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We argue that a finite iteration of any surface fractal candmeposed of mass-fractal iterations of the same
fractal dimension. Within this assertion, the scatteringbtude of surface fractal is shown to be a sum of the
amplitudes of composing mass fractals. Various approxamatfor the scattering intensity of surface fractal
are considered. It is shown that small-angle scattering(Som a surface fractal can be explained in terms of
power-law distribution of sizes of objects composing tteetal (internal polydispersity), provided the distance
between objects is much larger than their size for each cemganass fractal. The power-law decay of the
scattering intensity (¢) oc ¢ %, where2 < D; < 3 s the surface fractal dimension of the system, is realized
as a non-coherent sum of scattering amplitudes of threertiianal objects composing the fractal and obeying
a power-law distributiorl N (r) < »~"dr, with Ds = 7 — 1. The distribution is continuous for random fractals
and discrete for deterministic fractals. We suggest a motdelirface deterministic fractal, the surface Cantor-
like fractal, which is a sum of three-dimensional Cantortsla various iterations, and study its scattering
properties. The present analysis allows us to extractiadditinformation from SAS data, such us the edges of
the fractal region, the fractal iteration number and thdisgdactor.
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I. INTRODUCTION Sometimes a succession of simple power-law decays with
different exponents can be observed in SAS data, which can

The small-angle scattering (SAS) of waves (neutrons, xbe explained bﬁlﬂresence of a few fractal structured-at di
rays, light) has been proved to be an important non-desateuct ferent scale< [ ]

method of determining the structural properties at nano and !N SAS scattering, one distinguishes between “mass” and
microscales [114]. These properties are usually obtaired f “Surface” fractals([B.[7]. The difference can be shown imarsi-
the curve of the elastic cross section per unit volume of th@le two-phase geometric C?anQUfaUOﬂ, where one phase is a
sample (scattering intensity}q) = (1/V')do /dQ versus the ~ Set of dimensiorDy, (‘mass”), embedded intd-dimensional
scattering wave vector (momentum)= (47/\)sin 6 (6 is real space, ?nd th? other phase is its complement set of di-
half the scattering angle andis the wavelength of the inci- MensionD;, (“pores”). In addition, the boundary between the
dent radiation). The scattering intensity is related togha- ~ Phases also forms a set of dimension(“surface”). Then for

tial density-density correlations in the sample by the fegur @ mass fractal, we haw; = Dy, < d andD,, = d, while
transform. for a surface fractaD,, = D, = dandd — 1 < Ds < d.

A main indicator of the fractal structure is the power-law Experimentally, the difference between “mass” and “siefac
dependence of the scattering intenityl [5-9] fractals [5] 7] is revealed through the value of the power-la
scattering exponent
I(q) < q77, 1)

appearing as a linear dependence on the double logarithm plo
within some range in momentum space called the fractal re-
gion. This is due to the Hausdorff (fractal) dimension otfra For three-dimensional spacé & 3), this leads to a simple
tal structures, which is their essential characterist:{13].  interpretation of SAS experimental data: if the power-law e
One can adopt a simple descriptive definition of the Hausponentr < 3, the measured sample is a mass fractal, while if
dorff dimensionD of a set as the exponent in the relation 3 < 7 < 4 then the sample is a surface fractal.
N o (L/a)P for a — 0, whereN is the minimum num- It should be emphasized that the above interpretation of a
ber of open sets of diametemeeded to cover the set, ahd power-law scattering curve is not rigorous, because theepow
is the total length of the set. For a ‘usual’ object like btile  law dependencé&2) in some regiorngafan be “casual”. This
Hausdorff dimensions of volume and surface are equal to & a general problem of SAS, since unambiguous interpreta-
and 2, respectively. tion of scattering intensity is hardly possible. Mathe ity
in order to restore the spatial dependence of a function, one
should know its Fourier transform farbitrary Fourier com-
ponent. If only a finite range of wave vector is available then
* e-mail:|cherny@theor.jinr.iu this is an ill-posed problem in general. According to a rufle o
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thumb accepted among experimentalists, if a range, where thractals [[(¢) o« V2¢~P=] in various approximations. It is
power-law dependence is observed, is “sufficiently largeit ~ shown that when the distance between objects is much larger
the structure is interpreted as a fractal. than their size for each composing mass fractal, the poawer-|
For random (statistically self-similar) fractals, one @i decay of the scattering intensity of surface fractals i§ized
tain from SAS data the fractal dimension and, at best, the bo®@s a non-coherent superposition of three-dimensionattbje
ders of fractal regions, which give some information abbatt 0beying the discrete power-law distribution with the exgon
characteristic lengths of the fractal under investigaeee 7, which is shown to be equal = D + 1 with D being
Sec[T] below for details). Due to substantial progress imna  the surface fractal dimension. The SAS intensity from giobu
technologies, many deterministic (exactly self-similigc-  lar objects obeying the continuous power-law distributies
tal structures were synthesized artificially [[L6-24]. Asswa considered in the papér [28]. Itis shown that the SAS intgnsi
shown recentlyl[25—27], the scattering intensity of mosedi Of the discrete distribution has a close analogy to that ef th
perse deterministic mass fractals shows a generalizedrpowecontinuous distribution and obeys the generalized poaer-|
law decay (maxima and minima superimposed on a simpléecay with the exponer?, — 2d.
power-law decay) and contains additional information abou The paper is organized as follows: in 9ek. Il some important
the fractals such as the scaling factor, the number of friicta issues concerning SAS are discussed. The sdcfion Il isfimpo
erations, and the total number of structural units of whiwh t tant for understanding the main ideas of this paper. It shows
fractal is composed. how the SAS from a surface fractal can be treated in terms of

Deterministic fractals usually allow analytic solutiorer f the composing mass fractals within various approximations
the scattering amplitude and thus give us “exactly solvabldhe sectio IV describes the construction of the genemlize
models” for Studying the fractal Scattering propertiest“is Cantor surface fractal with controllable dimension, gm
paper, we build a model of Cantor-like deterministic sugfac by the scaling factor, and the fractal scattering propgie
fractal and investigate its properties. The surface ftdsta Studied. The internal polydispersity of discrete and cuomti
constructed as a sum of the Cantor dusts with controllablUs types and its role in SAS is considered in §éc. V, where
fractal dimension [25—27] at various iterations. The canst ~ We prove that the total surface of objects obeying the power-
tion suggests that in generahny surface fractal can be rep- law distribution with3 < 7 < 4 has the fractal dimension
resented as a sum of mass fractalis is because for mass Ds = 7 — 1. In Conclusion we summarize and discuss the
fractals, the mass and surface dimensions coincide. Ther&btained results.
fore, the infinite series of non-overlapping iterations afass
fractal has the mass dimensi@nwhile the surface dimension
of the constructed set is equal to the mass fractal dimension II. THEORETICAL BACKGROUND
A specific model of such surface fractal is given in $ec. 1V A.

