis of the nem atic. T he values of these coe cients were taken
from experim entalm easurem ents of di usion ofm ethylred and nitrozo dim ethyl aniline in
aM BBA solvent. O ur results showed that the com pressbility increases the height and the
w idth at m id-height w ith respect to the incom pressible case In am ounts which vary up to
25% for a dye diluted suspension at 5% n M BBA.

A s was discussed above, the nonequilbrium correction tums out to be several orders
of m aniude larger for the central peak of the spectrum than for the Brillouin part. The
Raylkigh peak becom es higher and wider when the concentration gradient is present w ih
respect to the equilbrium case. For the considered values of the involved quantities, the
Increm ent In the height is about 25% and the change In the halfw idth at halfheight is
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12%

, as Indicated In Fig. 3. The size of this e ect depends on the square of the gradient

ocom ponents.

To our know ledge, the physical situation deal w ith here has not been considered In the

literature and ourm odel calculations yield new resuls that m ight be ocbservable; how ever,

this ram ains to be assessed.
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