We emphasize a few important issues here. First, a sur- |n 3 very good approximation, the differential cross sec-
face fractal can be constructed with subsequemovalof  iign of a sample exposed to a beam of neutrons, X-rays or

mass-fractal iterations from an initial set. For instarelling  |ight is aiven b do/d9) = [A(a)?. where A(q) =
mass-fractal iterations to a set is equivalent to subtigdtie gﬁ g y L2 o/ Al (@) =
4

itorations from | | his d , ps(r)e’?Td3r is the total scattering amplitud&; is the
same iterations from its complement set. However, this doegya| \olume irradiated by the incident beam, and the seatte

not lead to any problem, becauge one can always_exchanget length density, () is defined with the help of Dirac’s
fractal “mass” and “pores” density, thus transforming sabt function: ps (1) = Zj b;d(r — ;). Here,r; are the positions

tion into addition. We recall that two complementary Segi 4t microscopic objects like atoms or nuclei with the scanigr
the same diffraction pattern (Babinet'’s principle). Settahe lengthsh;
;.

notion t(r)1f Tais ];L?Ft? f{hmﬂd be U.Si(tj he;re \.Nf[t.h E[:rz:\uu_on, be- Let us consider a sample consisting of rigichcroscopic
cause the imit oinfiniterterations might not exist in the rgor- .objects of the density,,, which are immersed into a solid

aus mathetrr?_atmalaensithus gtlr\]/_lng ;[hedempg set m_érlns I|m|| matrix of densityp,,, and suppose that spatial positions and
owever, this probiem has nothing to do with possIbI€ reals, joniations are uncorrelated (this assumes that the ntmaee

|ztat|otns of fractlal st_ru_i[:turesdl% real materlagi, beca;"@rﬁ. tion of the objects in the solid matrix is low enough). Thea th
struc urtehs ?][e a"‘]{?‘{m'.te’ ar:. ’ efnce, ce:cnnot Ie GIiThp . IIS scattering intensity (differential cross section per woiime
means that for a finite iteration of mass fractal, all theisgal ¢\ sample) can be written as

fractal properties are confined to a finite range in real space

whether the limit of infinite iterations exists or not. Thggér 1 do )

the iteration number, the longer the fractal range in reatep I(q) = Vaag -~ V2 <|F(q)| > ) (3)

but the fractal scaling properties within this range wouid b

the same as if the limit of infinite iterations existed. wheren is the concentration of the macroscopic objects in the

The construction of a deterministic surface fractal withirradiated volumeAp = p.,, — p,, is the scattering contrast,
mass fractals enables us to write down the scattering ampl#” is the volume of each object anfd(q) is the normalized
tude of the surface fractal as a sum of the corresponding anscattering amplitude (form factor) of the object
plitudes of composing mass fractals. By using this represen
tation, we derive the exponent for the surface fractal isitgn 1 —igr
[I(q) x ¢P=—2] from the the scattering intensity for mass Flg) =+ /v e "dr, (4)



obeying the conditionF’(0) = 1. Here, the symbol---)
stands for the ensemble averaging over all orientationiseof t
objects. If the probability of any orientation is the santert

it can be calculated by integrating over all directions af th
scattering vectog [29].

Itis easy to derive a few useful properties of the form factor

(@), which are valid for a particle of arbitrary shape.

i) Scaling: if we scale all the lengths of the particld as 5!
thenF(q) — F(8q).

i) Translation: if the particle is translated— r + a then

F(q) — F(q) exp(—iq - a).

iii) Rotation: if the particle is rotated with an orthogonal ma-

trix r — Or thenF(q) — F(O"q). Recall that the in-

q!

verse of an orthogonal matrix is equal to the transpose of if /G- 1. (Color online) The SAS intensiti/l(5) from an ensemtfie

071 = OT, Where(OT)ij = Oji.
iv) Additivity of the nonnormalized scattering amplitude: if a
particle consists of two not overlapping subseasdIl, then
F(q) = (ViFr(q) + VitFu(q)) / (Vi + Vi)

The average over all directions of the scattering vegtior
Eg. (3) is analogous to diffraction with an uncollimated inea
in optics [27]: the interference patterns of plane waves)-co

two point-like objects with unit amplitude, placed rigidiiie dis-
tancel apart but randomly oriented. One can see the transition from
the coherent regime[¢) = 4] to the incoherent regime[q) = 2]
wheng > 27 /I: only a very few minima and maxima with decay-
ing amplitudes are quite pronounced. The fast decay of threledor
(e'?(r2=71)) is due to the average over all directions of the scatter-
ing vectorg, which is analogous to diffraction with an uncollimated
beam in opticd[27]: the interference patterns of plane waseming

ing from different directions, superimpose upon each otherfrom different directions, superimpose upon each otheis Tesults
This results in strong spatial incoherence: for the subBets is the same as if the strong spatial incoherence of the intideam

andII, the correlatof F;(q) Fi1 (q)) decays wheg > 2 /r,

is realized.

where r is of order of the distance between their centers
[27]. This indicates the border between the coherent regime

(where the scatteringmplitudesl’; F; andVy; Fy; should be
added) and incoherent regime (where the scattdritensi-
ties (|V7Fy|?) and (|V Fr|?) should be added). This can

For a mass fractal of the total lengthcomposed of small
“primary” structural units of sizé separated by distances
(I £ d < L), the normalized form factor can be estimated

be illustrated by a simple example of the SAS intensity fromqualitatively by the formula

two point-like objects, placed rigidly the distantapart. If
each of them has the unit amplitude, the intensity is writen
I(q) = (e’ + ¢'42|2), which yields after averaging over
the solid angle

sin gl

I(q) = 2(1 +

()

L, q<2m/L,

—Dm <g<
(d/L)", 2r/d S q S 2/l
(d/L)P=(ql/2m)~%, 27/l < q,

(6)

A fast decay of the coherence can be seen from[Fig. 1 whe(see Fig[R). Here is of the order of L/d)”~ in accordance

ql > 2m.

For a “primary” object like a ball or cube of total size
the intensity(|F'(q)|?) is of order one in the Guinier range
q < 27/l and decays as/q* in the Porod range > 27/l

[4.

with the definition of the fractal dimension.

Such a fractal can be constructed with a simple iteration
rule (an example is the Cantor dust considered in Secl]IV A
below): a “primary” object like a ball or cube or another sim-
ple shape generatébjects of the same shape but of the size

Almost all scattering properties of a complex object can bescaled by the factos,, which is smaller than one in general.
understood by means of the above simple properties of confhe initial single object (zero iteration) has the size afer

posing “primary” objects and transitions from coherentto i

ro. Then aftem iterations, the total number of the objects is

coherent scattering regimes. In the next section, we @utlinequal top = k", and they all are put somehow inside a form
and explain some basic properties of mass and surface fraof the total sizel.. The distances between the objects and their

tals.

I11.  GENERAL REMARKSABOUT SMALL-ANGLE
SCATTERING FROM MASS AND SURFACE FRACTALS

A. A massfractal with asinglescale

sizes are of orded = SI'L andl = jl'ry, respectively. The
mass fractal has the Hausdorff dimensiop obeying the re-
lation [13] k8P = 1.

Equation[(6) explicitly shows that the SAS intensity of mass
fractal is characterized by the four main regions: Guinter a
q < 2w/L, fractal a2n /L < g < 27/d, a plateau a2n/d <
q < 27/l, and Porod regime at=> 2w /1.

We make a few remarks here. First, the intensity in the

The scattering properties of mass fractals with a singliesca Guinier range is actually paraboli€{q) ~ 1(0)(1 —R§q2/3),

were studied in detail in the previous publicatidnd [26,.27]

whereR, is the radius of gyration. This parabolic behavior of
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10'F T > B. A surfacefractal with asingle scale
2 —~ m
(Fm@f) q
107F In accordance with the statement formulated in the Intro-
Foooofooooooeees duction,any surface fractal can be constructed as a sum of
10'7; appropriate mass fractals A specific example is given in
] Lid=10" Sec[IVA below, see Fil5.
10™ r =10 Let us consider the contribution of different mass fractal
r ) amplitudes to the total scattering intensity of a surfaee-fr
10'15: § | 1 tal for a finite iteratiomn. Recall that the non-normalized
oF 2 onlid 2eL/l 1 scattering amplitude is nothing biitF(g). Because of its
L e E— additivity [see the propertiv) in Sec[l], one can write the
10° 10 10 L10 10" 10 surface fractal amplitudd,,, (¢) as a sum of the mass fractal
q amplitudesh,,(q)
FIG. 2. (Color online) Generic normalized SAS intensitynfrsnass m
fractals with a single scale (solid black line). The inténsihows An(q) = Z M, (q). (8)
the presence of the four main regimes: Guinier (at sgalfractal "0

(at intermediatey), plateau (at largeg), and Porod (at high). The
characteristic lengths, d, and/ are explained in the text. The blue For simplicity, below in this section we omit the factor
dashed line shows the approximation of completely uncatedipri- |Ap|2 in Eq. [3) and denote the surface fractal intensity as

mary objects, composing the mass fractal. The scatteritegsity (s) . 9 .
of the object (like cube or ball) consists of the Guinier artd@l ~ 1m (@) = ([Am(q)[?). It follows from Eq. [8) that the in-

regions only. Note that a typical experimental SAS tool hasdy-  tensity I,(,f) (q¢) contains not only the mass fractal intensities
namic Q-rang@maz /gmin about two or three orders, so only a part (|M,,(¢)|?) but the correlators between the mass-fractal am-

of the shown curve can be observed in practice. plitudes
: o . o 1I¥(q) = M, (q)?
the intensity is ignored in the above estimations for theesak m (@) nzzo<| (@)F)
of simplicity. Second, thenassfractal region appears due to . .
spatial correlationsbetween the composing “primary” units + Y (Mi(@)My(q) + Mu(q)M;(q).  (9)
[&,]. For this reason, the fractal region of the mass-frac 0Sn<psm

tal is determined by the maximal and minimal distances be-

tween the centers of the structural units. Third, the platga

2w /d < g < 2w/l in the scattering intensity can be consid- 1. The approximation of incoherent mass-fractal ampliside
ered as a Guinier region for the primary unit (which is of the

ent units are not important in this region, and thus the totajerms in this equation and thus consideritieherent sunof
intensity is equal t times the intensity of the primary unit the mass-fractal amplitudes

(see the discussion in S&d. ). For the normalized intgmsit

primary globular unit of sizé, one can adopt the Porod-law m
relation I$(g) ~ Y (IMu(@)]). (10)
2 1, q 3 2m/l, h
<|F0(q)| > = (gl/2m)~%, 27/l <q. (") The behaviour of each term in the sum is known from the pre-

vious section and shown in Figl 2. Let us show analytically
As discussed above, it coincides with the last two rows inthat the surface fractal intensify {10) obeys approxinyates
Eq. (8) up to the factofd/L)"= = 1/p, which appears due to power-law decay with the exponeht- Dy, whereDg = D.,,.
the chosen normalization of the total intensity of masstédac For simplicity, we putl ~ | ~ 82 L in Eq. (8) thus neglecting

at zero momentum. The latter is equaptdimes the intensity  the plateau region. We havéM,,(q)|?) = V3<|F,§m) (@)]?)
of the primary unit (the coherent regime). Then neglectihg a with the volume of thenth mass fractal iteration given by
the spat_ial correlationbe'gweenthe primary opjects (units), V, = Vorkn = VOB:}(B—Dm)_ HereVj, is the volume of
composing the fractal, yields the scattering intensitwsno o «primary” object at zero iteration. If the object is a I
by the dashed (blue) line in Figl 2. Fourth, the “pure” power'radiusm thenVj, = 4773 /3, while for a cube of sizey it is

law functions with different exponents, given by Eq. (6) and iven bvr3. With substitutinal| M. 2y into E we
shown in Fig[2, is a simplification of an actual behaviour Ofgbtain Y- oMn(a)) a. (10,

the intensity. Actually, there is a complex pattern of maxim

and minima superimposed on the power-law decays. How- m

ever, this pattern is smeared and can disappear completely I®)(q) = Z%Qﬁszn(g’Dm)QF,gm) (q)%), (11)
when the polydispersity is developéd][26] 27]. n=0



which, in conjunction with Eq[{6), yields at= 27 /L
L(i)(q) B 1_552(m+1)(37Dm)
Vi

1 _ /852(3_Dm)

In a similar manner, we obtain at= 27 /(5 L)

1 — g2m+1)(3=Dum)

_ p4 6—Dyy, s
=B+ 1_ p26=Dm)

15 (q)
VO2

and aty = 27 /(8%L)

15 (q)
V2

| 1 BS(Qm—l)(S—Dm)

_ 38 10—Dm, 2(6— Dy,
- Bs + Bs + ﬁs 1 BSQ(?)—Dm)

The above intensities tend to/[1 — B2*~P=)], g4 +
BE~P /[1— 7P, ands + B10~ P 4 B1O7P) /(1
263=Pw)] respectively, form > 1. SinceB, < 1 and

2 < Dy = Dy < 3, one can neglect the ternﬁl and
B8 + p0—Pu in these expressions. This gives us

() (2
Ta) ()
that is, the appropriate value of the slopg — 6 on a double

logarithmic scale. Similarly, one can consider the intgnai
arbitrary wave vectorg = 2x /(52 L) forn < m.

)= 5,

2. The approximation of incoherent amplitudes of the priynar
objects

One can simplify the above analysis by neglecting the sp

5

q ~ 2r/(8" 'ry). Therefore, increasing by 1/43; times
leads to decreasing the intensity by35—P- times, and the
slope of the scattering intensity on a double logarithmescal
is 7 = log (1/8P-7°) /log (1/Bs) = Dy — 6. We arrive at
the power-law behaviout1)1(2) of surface fractal. Notatth
the inequality6 — Ds < 4 (which follows from Dy > 2) is
crucial in the above consideration. In the case of usuahsarf
dimensionD; = 2, all the terms in Eq[{12) decreasesldg*

and we cannot observe the fractal behaviour of the intensity
The numerical results are shown in Hij. 3a Bhd 3b.

The approximation of incoherent amplitudes of the primary
objects assumes that the spatial correlations betweerrithe p
mary objects are not important. It happens whigh > 1,
that is,the distance between objects is much larger than their
size for each mass fractal composing the surface fradtaé
reason is that the correlations between objects’ amplideée
cay very fast with growing the distances between their aante
(see the discussion in S&d. I1). Then the surface fractabmeg
lies where the correlations within one mass-fractal iterat
have decayed or the contribution of the other mass-fractal i
tensities are negligibly small.

One can prove this analytically with Eq§l (6) afd](11) in
general case (when the plateau presents) by analogy with the
derivations in SedTlIBN. However, one can understand the
main features of SAS from the surface fractal directly from
Fig.[4, which shows contributions of different mass fras'tal
intensities into the total intensity of the surface fractal

Indeed, the scattering intensities from mass-fractahiter
tions [by definition,(|M,(q)|2) = V2(|F\™ (q)[2)] always
obey the inequalitieg| My (0)?) < (| M1(0)]*) < ... <
(| M, (0)]). This is because the volume of mass-fractal itera-
tions decreases with its numberV,, = VoﬁS(S_Dm) (see the
discussion in Se€IIBI1), and F\™ (0)|?) = 1. The con-
tribution of the zero iteration dominates in its Guinier gan

& < 27 /ro because of its largest volume, but fpe> 27 /ro

tial correlations between composing units. We call this apyig intensity decays as/q* and can fall off faster than the

proximationthe approximation of incoherent amplitudes of

intensity of the first iteration, which contains the mass{ra

the primary objectand discuss its applicability below. Then, i, range obeying /¢”» with D,, < 3, see Figl#a. Then
as discussed in Sec. TMIA, one should use the approximatiopg|qy the crossover point, the first mass-fractal range con-

(IF"™ (@)P) =~ k~™(|Fo(q)) with I = By in Eq. (2).
We denote the intensity of unit at zero iterationfagsg) =
V(| Fo(q)|?) with I = ro and derive from Eq[(11)

IS(q) = Bre=P=)Io(8q). (12)
n=0

tributes substantially to the total surface fractal intgnsin

the mass fractal ranges, the correlations between congposin
units are important, and the approximation of incoherent am
plitudes of the primary objects breaks down. On the other
hand, ifd/l = ro/L > 1, the plateau is pronounced in each
mass fractal region, and we have no intersections between
Porod and mass fractal regions of consecutive mass fractal i

This equation is essential for simple understanding the fra erations, as one can see from Hify. 4b. This means that only

tal power-law behaviour of the scattering intensity. Theim
sity of the unit at zero iteratiod,(¢) obeys the Porod law,
i.e., Iy(q) ~ Iy(0) wheng < 2m/ry and starts decreas-
ing as1/q¢* wheng > 27 /rg. SincepS~Ps < 1, the first
term in the sum dominates fqr < 27 /ry. However, at the
point ¢ ~ 27/(Bsro) its contribution becomes abouy 5
times smaller due to the/q* decay, while the second terms

the Porod regions contribute to the total intensity of stefa
fractal, which implies the applicability of the approxirat
of incoherent amplitudes of the primary objects.

3. The surface fractal intensity in terms of the consecutive
mass-fractal iterations

is still remains the same. Thus the second term dominates

at this point if the surface dimension obeys the inequality So far, we consider approximation of incoherent mass-
6 — Ds < 4. Using the same arguments, we arrive at the confractal amplitudes[{11). However, it might be possible that
clusion that thenth term in Eq.[(ZIR) dominates at the point the spatial distances between different mass fractatiioers
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FIG. 3. (Color online) (a,b) SAS intensity from surface fac

(in units n|Ap|? V) versus momentum transfer. Solid (black) line
shows the approximations of incoherent mass-fractal daonuas
(@7), and dotted (blue) line shows the approximations obfiec-
ent amplitudes of the primary objecis112) at different ealof the
control parameters. The intensity represents the three regimes:
Guinier (at small), fractal (at intermediate), and Porod (at high).
The bigger the ratio of the distance between primary uhits the
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FIG. 4. (Color online) SAS intensity from surface fractabl[d
(black) line, in unitsn| Ap|? Vi) and the SAS intensities of compos-
ing mass-fractal iterations [solid (red) lines in the samig] versus
momentum transfer. When the ratig! increases, only the Porod
regions of the mass fractals contribute to the total intgnsi the
surface fractal, which means that the approximation of hiecent
amplitudes of the primary objects is applicable (see thailget ex-
planation in the text). The ratid/! is the same for all mass fractal
iterations, andl/l = L/ro.

tions like (Mg M), (M M,), and so on, and neglecting the
other correlations, we obtain from Ef] (9)

151(0) = S4Ma(@) + Mo (@) = 3 (Ma(@)?).
n—0 n=1

(13)

their sizel, the better the approximations of incoherent amplitudesThe first sum in the approximatiof (|13) iscoherent sum

of the primary objects works. (c) Generic normalized SA®rsity
from a surface fractal with a single scale. The charactetisbgths

of intensities ofpairs of consecutive amplitudes. Formally,
the sum of two consecutive mass-fractal iterations is ingthi

ro andl are of the order of the largest and smallest sizes of the,unitse|se but a mass fractal with the same single scale. It can be

respectively.

considered as a mass fractal with complex composing units.
Then, in accordance with the above discussions, its SAS in-
tensity behaves like a mass fractal with the power-law de-

and between composing units within one mass fractal iteracay 1™ (q) ~ ¢~ P=. Applying the same arguments as in
tion can be of order of their sizes, and we have to take inte>eCLIIIB yields the power-law decay of the intensityl(13):
account the interference terms in Eg. (9). This fact does not,(,i) (q) ~ ¢P==%atD,, = D,. Inthe same manner as in

change the main conclusions of our paper thatSAS inten-

Sec[IIIB 2, we obtain that Ed. (1L3) leads to the approxinmatio

sity of a surface fractal can always be represented as a surof incoherent amplitudes of the primary objects wides- |.

of intensities of composing mass fractdtsdeed, considering

By analogy with the pair consecutive amplitudes, one can

the correlations between two consecutive mass fractal-iter further improve the approximatiop ({13) for the SAS intepsit



by including the triple consecutive amplitud@s/,, + M,, 1+
Mn+2 |2>

volume dimension and surface dimensions in the GCF is a
generic characteristic of mass fractal (see Introduction)

The approximations for the surface fractal amplitude are Them-th iteration of the three-dimensional Cantor-like sur-

considered in SeE_TVID below.

4. The generic scattering intensity from a surface fractihwa
single scale

face fractal is built as aumof the Cantor dusts of iterations
from zero tom, see Fig[h. In order to avoid the overlapping
between the different iterations of the Cantor dust, théaini
radius should be restrictedy < L(1 — 255)/2. By the con-
struction, the initial lengtti. is nothing else but the size of the
surface fractal ifn is big enough. The essential difference be-

For a surface fractal composed of “primary” units, the qual-tween the Cantor mass and surface fractals is that, at a given
itative formula for the normalized SAS intensity takes theiteration, the mass fractal consists of subunits with threesa

form

L, q 5 2m/ro,
<|F(s)(Q)|2>2 (q7‘0/27T)DS_6, 21 /rg S q S 2w/,
(ro/1)P~%(ql/2m)~", q 2 2/,

(14)
(see Fig[Bc), and in this casg and! are of the order of
the largest and smallest sizes of the units, respectivdtis T
approximation always reproduce correctly thadersof the
fractal region for a surface fractal and the rough structire
the scattering intensity.

IV. DETERMINISTIC SURFACE FRACTALS

A. Construction and properties

The Cantor-like surface fractal is constructed as a sum o h
mass generalized Cantor fractals (GCF), which are sugtjest
and discussed in detail in Refs. [251-27]. The GCF is als

called Cantor dust. Let us recall the construction algaoritor
the GCF. We start with a cube of edgeand choose a Carte-

sian system of coordinates with the origin in the cube cente
and the axes parallel to the cube edges. The zeroth iterati

(called initiator) is a ball of radius, in the origin. The itera-
tion rule (generator) is to replace the ball wittsmaller balls
(k = 8) of radiusry = (sro, Where the parameték, called

scaling factor, obeys the condition< 5s < 1/2. The centers
of the eight balls of radiug; are shifted from the origin by
the eight vectors

a; = %&L{il,il,il} (15)

size, while the surface fractal consists of subunits withk di
ferent sizes, obeying the discrete power-law distributitime
difference is apparent from Figl 5.

At the m-th iteration, the three-dimensional Cantor-like
surface fractal is composed 8f,, =1+ k + k> +--- + k™
balls

Ny = (K™ =1)/(k = 1) (17)

(with & = 8), whose radii and volumes are distributed in the
following way. One ball of radius, has volumetrry/3, k
balls of radius; = Bsro have the volumé4rrs /3, k? balls

of radiusr, = %1 have the volumé?47r3/3), and so on.
Then, the total volume of surface fractalratth iteration is
given by

1— (kB2

V=Yo7 1

(18)

ith the volume of zero iteratiof, = 4713 /3. Because of

e inequalityk 32 < 1, the total volume[{18) is finite in the
imit m — oo, and then the Hausdorff dimension of the fractal

Rrolumeis equal to 3.

The contribution of the initiatorre = 0) to the Hausdorff
dimension of the totadurfaceof the Cantor-like fractal is ob-

é/iously equal to 2, which yields the lower limit for the suréa
dimension, while the contribution of the-th mass iteration

for m — oo is given by the fractal dimensiof ({16). Then
we arrive at the the Hausdorff (fractal) dimension of thaltot
surfaceof the Cantor-like fractal

b 2, for0 < B, < 1/Vk,
* = Ink/Ing, for1/Vk < B <1/2.

The threshold valug, = 1/\/E corresponds td,;, = 2 in
Eq. (I8), which yields3, = 1/(2v/2) = 0.353...for k = 8.

(19)

<
<

with all the combinations of the signs. The next iteratiores a When the scaling factos, is smaller than this value, the total
obtained by performing an analogous operation to eadh of surface of the fractal is finite even in the limit — oco. As
balls of radius-;, and so on (see Filgl 5). The fractal dimensionexpected|[5|16,18], the surface Hausdorff dimension sasisfie

of the Cantor dust (mass Cantor fractal) is givenlby [26]

Dy =—Ink/In S (16)

with & = & for the Cantor dust in three dimensions. It lies

within 0 < Dy, < 3. We emphasis that théausdorff (fractal)
dimension of the totatolumeof the balls coincides with that
of the totalsurfaceof the spheres in the limitt — co. This is
a seemingly paradoxical conclusion resulted from the it&ini
mathematical procedure — oo. The coincidence of the

the conditio2 < Dy < 3.

B. Monodispersefractal form factor

At n-th iteration the mass GCF is composed of balls of
the same siz&?ry. The normalized scattering amplitude is

known analytically/[25, 26]
F{™(q) = Fo(Blqro)G1(a)G1(Bsq) -~ G1 (8] 'q), (20)



Fy(gro).

The surface fractal, by its intrinsic construction (seegies
vious section), is the sum of mass GCF at various iterations,
and, hence, we should add the amplitudes of the mass fractal
iterationsV (k3%)" F\™ (q) and normalize the result to one
atg =0

1-kB

Fr(rf)(q) = 1— (kﬁg)”“’l

(kBH"F™(q),  (22)
=0

where the normalization conditioﬁ,(,f)(o) = 1 is satisfied.
Then the scattering intensity is calculated with Ed. (3)

1)) = 19 0)(|FS) (@)]") (23)
with 1% (0) = n|Ap|* V2, whereV,, is given by Eq.[(I8).

The radius of gyratiolR, is related to the expansion of the
scattering intensity fog — 0 [2]

I(q) =I(0)(1 — ¢*RZ/d+---) (24)

with d = 3 for three-dimensional space. The calculations
of the fractal radius of gyration can be simplified, since the
expansion of form facto(20) is radially symmetric up to

guadratic terms ig due to the cube rotational symmetry. This

implies that the total form factor of the surface fracfall)(22

has the same symmetry as well, which leads7 (q) =

1 —¢*R2/6 + ---. Expanding Eq.[{20), substituting the re-

sult into Eq. [(2R), and combining the terms proportionajto

yield
Lt L e 1/2
d . (Y ° e 3 2 L= B o
e e o o ® ° R, == 3 L , 25
e cel L e ey g (5““ 1+8 (23)
.. e ° .o hd 0 e © > .° ® H H I
e e ° 4 e . where the dimensionless paramete@ndy are given by
—I_.: . ° ..' °, _..on o.'o‘. _1_x1_ym+l B 1— g™ 1— 2 1_ym
. L .: . o ° o' . M_l—yl—xm+1’ Tl — gt yl—yl—xm+1
o o0 ¢ n °
. ° with » = kB3 andy = kB2. The radius of gyration of the
Cantor surface fractal takes a simple form whenr- oo
FIG. 5. (Color online) Upper panel: The initiator (m=0) aniffi (31— KBS, 3 (1—B)? 332 1/2 26
three iterations of thenassgeneralized Cantor fractal (Cantor dust). e~ \51— k35 o+ 1— kB8 Ps ’ (26)

Each ball of radius.,, generateg = 8 balls of radius ,,+1 = Bs7m
at each subsequent iteration; Lower panel: the secondidteraf the
Cantor-likesurfacefractal that is a sum of the mass fractals of zeroth,

- ; ! C. Polydispersefractal form factor
first, and second iterations.

In most cases, a real system consists of fractals of various

whereG (q) = cos(ug. ) cos(ug,) cos(ug.) is the generative ~ Sizes and forms (polydispersity). We can model polydispers
function depending on the relative positions of the baksda Py considering an ensemble of GCF with different lengtbs

the first iteration of the fractal. Here the initial cube taken at random (thatiss here the length of
the initial cube and the ratilyr, is held constant over the en-
Fo(2) = 3(sinz — zcos 2) /2%, (21)  semble, see SEc.TMA). Note that in the previous sections, we

. ) . denote the length of the initial culle, while in the presence
is the form factor of ball of unit radius, and= L(1 — 5:)/2.  of polydispersity,L is the mean value of the cube length over
One can put by definition for the zeroth iteratib‘gwm)(q) =  the ensemble.



The distribution functionD () of the fractal sizes is de-
fined in such a way thaD y (1)dl gives the probability of find-
ing a fractal whose size falls within the randel(+ di). We
consider here quite common log-normal distribution

llog(1/L) +o° /2]
202

D (i) = ) . @)

1
ol(2m)t/2 P <_

whereo = [log(1 + ¢2)]'/2. The quantitied, ando, are the
mean length and its coefficient of variation (that is, therat
the standard deviation of the length to the mean lengthgdal
also relative variance
L=(l)y, o:

(%), — L*)'/?/L, (28)

where (---) Jo -+ Dn(D)dl.  Therefore, by using
Egs. [3) and(27) the polydisperse intensity becomes

1@ =nlal [ (|| Y viopya, @)

where the amplitude is given by E@.{22).

D. Analysisof themain regionsin the scattering intensity

The numerical results for the SAS intensities of the first

three iterations of the surface Cantor fractal are shown in

Fig.[8. One can clearly distinguish four main subsequent re
gions: the Guinier, intermediate, surface fractal, andoBor
regions.

1. The Guinier and intermediate regions

In the Guinier regiong < 27/L, we deal with completely
coherent scattering of all structural units with zero phdife
ference. Thus, the spatial correlations at the distancedsro
of the overall fractal sizé. are important.

In theintermediate regionwe observe a quite complicated
interference[(23) of the scattering amplitudes of mass @ant
fractals [20) composing the surface Cantor fractal. Thé sca
tering from Cantor-like mass fractals was studied in detail
Refs. [25527].

The correlations of amplitudes of structural fractal udits
cay subsequently with increasingThus, the correlationse-
tween the amplitudes of different mass fractal iteratidesay
(thatis(F\™ (q)F\™ (q)) ~ 0 for n # j) wheng > 27/,
with r,,; being a typical distance between balls in itk and

jth mass fractal iterations. Then we derive from Elgsl (22) and

()
I3(a)/15)(0) = (IEY (a)]?)

(1—kB3)? m k3320 (| fr(m) 2 30
(1 egpyry? 2 HEHIE @F), (30

wherek = 8.

9

Further, fornth mass fractal iteration, the spatial correla-
tions between the ball positions become immaterial at the up
per border ofmassfractal rangey ~ 47 /[(1 — Bs)Br1L]
and higher due to transition from to the incoherent scatter-
ing regime, where we haveF\™ (q)|2) ~ F2(8"q)/k", see
Refs. [26] 2[7]. Therefore, when the correlatidiegween the
amplitudes of all ballcomposing the surface fractal are neg-
ligible, we obtain from Eq[({30)

I9(¢)/12(0) = (|FY(q)*)
(1—KBD> N pn gon g2/ gn
(1= (k) ;k B Fy (Bl aro).

Besides, each ball of radiug 3!’ behaves as a point-like
object with F'(¢) ~ 1 unless the wave vector gets larger than
aboutr /(roS2), see the discussion in SEd. II. This means that
we observe an interference pattern of the point-like object
with the amplitudes proportional to their volumiég32™ (here
Vo = 4mr3/3) up togL < 2wL/ro = 1007 at the chosen
values of control parameters in Fid. 6.

We clearly see the second plateau where all the correlations
between the ball amplitudes have decayed but the balls still
scatter as point-like objects. Replacifg by one and sum-
ming the remaining terms in Eq._(31) yield the asymptotic
valuel?? of the second plateau

(kB
(1= (kB3

Note that the second plateau can be considered as the Guinier
region for a surface fractal composed of spatially uncatesl
objects, see Eq.(14).

We emphasize the following point. The surface fractal is
composed of the mass fractals. In spite of this fact, only the
scattering pattern from the first mass-fractal iteratiomima
fests itself in the intermediate region shown in Elg 6 at the
chosen values of the control parameters. If, however, time Ca
tor surface fractal construction starts from ttth Cantor mass
fractal withn > 1, one can observe a clearly pronounced
mass fractal regimeThis is a specific feature of the surface
fractal construction, which is not related to the surfaeetal
region, and we will discuss this property elsewhére [30}. In
stead, in this paper we focus on the nextface fractal region
with a complex pattern of maxima and minima superimposed
on a power-law decay(q) ~ 1/¢°~ "= (generalized power-
law decay).

(31)

1— (k)™
1—kf9

1% /18)(0) (32)

2. The surface fractal and Porod regions

If the ratiod/l = L/rq is chosen to be large enough, the
fractal region of a surface fractal arises as a resuinod-
herentdiffraction of all units composing the fractal (see the
discussion in Sed.1IBI2). This means that we shoadil
up intensitiesof the fractal units together but not their ampli-
tudes. Then the scattering intensity can be easily cakdiat
the fractal region, once the fractal structure is known. tRer
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FIG. 7. (Color online) Scattering from entire surface fedct
[Eqg. (23)] and the separate contributions of the mass friteta-
FIG. 6. (Color online) Scattering intensity§23), normalizto one  tions composing the surface fractal. Herg = ("o is radius of
atg = 0, for the first three iterations of the monodisperse surfacethe balls for thenth iteration. (a) Monodisperse scattering. (b) Poly-
fractal versus the wave vector (in units of the inverse totattal ~ disperse scattering with relative variance= 0.4 (compare with the
size). (a) Scattering curve for theth iteration is scaled up for clarity Model curves shown in Figl 4b)
by the factor10?™. The Guinier, intermediate, fractal, and Porod
regions are shown in black, red, green, and blue, respéctiye)

Asymptotes of the plateali{32) are indicated in ash-dot.cyan ball in our case), obeying the Porod |3Wq4-

FiguredY anflI8a illustrates that the scattering intendity o
a surface fractal in the fractal range is actually realizeda
Cantor surface fractal (see Sec. TV A), we have, first, the connon-coherent surof intensities of a system of balls. One can
tribution of the central ball (the first mass fractal iteoafi,  see from FiglBa that in the fractal regiottry < q < 7/,
see Sedl/y(q) = n|ApPVEFZ(qro) with Vo = 47r3 /3 we have a very good coincidence between exact forfiula (23),
and Fy being the ball volume and its form factdr {21), re- the approximation[{30) neglecting the correlations betwee
spectively. Second, the contribution of the first mass &lact mass fractal amplitudes, and completely incoherent sum of
iteration isk3%1,(Bsq) (because it consists df = 8 balls intensities of the ball{{31), which are discussed in détail
with radii Bs7), and so on. Repeating all the arguments ofSec[TVD 1.
Seg.[ﬂm, we explain the exponeiil; — 6 in the fractal In order to observe deviations form the surface fractal
region of the surface fractal. power-law 1/¢°~P=, one can scale out it and thus depict
For high wave vectorg > = /r,,, we havethe Porod re- ¢%~P=1(q) as a function of; in a log-scale, see Fifj] 8b. The
gion, which is determined by the size of the smallest fractalminima and maxima exhibit an approximate log-periodicity
subunits, balls of radius,, = 82"r. In the Porod region, the with the scale factorl/3,. This result has analogy with
scattering intensity resembles the intensity of the ititiga  deterministic mass fractals_[27], but its nature is differe
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Indeed, the log-periodicity in mass fractals arises from th 10" g —

self-similarity ofdistancedetween the structural units, while i Total scattering intensity of 3D Cantor SF

the log-periodicity in surface fractals arises from thef-sel m/ m=3,p, =045 (D, =26) ]

similarity of sizesof the structural units. As usual, polydis- =~ 10'F ‘ L 4

. L. . K . E r =20

persity smoothes the minima and maxima spreading, which>~ E | Neglecting _ 0

can can have a dramatic effect on possible experimental ob= £ | correlations Z\grtrhaaﬁons 34 3

servations. Nevertheless, the effect still appears whéyr po ~° 10°E Eemt:,ﬂi‘jzf between two .

dispersity is not high, and the log-periodicity allows uste i consecutive

tract information about the scale factbt, of deterministic A MF amplitudes o]

surface fractals from SAS intensity obtained experiméntal 10° ﬁ%‘;f::g::}'f nof ~q 3
Itis clear that the more correlators in the total amplitude a frunits | ]

taken into accounts, the better the approximation worksl An ] |
conversely, the more correlators are neglected, the mere in 10'7g E

terference minima and maxima disappear from the scattering L 27/ L z/r z/r
intensity. The figurél9 shows how the different approxima- I
tions, discussed in Se€s_ITBIL B 2, and B 3, work. The @ 10 10’ ql 107 10°

most precise is Eq[{13), perfectly reproducing the interfe
ence minima and maxima. We emphasize, however, that such —— T —————————
an accuracy for the scattering intensity is not needed,useca
it is not observable in possible SAS experiments. For thergiv

-Polydisperse m=3,, =045 (D, =26), 5 =0.05

ratiod/l = L/rg = 20 >> 1, even the approximation of spa- & 10°f
tially uncorrelated units works fairly well, reproducinaifly :'5
well the “fine” structure of the SAS curve. e
3
2
V. POLYDISPERSE COMPONENTSWITHIN RANDOM S 10"

AND DETERMINISTIC SURFACE FRACTALS

A deterministic surface fractal can be seen as a system of
balls whose radii follow a discrete power-law distribution
Moreover, as discussed in S€c._ 1V D, positions of the balls
are not importanin the fractal regionfor the rough structure 10° — e
of the scattering curve. Then one can expect that the only (b) 10 gL 10
guantity, which is significant for the behavior of scatterin-
tensity in the fractal region, is the exponent of power-las¢ d

:jr!bu_tlgon_. To S.hr? W th'.s ,letus corrrllpa_re thﬁ discrete powrer-| Exact total scattering intensitly (23), the approximat[@d)(neglect-
Istribution with continuous one having the same exponent. ing the correlations between mass fractal amplitudes, angptetely

Itis important to make here a clear distinction between twQncoherent sum of intensities of the ballSI(31) are showrdak red,
types of polydispersities (log-normal vs. power-law) used and green, respectively. The fine structure of the intensiapprox-
this paper: the log-normal polydispersity are related ® th imated fairly well by the incoherent sum of intensities o thalls in
overall sizes ofdifferent Cantor surface fractals, which are the fractal region, since the ratio/ro = d/l is large. (b) The scaled
assumed to be taken at random, while the power-law polydisscattering intensityqL)°~"=1(q), shown in black, is a log-periodic

persity is used here for describing the distribution of th# b function with the factod / 3s. Polydispersity (red curve, scaled up by
radii inside onesurface fractal. the factor3 to facilitate visualization) smoothes the minima and max-

We consider further a system of non-overlapping balls inima spreading. The relative variance of polydispersitys equal to

three-dimensional space (see Figl 10) with continuoudly di 0.05.

tributed radiir, satisfying the conditiom < r < R, wherea

andR are the smallest and largest radius of the balls, respegreeded to cover the set spheresvhena — 0. The minimal
tively. The number of balld N () whose radii falls within the  nymber of balls of radius needed to cover sphereof radius
range ¢, +dr) is proportional talr/r™ with 3 < 7 <4. An s proportional to-2 /a2. Then the minimal number of balls
analog of finite iteration is the cutoff length for which only  for covering the system with a finite cutoff lengtlis is given

Monodisperse

FIG. 8. (Color online) Scattering intensity from surfacadtals. (a)

the balls of radii larger tham are considered. by the integral
The exponent can easily be related to the fractal dimen-
sion of thecombined surface areaf the balls (see Refl [11] 1 [E 9 1
and Appendix A in Ref[[47]). Let us prove that the total area N(a) o g/a drr™ " o ——, (33)

of the sphere surfaces has the fractal dimengion= 7 — 1.
According to the definition of Hausdorff (fractal) dimensjo whena — 0. Comparing this equation with the definition of
we should estimate the minimal numberbzils of radiuse ~ Hausdorff dimensioV (a) o a~P: yields Dy = 7 — 1 with



— Total scatlering iniensity of 3D Cantor SF '
_Q\ 4 - Approximation of independent units
N 5x1071=- —- Neglecting correlations between MF amplitudes -
\5 - - - -With correlations between two consecutive MF amplitudes
~
>E
Q L/r =20
o 4x10% ’
2 A m =3, p, = 0.45,
< (D.=2.6), 5 =0.01
S r
A
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1x10° 2x10° 3x10° ql. 4x10° 5x10°
FIG. 9. (Color online) The scaled scattering intengity.)* == 1(q)
of Fig.[8a, but in a large scale to compare different appraxioms.
The relative variance of polydispersity. is equal to0.01. The ap-
proximation, taking into accounts the correlations betweensec-
utive MF amplitudes[{113) [dashed (blue) line], perfectlpneduces

the total scattering intensity [solid (black) line].

2 < Dg < 3.
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wherek = 8 andO(z) is the Heaviside step function, that is,
O(z) = 1forz > 0 andO(z) = 0 otherwise.

For the continuous distribution considered abal®& [r)
r~7dr], we put first, the exponent = Dg + 1 with the
fractal dimensionD; being equal to the surface dimension
of the Cantor surface fractal); = —Ink/Ing,, and sec-
ond, the total number of balls being equal to that of the
mth Cantor fractal iterationV,,, [see Eq.[(Il7)]. We obvi-
ously haveN<nt (' < r) = Oyr~Ps + Cy, where the un-
known constant€’, andC, can be found from the conditions
Neont(p! < a) = 0and N (' < R) = N,,. We derive

E -1 (R/0)P — (R
k-1 (Rja)P-—1

Neot (! L) = (36)

This equation is valid for arbitrary lying betweern: and R,

otherwiseN <°" is zero forr < a and equal taV,,, = ’“mtl‘l
whenr > R. The parameter® anda should be chosen to
ensure that the continuous distributibnl(36) coincidek wie
discrete one[(35) at the points = Sro forn = 0,...,m.
Then they are given by

R=ry, a=p""r,.

(37)
Substituting the parametefs {37) into Hg.l(36) and using the

Let us show how the above method of obtaining Hausdorffelationk32: = 1 finally yield
dimension works in some specific cases. If we consider the

total volumeof the balls, their Hausdorff dimension is obvi-

ously equal taD = 3. Indeed, the minimal number of balls of
radiusa needed to cover ball of radiusr is proportional to
r3/a®, and we obtain in the same manner

(34)

because this integral converges at the lower limit of iraégn
whena — 0 for 7 < 4. Note that ifr > 4, the total volume
of the balls diverges whea — 0, which means that such

_ kMt — (rg/r)Ps

Ncont l<
(r' <) -

(38)

Because of the dominant contribution of small radii in the
“cumulative” distributions[(35) and[{38), it is more insttive
to drawN (r' > r) = N,,, — N(+' < r) (thatis, the number of
balls with radiir’ obeying the condition’ > r) as a function
of 1/r. The double logarithm plot is shown in Flg.J11. One
can see that the polydispersity distributions are alikehim t
power-law exponent and coincide at the “corner” points.
Once N (" < r) is known explicitly as a function of,

system of balls cannot be realized without overlaps betweef® normalized distribution can be obtained by the relation
them at sufficiently lows. If = < 3, the integral in Eq[{@3) ~(r) = (1/Nm)dN/dr. We obtain from Eqs[(35) and (38),

converges for — 0, which impliesN (a) « a2, andDs =

2. This is in complete analogy with the Cantor surface fractal

whose surface dimension cannot be lower thdsee the last
paragraph of SeE 1VIA).

Note that the positions of the balls in real space are sup-

posed to bespatially uncorrelatedin spite of this, the spatial

correlations are still present in the system, because they a

respectively,
D) = AL S st — i), (39)
N r_kmﬂ—l r 270),
j=0
Dy rDs
D5 (r) 0 (40)

T pmtl _{ pDstL

present in each ball composing this fractal. The power-law ere the well-known formulal®(z)/dz = &(x) is used.

distribution of radii makes the resulting correlations ®df
the fractal type.

As expected, the discrete distribution functiénl(39) isegiv
by a sum of appropriately weighted Dirac’s delta-functions

In order to compare the discrete and continuous distribquuaﬂon@) is applicable fo#1r, < r < o, otherwise
S ’

tions, it is convenient to involve number of ballsthin a cer-

tain range which is not supposed to be small. It follows from ],X\s

the construction of thenth iteration of deterministic surface

D™ (r) = 0.
is shown in Sed_IVD, the scattering intensity of a
surface fractaln the fractal regionis a result ofincoherent

Cantor fractal (see Seic. [MA) that number of balls with radii yigtraction of the units composing the fractal, namely, Ibal

r’ lying within 7 < r is given by the equation

Ndiscr(rl <r) = Z E"O(r — Biro), (35)

n=0

for the Cantor surface fractal or the random fractal with the
power-low distribution. This means that the resulting mte
sity is a sum of the intensities of all balls composing thefra
tal. For a continuous distribution, the sum should be regadac
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FIG. 10. (Color online) A distribution of balls whose radiilow a 10" 10° 10’ 10°
power-law continuous distribution. qr,

FIG. 12. (Color online) The intensity of monodisperse sty
1) from surface fractals with a discrete (black) [EqJ]{39)d con-

] tinuous (red) [Eq.[{40)] power-law distribution of ballsmaposing
W the fractals. The intensities are normalized tg(0) of the discrete

3 distribution, and the momentum transfers represented in units of
2 | the largest ball radius/ro. The scattering from a surface fractal can
AN be roughly explained in terms of power-law distribution afes of
n=1 objects composing the fractal. The distribution can berdisc(for
\ | deterministic fractals) or continuous (for random frag}al

log N(r'>r)/logk

~1/r"" f= 1 /I”DS 1 positions could contribute somehow into the fractal region
0 . . . . not. The deep analogy between the continuous and discreet
0 1 2 3 4 5 power-law distributions can help us to answer the question.
log (r,/r) /log (1/p) To this end, we consider the Cantor surface fractal with the
y same dimensio®; = 7 — 1. So, the both systems (the Can-
tor surface fractal and the continuously distributed Hlis/e
the same fractal dimension. Hence, according to the paper by
ble logarithm scale. Her® (+' > r) is the number of balls with radii Bale a_nd Sc_hmldt [51, the both fractals h‘?‘ve to havg the frac-
' obeying the condition’ > r. It is shown as a function of /. tal region with the exponerit — D. The figurdba gives us
The step-like function indicates discreteness of the Hatibution  the full range of correlations for the Cantor surface frhicta
within the deterministic fractal. cluding long- and short-ranged correlations. Only the eang
in green has the proper slope with the facto6of Dy, and
it is the fractal range that corresponds to the fractal range
by the corresponding integral. By analogy with Hg.[(29), weFig.[12. Black and red ranges (describing the long-ranged co
derive relations, because small momenta are related to big diessanc
0o in real space) do not show anything that vaguely resembles a
In(q) =n |Ap|2/ drEZ (qr)Vi2(r)Dn (1), (41) fractal region, and this means that the long-range coioglsit
0 hardly play a role in explaining the exponént D, (see also
the arguments in Sec. ).

FIG. 11. (Color online) Distribution of balls composing ttendom
(red) and deterministic (black) fractal of the fourth itiiva on a dou-

whereF; is the form factorl(211) of ball of unit radiu®;, (r) =
47r3 /3 is the volume of ball, and)y(r) is the normalized
distribution given by Eq[{39) of (40). Certainly, for thesdli
crete distributions, Eq[{41) coincides with EG.](12) cdpsi VI. CONCLUSIONS

ered above up to a constant factor.

The scattering intensities are shown in Higl 12. As ex- We construct a deterministic surface fractal as a sum of
pected, the intensity curve is smoothed for the continuunthree-dimensional mass Cantor sets at various iteratifes.
power-low distribution[(40), but the scattering exponént  study its structural properties in momentum space and de-
Dy is not changed, as well as the positions of the upper andve analytical expressions for monodisperse and polyutsp
lower edges of the fractal region. form factor, radius of gyration, and edges of the fractal re-

It should be emphasized that the centers of the continuouslgions.
distributed balls are assumed to be uncorrelated. Theiqnest We conclude that in general (with minor reservations dis-
arises whether the long-range correlations between tHe batussed in the Introductionyny surface fractal can be repre-
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sented as a sum of non-overlapping mass fractalsis im-  dN(r) o r~7dr, with Dy = 7—1; itis continuous for random
plies that the scattering amplitude of surface fractal can bsurface fractals and discrete for deterministic surfaaetéls.
written down as a sum of the amplitudes of composing mas$hus, the SAS from surface fractals can be roughly under-
fractals, see Eq[18). This representation enables us to costood in terms of power-law type polydispersity. This could
struct various approximations taking into account differe explain the physical nature of the expondnt — 6, found
correlations between the scattering amplitude of the ébjec in Ref. [5] and solve the longstanding question whether the
that compose the surface fractal. small-angle scattering from surface fractals can be emnpthi

in terms of polydispersity. The answer is “yes”, provided th

The roughest approximation is to consider the amplitudes, |, jispersity is of power-law type and the fine structure of
of the composing primary objects being incoherent, whieh asy, o scattering intensity of the surface fractal is neglécte

sumes that the spatial correlations between the primary ob- The present analysis could also be helpful for extracting

jects are not important. This approximation always repro-,jgitional information from SAS data, such us the edges of

duces correctly théordersof the fractal region for a sur- : ; : :
the fractal region, the fractal iteration number and théisga
face fractal (see SeC. 1I[B 4) and the rough structure of thg ., g i

sqat_tering intensi_ty. prever,_its fine structure, inchgii_iny . Modern SAS devices are able to measure the range of in-
mllnlma;]ang rlnaX|ma,r:s d_es%rlbg_d well bi’)th's appr%)_('m""t'_o'ﬁ'tensities within 5 or 6 orders of magnitude, while the measur
only whendy/I > 1 (that is, the distance between Objects iS 50 range of scattering vectarss limited to 3 orders. These
much larger than their size for each mass fractal COMPOSINGmitations do not allow us to observe with a single experi-
the surface fracts| othervwse more precise approximations ,enta| device all the properties obtained theoreticallthia
are needed. One of them is EQ.(11), which takes into Ccms'(g]aper. In particular, one can measure only the initial part o
eration the correlations of the objects within each mastdia

o . . the scattering intensity shown in F[g. 6a and miss the ftacta
or Eq. m)’ Wh'Ch. includes the corrglatlons betweairs of .and Porod regions. One can hope that rapid progress in exper-
consecutive amplitudes of composing mass fractals. In th'ﬁnental technics (see, e.g., Ref./[31]) will enhance oulitgbi

manner, one can always specify the fine structure of the scafy ,pserye the structure of matter at different scales.
tering intensity of the surface fractal. ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
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